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WASHINGTON, D.C.--History records
that the first telephone conversation in
1876 was an urgent request for an in-
person meeting. "Mr. Watson, come here,
[ want you," Alexander Graham Bell is
supposed to have said to his assistant in
the next room. Monday night, Bill Clinton
participated in what was billed as the first
presidential Internet chat, an event
intended to showcase another epoch-
making technology in a larval stage.
Clinton was more patient than Bell. He
resisted the urge to say what must have
been on the mind of nearly everyone
present at the 90-minute demonstration:
Why don't we turn this damn thing off and
have a real conversation?

The 1dea for the Town Hall Chat, co-
sponsored by the Democratic Leadership
Council and Excite, was to demonstrate
how the Net enables new forms of
democratic communication. Here's how it
worked: Clinton sat onstage in a small
auditorium at George Washington
University accompanied by Al From, the
president of the DLC. Clinton and From
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had a screen in front of them. From read
aloud questions sent in by e-mail, and
Clinton answered. Also wired in to the
session were five other government
officials in remote locations around the
country and Mark Andreessen, the
founder of Netscape. In theory, virtual
participants could watch streaming video
of the event, listen to an audio simulcast,
or watch a scrolling text transcription, all
over the Internet.

In practice, the technology was pretty
clunky. Due to "network congestion," the
voices of two of the officials didn't come
through at all, and others were either time-
delayed or so distorted as to be barely
audible. At times, the town hall dissolved
into a series of "Hello Watson, can you
hear me?" exchanges. Clinton read his
prepared opening remarks (in which he
compared the event to one of FDR's
fireside chats) from a teleprompter. If you
were watching this on the Web, the herky-
jerky streaming video of his head and
torso represented a giant leap backward
from the straightforward TV broadcast on
C-SPAN. And the scrolling text, which
was transcribed not by voice-recognition
software but by human secretaries, was
hardly a high-tech marvel. The overall
effect was that of primitive video-
conferencing. In a way, it made you

marvel at how far we haven't come since
FDR's day.

When the technology did work as
intended, it merely made you wonder what
good it is anyhow. Having a meeting over
the Internet is still like walking to the
mailbox in a 60-pound spacesuit. That it
can be done--impressive. But why do it at
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all, given that the quality of the interaction
1s so poor? As in all Internet "events" I've
ever seen or participated in, the time lags
and unfamiliarity of the basic structure
sucked any spontaneity and most of the
oxygen from the room.

Part of the fault was not technical but
human and political. In theory, the Internet
allows for a vast range of queries from far
and wide. In practice, questions for the
president were so carefully vetted as to be
far narrower in range than what he might
have encountered from a small,
homogenous, and friendly audience like
the one in the hall. The questions were in
fact, triple-screened: first by the Excite
staff, which weeded out anything with the
word "Monica" in it, then by the DLC
staff, with a bias toward substance, and
finally by From, who choose from among
those culled for him. The messages that
got passed on to Clinton were wonky and
sincere, dealing in an unchallenging way
with matters like free trade and health
care. One of the few sparks of interest was
a question about whether Clinton, if he
didn't live in the White House, would put
aside food for a possible Y2K catastrophe.
The president said he wouldn't, because he
doesn't anticipate any serious problems.

Before long, Clinton was pointing at
questions drifting by on his screen,
begging for more difficult ones. The event
might have worked slightly better if he had
been given a mouse to flag questions he
wanted to answer or a keyboard to send
messages back to the control room. But
this too would have risked embarrassment,
since Clinton ts an acknowledged
computer illiterate and can't type.

http://www slate.com/netelection/entries/99-11-09 52615 asp | 11/10/99
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Nonetheless, he does appear to have
gained a sense of how the Internet might
someday be democratically useful. In his
closing remarks, Clinton made a point
about how isolated a president can
become from the public despite his best
intentions to keep in touch and how the
new technology might help. Then he
thanked everyone for coming to his "press
conference."

