


of policy, including international. defense, and environmental
policy, are set directly by the citizens through deliberative
procedures and voting in referenda, while decisions taken
within this framework may be taken by representatives who
have received a clearly defined mandate and may be recalled
at any moment if the majority of voters in the respective
election district demand it.

Mr.Kokkas rightly points out that it would be better to replace
the word "representatives” by the word “delegates”, ie.

The Second DDEV
Meeting - proceedings

The reason for founding the DDEVY is basically one: Dozens

of Movements in Europe have been formed spontaneously by

groups of citizens who are tired of this fake democracy. They
want the political power to be given back to the fegitimate
owners, the citizens.

Unfortunately. so far, their actions have not brought any results.

Certain results have cnly been reached in limited areas. This

failure has several causes:

1. The first reguest for more democracy - more frequent
referendums - has, in most cases, been rejected by the class
of professional politicians.

2. Working independently of one another. the local and national
organizations have not been able to generate sufficient
pressure, the basic problem being the fact that the majority of
the citizens could not be reached by our message and many
of those we have been abie to contact considered their local
Movement as an initiative of a few solitary idealists without
any bearing on reality.

3. Most of these Movements have not focused on the crucial
point, namely the fact that the only way to establish Direct
Democracy is to do away with these social parasites:
professional politicians. The only real political power is that
oblained through citizen votes, all the rest is mere illusion.

This is why some pioneers have decided to try to overcome
these problems, by showing the way to be followed, and
developing the ideology and practice of Direct Democracy. The
first step should be to gather the independent local movements
into one single group of organized citizens. in this way, National
movements become a group of different movements adhering to
the same idea of Direct Democracy, who organize themselves
in a National Committee consisting of one delegate from each
Movement. Such crgamization would increase their potential for
political action,

The financing of National Movements can be organized
according to the preferences of each National Committee. The
Italian Democrazia Federale asks all associates to give 5 % of
their taxed income to the Movement. This is possible in Italy as
the Movement is recognized as a Non-Profit Organization. We
believe that a similar arrangement could be achieved in other,
or all, EU countries.

Proposals: Organisation of the Central Office: European DD
Commitiee, Relations with National Movements, Rules of the
European Committee

The Mode of Operation of the DDEV:

Financing {by contributions from National Committees, managed
by the Treasurer - to be appointed at the present meeting):
Duties {The European Committee will coordinate the activities
of National Committees, only one per country). The person

representatives delegated to make decisions on certain
issues {but not on others) during a limited period of time.
The current systems, which force the citizens to give elected
representatives unlimited ficticious mandates, in some cases
contrary to the citizens” will, even if this will is clearly revealed
by polis, these systems are a mockery of demacracy. They are
not only undemocratic; they are criminal. They are heading
for genocides and ecological disasters. We must get rid of
them, if there is no other way, by revolution.

responsible for press releases to European media will be Mr.
Minas Papageorgiou,

The European News Bulletin (DVrect Democratic Euro-Vision
Newsletter) is the official journal of the DDEV; it will be
delivered to all National Committees, who will be invited to send
contributions;

Each National Committee is free to keep its national rules, while
conforming to the common rules;

The European Committee will take steps for participation in
European Elections and strive for common rules to be respected
by National Movements.

Basic Rules

Once the basic structure is in place. both on the European
and national levei, it suffices to read the Charter of DDEV to
understand that the steps proposed for the management of the
whole process of political steering of the nation are extremely
simple.

The process is anchored in two basic concepts, Federalism,
as a link among the different areas of a nation. and the political
power of the individual citizen.

All movements accepting the above two points have the right to
join DBEV and can profit from the fact that they will be present
with full rights in the whole Union under the same name and
logo. While all adhering movements wili remain independent and
keep their name, logo, and rules in their territory, they will have
the right to delegate their representatives for being represented
at the Regional, National, and European level.

While the above principles are of astounding simplicity. it is
evident that the process should be coordinated by commaon rules.
To issue these rules is the duty of the European Committee.

Appointments:
1. The editor of the DDEV Newsletter Jiri Polak
The speakers: In the English and German speaking areas
Giorgios Kokkas
In the French speaking areas Kevin Lone
In ltaly Federico fonini
Treasurer: Federico Tonini

immediate tasks:

To put in place a simple and basic financing method to pay for
the expenses of the European Committee.

During the lirst years, the Committee will consist of the above
persons; it shall organize contacts with other movements and
took for new potential DDEV members,

The Committee will also organize a debate among the
rnovements with the aim of trying to find a common method to
put in place Direct Democracy from bottom up, starting at the
lowest level of the single town.

Proposals put forward by Mr.Kevin Lone:

- Eslablishment of Citizen Assemblies at all levels {national,
territorial and European) to counterbatance the hidden
undemocratic power structures;
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“Parteienstaat” models of government; these phenomena can
{and must) be controlled by many instruments.

The direct and/or indirect control of special interests and of
parties can be performed partially with the return to the Athenian
purely stochastic (s)election for a majority of seats {reserving
let’s say 51% of them for stochastic (s)election. Every voting
system can be manipulated and has both advantages and
disadvantages. The point is that no voting system is chosen or
designed explicitly for controlling politics and politicians, but for
empowering them.

