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“We Learn from history that we do not learn from history”
 
	-Georg W.F. hegel
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Preface.
 
 
This Book is meant to establish an Awareness amongst All People. The System/Society expressed throughout this Book is meant to be an Ideal to Strive towards. The work that is necessary to bring about this Society will require those with the mightiest courage to bring about the change in the World that we live in. We must not only think about the Now, but we must shift our perspective to- how we can make tomorrow better than Today. This shift requires Action. Action must be prioritized to bring about the change of Tomorrow.
 
This book is not meant to be a Novel nor a Philosophical manuscript. It is meant to be a straight forward Introduction to a system that will be the Final Paradigm Shift. We dream of a day when Society allows us to ignite the Spark of Divinity within all of us and which shall inspire those People to lead us into a Brighter Future. 
 
I owe this work to those that brought the Awareness to me,  the amazing writers Mike Hockney, Adam Weishaupt, David Sinclair, Dr. Thomas Stark to name a few. Their work is truly inspiring and I encourage all to read their material. Nevertheless, Their effort will not go unrecognized. 
 

Part 1- The

Current System
 
1. Democracy
 
In the surprising outcome of the 2016 Presidential Election, it felt as though the United States was standing still with uncertainty of the next step necessary for progress. As every election cycle is always in the news, there are always grotesque things that churn about the people that desire to Run our Country. Back and forth we go with every debate and it is a never ending cycle. It is rather interesting that such things are almost glorified with the expectation of really getting to know which Candidate is best. 
 
The only thing we discover about our candidates is which one can be the perfect Sales Rep. There is nothing more that the majority of candidates do then try to convince us about why they deserve our vote, instead of offering solutions to our problems. As with every debate, we see they care more about smoke & mirrors then providing sound policy & solutions. However, it’s the easiest sale ever!  We’re too easy to be convinced. Whether it be skin color, political background, who the candidate is related to or associated with. It’s just too easy and rather frustrating. How many voters can reference the Candidates policies, what they want to accomplish, how they plan to accomplish those policies? To sum it all up, what is the Candidates Merit to be eligible for such an influential and powerful job? I’ll go on record and say there are very few good outcomes of Donald Trumps’ election. The best take away of him winning the 2016 election was making people pay more attention to (or dare I say Care about) Politics, to the point at which apparently every American (and even Non Americans) were supposedly expert politicians. It seemed having someone like Him in office really made every person “come out of the woodwork” and start to put their two cents in to politics regardless of their knowledge of politics, foreign policy, micro/macro economics or how current Politicians have helped them. 
 
 
 
“Every Election is determined by the people who show up”
                      -Larry J Sabato.
 
 
Representative Democracy.
 
It should be noted that the USA operates as a Representative Democracy. This is the type of Democracy most prevalent today around the World. However it is not the only form. 
 
The key components of Representative Democracy are: 
 
-Accountability. The main component is regular elections, which are meant to keep Politicians accountable to the people and the Promises they made to get elected to begin with. However, The Citizens don’t have the Power to Remove Politicians from office, that primarily rests with Legislative Bodies, this is known as Impeachment. 
 
-Elected Representatives. Under Universal Suffrage, every citizen over the age of 18 has the Right to vote on offices, from the Municipal all the way to the National level. 
 
-Politcal Affiliation. Candidates for any office may Run under a platform that perpetuates an Ideology alignment that will allow voters to make decisions based on outlooks, agreed issues & values. 
 
So in a Representative Democracy, it relies on the election of Individuals by the Masses to make Legislative decisions on their behalf, including passing laws and so forth. In a functional version, the Representatives enact laws dedicated to the benefit of their constituents. Looking at American politics, is this a true statement? Do politicians vote in favor of Legislation that benefit the Collective? 
 
 
Direct democracy.
 
 
Direct Democracy is another model and the Original form of the Democratic system. Originating in Ancient Athens in the 5th Century BCE, the Direct Democracy was established of 3 main parts:
 
-The Assembly, consisting of Male Citizens only, The Assembly alone were responsible for debating Ideas, voting on laws and making decisions for the state. Fulfilling the roles of what modern Elected Representatives do. However, the Assembly was open to All male citizens to participate in.
 
-The Boule, which consisted of 500 citizens. The Boule were responsible for daily tasks of governing society, including managing the finances of the State. They were randomly selected from the population of any Citizen over the age of 30 and their position of rule was for the duration of 1 year.
 
-The Law Courts, which were composed of randomly selected citizens to act as Jurors. I.e there were no Judges. They were also randomly selected from the population and the requirement was the Participant had to be over the age of 30. They acted as jurors for determination on crimes, & legal matters among other tasks which were randomly assigned to the Populace of Jurors. There were 6000 selected for these tasks. They also served annually.
 