Clinton is right that his successor, wha
will ahmost surely be s e-ma! wser, will
have a real tool to maintain contact with
ordinary people. It's too late for Clinton
himself. He could have learned how to use
a computer, of course, but I don't think
electronic politics holds any appeal for
him. You can't seduce a voter in an e-mail
message. To Clinton, the political is the
interpersonal: the hand on the shoulder,
the intent gaze, the fleck of spittle in the
eye. Even on television, he can provide a
simulacrum of this human experience. But
on the Internet, communication is far more
abstract. E-mail bores him--and it showed.
The most interesting part of last night's
event was what happened after it ended,
when you got to see Clinton doing what he
does like no one else, schmoozing live
people. [ eavesdropped as he massaged
the ego of Tom Jermoluk, the CEO of
Excite. "I know this may have cost you
arm and a leg, but I think you may have
revolutionized politics," Clinton confided
to him.

At the end of unsuccessful cyber-events,
everyone always praises them as
"historic." Perhaps so, though I think
history will remember them as fumbling
experiments that pointed in a different

http://www slate.com/netelection/entries/99-11-09 _52615.asp 11/10/99
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direction. At this point, they testify mainly
to the capacity of the Internet to take
something interesting--like a discussion
with President Clinton--and make 1t
unbearably dull. But be patient: In five
years or so, advances in technology may
get us to the point where an Internet Town
Meeting is almost as interesting as a Town
Meeting without the Internet.

Join The Fray s What did you think of
this article?

Jacob Weisherg is Slate's chief political
correspondent. You can e-mail him at
batlothoigwiae.com,
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THE WHITE HOUSE.
WASHINGTON

March 8, 1996

Mr. Tom W. Ryan
144 Willowleaf Drive
Littleton, Colorado 80127

Dear Tom:

Senator Bradley recently sent me your
letter explaining your proposal to create a
National Advisory Referendum. I appreciate
your long-standing interest in this issue,
and I'm glad to know of your deep commitment
to strengthening our democracy. I have shared
your letter with my Office of Scheduling to
determine whether the meeting you requested
will be possible.

I'm glad you took the time to write.

Sincerely,

R o



U. 8. SENATOR...

ful letter.

FOR PRESIDENT
* * * *

JOHN F. KENNEDY

HEADQUARTERS - 1104 CONNECTICUT AVE.,, N.W. - WASHINGTON, D. C. - DISTRICT 7-1717

November 2, 1960

Mr. Tommy Ryan
114 North Elizebeth
Ferguston 35, Moptens

Dear Tommy:

I was delighted to receive your thought-

Iamindeedpleasédto know of your in-
terest in the affalrs of our country, and I am
especially pleased ti:a.t you are "in my corner"
in this election.

I an proud to number you among my Ssup-
porters.
erely,

. Kennedy

I o ,.J
- Ty
i
’ ¥




PUBLIC OPINION POLLS DEMONSTRATE SUPPORT
FOR EXPANDING PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN
GOVERNMENT DECISION-MAKING

1. The Los Angeles Times found in November 1995 that 69% of the people
feel that “people like me have almost no say in the political system.”

2. In March of 1995 a Business Week/Harris Poll found that only 30% of the
American people believed that the “government usually represents the
interests of the American people” while 63% of the people believe that the
government usually “represents special interests.”

3. A Gallup poll found in 1981 that people favored by a 2 to 1 margin a
constitutional amendment to create a national citizen initiative right which
would allow voters to place binding issues on the national ballot when 3% of
eligible voters signed a petition.

4. A 1995 poll by the Americans Talk Issues Foundation, which was
reported in the Washington Post, found that the pubilic still favors binding
national referendums by the same two thirds majority found by the Gallup
poll in 1981.




THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINOTON

March 8, 1996

Mr. Tom W. Ryan
144 Willowleaf Drive
Littleton, Colorado 80127
Dear Tom:

Senator Bradley recently sent me your
etter explaining your proposal to create a
National Advisory Referendum. I appreciate
your long-standing interest in this issue,
and I‘m glad to know of your deep commitment
to strengthening our democracy. 1 have shared
your letter with my Office of Scheduling to
determine whether the meeting you requested
will be possible.

I'm glad you took the time to write.

Sincerely,




TOM W. RYAN
144 Willowleaf Dr.
Littleton, Colorado 80127
303-973-5077 (Fax) 303-932-6010

February 5, 1996

President Bill Clinton

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave. NW
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

In your recent State of the Union address, you said “We must go forward as
one America” and “reach across the lines that divide us and try to find
common ground.” You have the vision to lead us into a new era of
democratic decision-making. I have the plan to turn your vision into reality.
I respectfully request 30 minutes of your time to present my ideas.

In 1816 Thomas Jefferson proposed an “advisory referendum” process so
that “the voice of the whole people would be thus fairly, fully, and peaceably
expressed, discussed, and decided by the common reason of society.”

This powerful democratic idea has been lost to history for 180 years.

As the first President to bear Jefferson’s name and one who shares his
vision “to reform our politics, so that power and privilege no longer shout
down the voice of the people” (President William Jefferson Clinton, Inaugural
Address), I urge you to turn Jefferson’s idea for national consensus into
reality. This one simple idea could change the course of history.

In 1960 I wrote Senator John F. Kennedy offering my ideas to shape the
country. John Kennedy responded and inspired a boy of 10. Today 36
years later I write you as President, offering you an idea to shape democracy
for the next century. You can respond and inspire an entire nation.

In 1980 I persuaded Congressman Richard Gephardt to introduce my
proposal for a National Advisory Referendum in the Congress. The original



legislation required the Congress to put 1 to 3 issues on the ballot every
general election for a non-binding advisory vote to create, in effect, a
National Town Meeting. My original proposal could be changed to give
the President authority to call for a national referendum, a power
recently given to the President of France.

People have been crying out for such a structural change in the way we
make decisions. Poll after poll, year after year, show large majonties who are
alienated from the federal government. Today 69 percent of the American
people feel that “people like me have almost no say in the political system”
(LA Times poll 11-5-95). People want more than promises of a responsive
government. They want guarantees their voices, their desires, their interests
will become integral parts in government decision-making. Poll after poll,
year after year, show 2 to 1 support for a national referendum to give people
a greater voice in government.

In 1993 Ross Perot held what he called “The First National Referendum” on
television complete with a ballot in 7V Guide and has proposed electronic
voting to give people a greater voice. Even the conservative Wall Street
Journal has given support to the national referendum concept. Yet the only
official national vote we have had has been to determine what Elvis
stamp we wanted. What does this say to the American people? We are
trusted to voice our views on stamp policy, but not health care policy.

The time has come to let the people have a clear voice in shaping public
policy. The time has come for the government to recognize its obligation to
forge a public consensus for public policies. The American people do not
want to be passive pawns of special interest groups or government itself. The
people want to help decide the very direction of this nation. The time has
come to give the people a direct voice in decision-making. The time has
come to establish a National Advisory Referendum for the 21st century.

1 respectfully request an opportunity to meet with you about this idea.




JOHN F. KENNEDY

FOR PRESIDENT
* * * *

U.S. SENATOR...

HEADQUARTERS * 1106 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W.* WASHINGTON, D. C. - DISTRICT 7-1717

November 2, 1960
Mr. Tommy Ryan
11k North Elizabeth
Ferguston 35, Mopteana
Dear Tormy:

I was delighted to receive your thought-
ful letter.

I an indeed pleased to know of your in-
terest in the affalrs of our country, and I anm
especially pleased that you are "in my corner"
in this election.

I an proud to number you among my sup-

John F, Kennedy

porters.