Equally important is: increase the number of direct (s)elective
positions in the judiciary and in the executive/administrative
branches.

Equally important are additional instruments for voting away
politicians and administrators: recall elections, popular veto
elections.

The cost of democracy must be in a relation to its productivity.
The overall goal must be to use direct democracy instruments
to guarantee as much as possible the social productivity of
political activities. When the cost is higher than productivity,
like in the Parteienstaat, the political institutions break down by
themselves anyway in the long run. The question is with what
to replace them.

What is required is a general concept for re-engineering
democracy so that it becomes compatible with a new-
ofd requirement, i.e. its “controllability”, which is related to
accountability, bui only partially. Our concept of democracy is
incomplete: it was successtul with delegation, but very miserable
with control. [t lacks practically all efficient instruments of political
and fiscal control. The effects are devastating: we have states
that have more powers than totalitarian regimes and we cannot
controf them efficiently any more.

There are some powers that definitely need to be withdrawn
from legislative institutions, like the budgeting rights, which
parliaments arrogated from the kings in many hundreds of
years.

Financial referenda should become the standard budgeting
procedure.

The budgeting institutions should not be parliaments any
more, but courts of accounts with popularly elected judges and
jurors.

Another power that should be withdrawn is the constitution ma-
king and revision power, it is definitely a separate power from
the legislative, executive and judiciary, and it should be institui-

onalized in separated PERMANENT constitutional_ assemblies

of directly {s)elected representatives {small bodies at regional,
national, and supranational level). Constitution making and revi-
sion should be out of the hands of professional politicians.
Constitutional initiative, total and partial, should be reserved
to the people with proper referendary procedures “organized”
under the permanent constitutional assemblies. (emphasis
added, JP}

UK

IR+R NEWS, September:

Reform of Local Direct Democracy in England and Wales
Reform of Parish Poll and other Direct Democracy Regulations
International comparison of participative, citizen-led democracy
shows the UK and its countries near the foot of the league table
- see our new on-ine diagram. The only level of governance
in which the electorate may intervene in general matiers of
public policy is “The Parish”. Paradoxically the “regulations”
(Local Government Act 1972) make it far TOO EASY to initiate
a “Parish Poll” so that the action may attract very little attention
and ballot turnout is often low. Also, the “decision” taken by the

electorate in ballot is NOT binding on the council, so that many
people ses the whole procedure as a waste of time and effort.
Some suggestions about how to reform the regulation of citizen-
initiated referendum and parish poll may be found at the INIREF
web page Reform of Parish Poll and other Direct Democracy
Requlations and your COMMENTS are invited.

Direct Democracy News from USA States

Thanks to: BallotPedia Review Volume 1, Issue 5:9/1/2009

* The Washington Secretary of State announced late on August
31 that Referendum 71 had qualified for the November 3,
2009 ballot. A Post-certification sighature challenge bhas
already been filed challenging the certification.

* On Auqust 25, voters in California were friendly 1o a variety

of local tax measures, but they weren't friendly to a school
ard m t in the Alisal Uni hool Digtri

Will 2009 go down as the year of the veto referendum? An

Oregon tax hike referendum is likely to qualify, supporters

say, but that' Il be a January 2010 ballot.

* The statewide November 3,2009 ballot jn Maine is a ballot

hound’s dream. It has matriage, taxes, school consolidation

and marijuana. ....

Innovative proposal afloat in Florida for a new petition form.

Casino foes in Ohio are preparing their anti-casino arguments,

but some say that the fifth time will be the charm.

* Washington’s Top-Twao_ Initiative {2004} is still in lawsuit
limbo.

*

»

-

Events in Greece 2009 (Has already taken place - see above)

1R+R NEWS, October

1) MP3 Audio: David Cameron promises citizen-led
Democracy National and Local
The Conservative Party and its leader have substantially
answered the guestion posed recently by The Independent
newspaper “how is Cameron going to give power to the
peopie?”. In section 3.3. of the Tory green paper “Control
Shift” we find QUOTE “The right of popular initiative is a
feature of many pofitical systems in the developed world. In
Switzerland, people have mechanisms for direct democracy
on almost everything, from planning applications, to the
precise use of tax resources, to medical ethics. Perhaps the
most famous expression of American civic independence is
in Oregon, where the system known as “citizen initiative” was
introduced as long ago as 1902. Under the Local Government
Act 2003, tocal councils can choose to hold referendum on
any local issue. But there is no mechanism for residents to
petition for a local referendum per se. We will give power
to residents to hold local referendums on any local issue
by legislating to ensure that a referendumn is held in a local
authority area if 5 % of local citizens sign a petition in favour
within a six months period.”

UNQUOTE
The above applies to the local government level. In a
recent BBC radio broadcast David Cameron, Leader of the
Conservative Party, may be heard saying that the citizens’
right to initiate a referendum would be brought in at country/
state level. (Source: BBC radio 4. Beyond Westminster: The
case for replacing or revising our system of representative
demaocracy. September 2009). ....

2) Citizen-led democracy is essential for sustainable
Constitutional Reform

EXTRACT
In almost all modern states there is aclear distinction between
constitutional and other law., Commonly, it is more difficult
to change constitution. For instance, a “super-majority” of
elected representatives may be required and an indication
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