One big element aside from the previous info that we can contrast between Representative & Direct Democracies is that under Direct Democracies there is Election Recall. If any official is proving unfit for their assigned office, they may be democratically elected out of office by the Assembly. This by-passes the need for Elected officials to do so. Tell me…in the History of the USA, when was the last time a Politician was impeached and removed from Office? Nixon resigned before he could be successfully impeached and removed. Clinton was Impeached for Perjury (lying under Oath) and obstruction but was allowed to finish out his term. Donald Trump was Impeached twice, but because his conduct was done while in Office, it was determined that Presidents, acting on Official matters must be allowed to act with Impunity. So there are no repercussions for any President as long as its on the grounds of Official Business? In a Direct Democracy, they would have been removed at the onset, with no option for Appeal. Would you agree with this?
 
Now it’s evident that such a system as Direct Democracy is MORE DEMOCRATIC than the Representative Democracy we see more prevalent in the modern world. Albeit, if it were to be implemented in Modern Form, there would have to be “Modern” updates to the system. I.e All citizens over the age of 25 could participate in the Assembly, perhaps?
 
 
Participatory Democracy.
 
Also called Semi-Direct Democracy, is implemented mostly at the municipal level, however very sparsely. A key place in the USA that engages in Participatory is New England. In this system however, at the Local level, elected Representatives are bypassed, thereby all decisions are made by the Local populace. However, decisions beyond the municipality still remain with Elected Officials. 
 
The main components are :
 
-Direct Decisions, made by the Residents. Typically done within town halls, and with initiatives that target specific issues concerning the residents. 
 
-Increased Participation, which aims to encourage more of the residents to participate, thereby extending a voice to all, so all can be heard.
 
-Decentralized, so that power remains unconcentrated. This is aimed at preventing an elite to rule thereby keeping decisions made democratically, rather than by special interests. 
 
This is could very well be a step in the right direction, after all it has a blend of elements of Representative & Direct Democracy. It could be correctly referred to as a Hybrid Democracy. What if this was implemented on a Nation-wide scale? After all, if anyone proclaims to be Democratic and supports democracy, shouldn’t it be a True Democracy?
 
 
Drawbacks of Democracy.
 
 
 Anyone who shows up gets to make a vote on which candidate will win the corresponding election. Now, there are systems in place that prevent just anyone from casting their vote. However, becoming a Registered Voter in many states simply require being a United States citizen, living within the specific State and being at least 18 years of age. To add to this information, there are Politicians that are trying to make it legal for Unregistered Citizens to have the ability to vote. And a final note to this same topic is that there are Politicians within certain States that are trying to make it legal for anonymous voting. If anyone and everyone has the ability to vote, perhaps we will continue to have repeats of the 2016 Election.
 
Looking to the distant past, we come across a man named Socrates. Socrates was an Athenian (Greek) Philosopher that to this day continues to influence philosophical thought and various circles. Throughout his life he “taught” the idea that issues could be resolved with One’s capability to think logically. Socrates was a man that genuinely despised Democracy1. He would often refer to democracy as Rule of the Unwise/ the Mob. He would say that whoever was the best sweet-talker would be the one elected. Unfortunately, this is the very case that I have previously pointed out at the beginning of this chapter. Socrates often expressed his discontent for the Athenian Democracy. He was eventually put on trial for corrupting the Youth of Athens and was sentenced to death by the same Democracy he often spoke against. 
 
This is where the Idea of Democracy begins to fall apart and births the Very Reasonable arguments against it. Everyone has a voice and is able to express it through various means. However, that is where issues can arise with arguments being unreasonable. When protesting for new laws or ideas to be set in place, does one stop to ask themselves if this is based on some irrational thought or feeling? Is this something that is only going to benefit a select few? Is this something that is for the Greater Good of Society? We live in a very dysfunctional time where everyone has an opinion about things and can have someone canceled or labelled in horrible manners simply because they disagree or have an opposing view. I’m not opposed to people having opinions or opposing views and beliefs, that’s inevitable. However, I am opposed to those with uneducated conjectures being interpreted as Facts, or dare I say those individuals which interpret their own conjectures as factual.
 
The truth of the matter is that in a Democracy, one voice can cause a revolution for their own agenda; if they can get enough people to pay attention, of course. As we have seen in the past few years there have been multiple movements start, not just within the United States but also across the World. The flames were ignited by certain individuals that have unfortunately taken their gaze off of the issues that would birth true Liberation if enacted correctly, i.e those issues that matter in the Objective sense, however in turn decided to focus on policies that only effect certain people. 
 
When someone says that they’re a Democrat or they believe in a Democracy, what do they mean? Does that person giving that response even know what a Democracy is? When I have asked people
2. Privilege
 
3. Nepotism/Cronyism
 
“the practice among those with power or influence of favoring relatives or friends, especially by giving them jobs.”
-From Oxford Languages.
 
 
4. Capitalism
“In my Inaugural, I laid down the simple proposition that nobody is going to starve in this country. It seems to me to be equally plain that no business which depends for existence on paying less than living wages to its workers has any right to continue in this country.” 
 
-Franklin Delano Roosevelt, 32nd President of USA.
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