Bill ™
Clinton

FOR PRESIDENT

April 27, 1992

Tom Ryan
8280A West Laurel Place
Littletonﬂhco 80123

Dear Tom:

Thank you for your thoughtful letter. Due to our rigorous
campaign schedule, I am just now getting to read and respond to
my correspondence.

I want you to know how much I personally appreciate your
support and interest in Bill’s candidacy. As you are aware,
our task is enormous and challenging and we need informed
suggestions such as yours. :

Thank you for sharing your ideas about Bill’s campaign. I have
forwarded them to our issues department. Also, you may forward
copies of the Buckley and Bellotti de0151ons to the issues
department.

As we travel, I am very encouraged by the overwhelmingly
positive responses we’ve received from around the country. We
welcome your participation in this great endeavor.

Sincerely yours,

|

illary Rdqdham Clinton

National Campaign Headquarters « P.O. Box 615 - Little Rock, Arkansas 72203 + Telephone (501) 372-1992 + FAX {501) 372-2292

Paid for by the Clinton for President Committee

~
Printed on Recycled Paper Contributions to the Clinton for President Committee are not tax deductible. Bcsit 12559



Statements of President Bill Clinton

“We must reform the political process, reducing the influence of special
interest and give more power to the people like you here tonight.”

President-elect Clinton
Little Rock, Arkansas
November 3, 1992

“Jefferson was associated with the populism of his day and so we chose
him as a symbol of the populism of our campaign.” Jefferson was “the
most brilliant President” who “believed in the power of ideas which
made this country great.” He believed that we need to “periodically
revolutionize the country to keep people in control.”

President-elect Clinton
Monticello
January 17, 1993

“So I say to all of you here, let us resolve to reform our politics, so that
power and privilege no longer shout down the voice of the people.”

President Clinton
Inaugural Address
January 1993

“Once in a generation we are called upon to redefine the public interest
and the common good.”

President Clinton
Washington, DC
January 20, 1993

“We have to find a way to come together. If we do, there is no stopping
us.”

President Clinton

Des Moines, lowa
October 20, 1995



Thomas Jefferson on Direct Democracy

"Divide the counties into wards of such size as that every citizen can attend,
when called on, and act in person...."

In commenting on New England Town Meetings, Jefferson said, "These
wards, called townships in New England, are the vital principle of their
Eovemmg:nts and have proved themselves the wisest invention ever devised

y the wit of man for the perfect exercise of self-government, and for its
preservation. ...And the whole is cemented by giving to every citizen,
personally, a part in the administration of the public affairs."

In commenting on gathering the collective voice of the people on an important
issue, Jefferson put forth a plan to let the citizens directly vote on the issues:
"The mayor of every ward, on a question like the present, would call his ward
together, take the simple %ea or nay of its members, convey these to the
county court, who would hand on those of all its wards to the proper general
authority; and the voice of the whole geople would be thus fairly, fully, and
peaceably expressed, discussed, and decided by the common reason o
society."

The above quotes come from a letter Thomas Jefferson wrote to Samuel
Kercheval on July 12, 1816.

Through television and a National Advisory Referendum we can create a
Eﬂzlonal Town Meeting which Jefferson envisioned for the United States of
erica.
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ersailles — once the seat of
Frencb absolutism — which prompted
the critics to call this a dangerous ex-
pansion of presidential power. The The truth

is quite the o ite: this is an affirma-
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t worries the Socialists and Com-
munists, the self-sty unes of the
. EQE e: is that referendums will weaken
pop! representation by empoweri
and go directly to the voters. “You do
not strengthen parliament by reducing
Its powers,” said one critic His reserva-
l,» tion, however i ion:
All polin'm'@ serve at the pleasure of
the people, who %s ]uc_lgient on their
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the executive and the legjslature on

Democracy by referendum

but not, probably, on jaywalking or bi-
cycle helmets.

The assumption in limiting - referen-
dums is that representatives are elected
to represent. They are asked to immerse
themselves in fact and argument, exam-
ine all sides of the issue, and vote ac-
cordingly. If constituents do not agree
with their representatives, they can

throw them out. The system, though,

rests on a sense of faith: that lawmakers
have judgment and expertise to make
the right decision. If representative gov-
ernment isn't what we want any more,
we could adopt direct, push-button de-
mocracy, or government by referendum.
But no one has seriously suggested that
yet, even if technology makes it possi-
ble. There is a broad appreciation that
elected representatives enrich the demo-
cratic decision-making process.
Referendums, in France or anywhere
else, come with responsibility. Cam-
paigns should allow a fair hearing of
both sides of the issue. The power to call
a referendum should not rest with the
government alone; there should be a

dums are not abused A referendum is
prospectively a divisive, incendiary in-
strument of government. It should be
used sparingly and carefully, on issues
of consequence, to win popular legiti-
macy. In other words, a referendum
might be justified on the constitution or
conscription, as they were in Canada,

mechanism,_as proposed by the Reform
Party | -

tors, havin thered eno demon-
strable support, to demand one.

The cnitics have got it wrong. Refe-
rendums are not a licence to autocracy;

ey are, 1 y, a check _on it
worth noting that if Jacques Chirac had
used his new authority to call a referen-
Ao Bucear testingthe pol S0
gest that he would have lost the vote.
iven its importance, there might in-

The Only National
Referendum Ever
Held In The US
Involved The Elvis
Stamp Decision

OK, Elvis fans,

today you’ll know

* A proud and mighty nation holds
ltS collective breath, awaiting the

electorate’s decnslon on the compel-
s = ling isstue of the

%:| decade, nay, the
he stamp.

Priscilla
Presley, the
King's ex, re-
turns to Mem-
phis, Tenn., and
her old stomping
grounds Grace-
land for today's
S 4:36 a.m. unveil-
Priscilla Presley mg of the win-
ning design — sneering young rocker
vs. caped Vegas crooner — a bit of
history that will be duly captured by
all three network morning news
shows. “It’s just like the Oscars. No-
body will know until it’s opened,”
Graceland spokesman said.

The Elvis-lovin’ public cast
1,128,923 ballots.
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Gephardt urges national
adwsory referendums

. National advisory referendums on significant
iissues would be presented to voters at each gen-
" eral election under a
bill to be introduced
in Congress Wednes-
day by US. Rep.
Richard A. Gephardt,
D-St. Louts.
~ Gephardt says an
advisory referendum
would help counter
© "a growing feeling
. among the American
" people that their
votes no longer count,
that politicians fail to o
- respond to legitimate B
concerns and that
they have little or no
impact on policy
decisions.

[

increased participation in
process.

*A national referendum will provide the
vehicle for the re-expression of public sentiment
" for or against critical issues facing the nation.”

Under the bill, a Joint Congressional
Committee on the National Advisory
Referendum would be created to develop
propositions to be presented to the voters at each
election. The commitiee would receive and

the democratic

Richard A. Gephardt

IN A STATEMENT, he said, “People are
frustrated. Voters stay home on election day and
yearn for a clear choice on issues. When people
are given clear choices, the evidence points to

consider - suggestions and comments from as
many public sources as possible in deciding
issues to be presented to the voters. By Jan. 1
each year, the committee would identify the
issues and Congress would determine one to
three issues to be placed on the ballot after a
series of public hearings around the country.

The Congressional Research Service would
publish a voters’ guide providing the public with
information and arguments for and against the
issues.

GEPHARDT SAID results of the referendums
would be advisory only. However, issues not
acted on by Congress would be resubmitted to
the voters within a reasonable period of time, he
said.

“A referendum provides much more than an
instantaneous reading of the public’s mood on an
issue as a poll does,” he said. ‘“The forums,
debates, research and dinner-table discussions
preceding the vote will give people an
opportunity to participate in the free give and
take of ideas, with an understanding that their
vote will count and be heard.”

A Cambridge Survey Research poll in 1978
reported 74 percent of those surveyed said they
would be more inclined to vote if they could vote
on issues as well as candidates. Another 77
percent agreed with the statement that allowing
votes on issues would make elected officials
more responsible to the public interest.

Gephardt also said the referendum ‘‘wouid
give government officials a means of assessing
public opinion on issues of national importance
and respond to the voters.”




97tH CONGRESS
29 H, R. 1395

To provide that an advisory referendum be conducted as part of each general
election to give voters an opportunity to express their views on certain issues
of national importance. '

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

JANUARY 28, 1981

Mr. GEPHARDT introduced the following bill; which was referred jointly to the
Committees on House Administration and Rules

A BILL

To provide that an advisory referendum be conducted as part of
each general election to give voters an opportunity to ex-

press their views on certain issues of national importance.

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-
2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
3 That advisory referendum procedures are established under
4 this Act for the purpose of— |

5 (1) providing voters with a means by which—

6 (A) to express their views on certain issues

7 of national importance, and




Bt Louis Giocbe-Brmorrat Mon. Jan. 14,1980

Gephardt urges
voter referendum
on national issues

A bill calling for a national referendum om
significant issues to be submitted to voters at each
general election will be introduced in the U.S. House
by Rep. Richard A. Gephardt, D-St. Louis.

Gephardt said the proposed National Advisory
Referendum, which would be held avery two years,
would encourage public participation and interest in
government. '

“‘So many times in Congress we face issues and the
only groups that are heard are the small special-
interest groups,’’ Gephardt said at a press conference
here Saturday.

THE PROPOSAL, developed by the Missouri
Public Interest Research Group (MoPIRG), would -
create an advisory committee of 14 congressmen and
the vice president to recommend issues to be put to
the voters, subgect to congressional approval.

A similar plan is to be introduced in the Missouri
General Assembly by State Rep. Thomas Villa, D-St.
Louis. | -

Gephardt said the national referendum would
function much as the 1978 Meramec Dam referendum
in which Missouri voters were asked whether the
federal project should be completed. After the dam
was rejected at the polls, the state’s congressional
delegation worked to terminate its construction.

“EXPERIENCE with referendums on the state
level has been good,” Gephardt said. ‘‘When issues--
appear on the ballot, voter interest, participation and.
Imowledge increases substantially.”

When the Meramec Dam referendum appeared on
the state’s primarly election ballot, voter turnout
i from 27 percent of those registered to 40
percent, he said. .

Villa said, 1 see it as a step in the right direction
in terms ‘of getting people more involved in
government without a great deal more cost to them.
No matter how hard you try to stay in touch with your
constituents . . ., you still den’t have a genuine pulse
on what all of themn are thinking and caring.”

TOM RYAN, a MoPIRG director, said the
referendum fs designed to reverse publig’
dissatisfaction with government and the belief that
voters have no say in policy decisions, although
legisiators would not be bound to referendum resulits.
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Tues. Aug. 5,1980

The Value of Referendums

Rep. Richard A. Gephardt's bill
proposing national advisory -referendums
on significant issues has merit. It deserves
sericus consideration to determine whether
the benefits would outweigh the costs and
mechanics of implementing such a plan.

Gepbardt’s proposal is not altogether

original. The concept bas been advanced for
several years by the Missourl Public
Interest Research Group (MOPIRG). The
. froup coutends that voter participation
would swell if people were permitted to
express their preferences on issues as well
as candidates in general elections..

Some issues that the public probably
would be eager to vote on are: a
constitutional amendment to prohibit
abortion, the Equal Rights Amendment,
revival of a military draft, forced school
busing, national health insurance, capital
punishment, collective bargaining by public
employees and gun control. :

Referendums could be more satisfying
than public opinion polls which sample
peosﬁsegrmedpreferenw&“

understanding results
would not be binding, congressmen and
senators would nonetheless be put on the
spot. if they claimed to vote their
consciences in direct opposition to the
wishes of their constituents. The Panama

Camltreaduw«ddhivobeenagbodm
to determine whether elected
representatives can be persuaded to feel

- they should be more responsive to

constituents.

Under Gephardt’s bill a. joint
congressional committee would. develop
propositions after hearing

‘recommendations- from as many public

sources as possible. The committee would
define the issues and Congress would select
from one to three of them to be placed on

the ballot in general election years.

.The Congressional Research Service .
would publish a voters’ guide providing the-
public with arguments for and against the
issue, according to Gephardt's plan. It
mlghtbewelltoaskvoteuauheoutsetﬂ_,
they favored this ement or whether
they felt it would be too costly to them, the
taxpayers, and too susceptible to
government propaganda abuses. The news
media and interested groups should be able
to inform the public adequately on issues if
they do their jobs property.

St. Louis’ Rep. Gephardt, one of the
brightest young members of Congress,
deserves appreciation for trying to make
Capitol Hill more responsive to the people
back home. .
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' Americans Eager to Cast Ballots on N atlonal Issues

By George Gallup

PRINCETON, NJ. —If Ameri-
cans could vote on major issues facing
the nation, as well as candidates, voter
turnout in national elections — now
the worst of any major democracy in
the world — could improve substan-
tially, a recent Gallup Poll indicates.

This conclusion is based on the re-
sults of a poll in which national sam-
ples of those who voted in the 1980
presidential election and those who

i did not were questioned about the

related proposals that have been of-
fered as ways of increasing turnout in
national elections.

When non-voters were asked if they
would be more likely or less likely to
vote in national elections if they could

. vote on important national issues as
well as candidates, as many as half
(48 percent) said they would be more
likely to do so.

—

The implications of these findings \

are far-reaching: If half the non-voters
who say they would be more likely to
vote actually did so turmout would
increase to almost 80 peréent, a level
equal to that found in other mmor
democraticnations.

Turnout in the 1980 presndentlal
election was the lowest in 32 years. In
fact, only 54 percent of those eligible
took the trouble to vote in November.

As the survey results
measures that would provide the pub-

lic with avenues for direct expression
- of their views might well enhance

their participation in candidate elec-
tions. This may have particular ap-
plication in ‘election years similar to
1980, when many prospective voters
were less than enthusiastic about the

major party nominees.

indicate, -

Further evidence ‘of the appeal of
voting on issues as well as for candi-
dates is seen in the results of a ques-
tion on a constitutional amendment,
described by its sponsors as the Voter
Initiative Amendment. According to
this amendment, a national referen-
dum would be held on any issue when
3 percent of all voters in the prqvious
presidential election signed petitions
demanding such a vote.

This amendment is favored by 2 to
1 among all persons interviewed, with

" voters and non-voters in last fall's

election holding similar views.

A recent report by the Committee

for the Study of the American Elec-
torate indicated that most convention-
al proposals for increasing voter turn-
out have had little effect. Participa-

tion was not notably hlgher in states
that used postcard registration or al-
lowed voters to register at the polls on
Election Day.

The current survey results lend
support to the view of proponents of
the initiative and referendum that
offering citizens an opportunity to
vote on major issues of the day would
encourage greater participation.

The latest results are based on in-
person interviews with 1,653 adults,
18 and over, conducted in more than
300 scientifically selected localities
across the nation during the period
April 10-13. For results based on a !
sample of this size, one can say with
95 percent confidence that the error

. attributable to sampling and other

random effects could be 3 percentage
points in either direction.

© 1981, Field Enterprises Inc.
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Better poll than Pero ’s says

voters want even more change

By RICHARD MORIN

WASHINGTON — Want to
talk political change? Don't talk to
Ross Perot, and please ignore the
goofy and unreliable. pseudo-poll
he's doing on government reform.
‘The man you need to talk to these
days is Alan Kay, America’s patron
of the polls who has just asked a
random sample of voters what
they . would do to make govern-
ment really work for the people.

Earlier this month, Mr. Kay
and his Americans Talk Issues
Foundation sponsored a survey of
1,000 adults by telephone on their
attitudes toward electronic de-
mocracy and government reforms.

When his pollsters asked about
reform, here’'s what these voters

said:
Nearly two out of three favor-

ably viewed having binding nation-

al_referendums on Qgh:_:z ques-
tions. Seven in 10 favored a

modified balanced-budget amend-

ment that would exclude from the
budget calculation the amount
spent on disaster emergencies.
Seven in 10 responded favor-
ably to a proposal to automatically
register voters when they get
their driver license, the so-called
motor-voter initiative now before
Congress. Nearly six in 10 favored
the “reverse frank,” in which con-
stituents would not have to pay to
mail cards or letters to their elect-
ed representatives in Congress.

Also winning a thumbs-up
from voters: free air time for con-
gressional candidates and elec-
tronic town halls.

_ But that's not all. To measure
the public’s appetite for reform,
Mr. Kay tested other, even more
exotic reforms.

“Two out of three would not
object if term limits were imposed
on members of Congress — and
on lobbyists and federal bureau-
crats as well.

Four out of 10 voters surveyed
said it wouldn't be a bad idea if
Americans were allowed to vote
by telephone, with dial-in voters
“identifying themselves in the
same way shoppers do with a
credit card or driver’s license.”

One out of six wouldn’t be

bothered if members of Congress
were selected by a national lot-
tery. That's right — a random
drawing from the voter rolls to see
who serves in Congress, “thus
changing the composition of Con-
gress to represent all demographic
groups and walks of life and re-
moving the influence of money
from elections.”

And one out of six were not
opposed to having congressional
seats going to the highest bidder
— with the money going to the
Treasury. Yes, if your price is
right, you, too, could serve in
Congress. (Other polls consistent-
ly show that many Americans al-
ready suspect Senate and House
seats already are bought and paid
for by special interests, so this
may not be viewed as much of a
change.)

Granted, those last results
should be taken with a hefty dose
of salt. Asking people whether
congressional seats should be
bought outright at open auction is
an open ipvitation to even the
most somber-minded respondent
to make mischief. And many poll-
sters might quibble with the lan-
guage of some questions in Mr.

Kay's survey, despite the efforts
of respected political pollsters
Fred Steeper, a Republican, and
Democrat Celinda Lake, who de-
signed the survey questionnaire.
Still, the numbers _strongly

——

suggest that voters have yet 10

jose their appetite for change.
ngress and lobbyists were
singled out for special attention by
these voters. Eight out of 10 peo-
pie surveyed were favorably dis-
posed to cutting the salaries of
Congress “to let them know that
we really want spending cuis and
that cuts should start at the top
with themselves,” the single most
popular proposed “reform” in the
poll. (No surprise, then, that the
least popular was increasing con-
gressional salaries to attract better
candidates, viewed favorably by
15 percent of those questioned.)
~ Three out of four favored reg-
istering and limiting lobbyists’ ac-
tivities, and six in 10 favored elimi-

 nating political-action committees.

Nearly two out of three — 64 per-
cent — favored term limits for
members of Congress, lobbyists
and federal bureaucrats.

“What this survey shows is
that when it is called to their

- attention, the public quickly recog-

nizes that term limits of elected
members only is a simplistic and
subvertible approach to better
government and needs to be in-
cluded in the larger context of
concomitant limitations on lobby-
ists and bureaucrats,” said Mr.
Kay, a retired millionaire whose
avocation in recent years has been

to finance and direct sophisticated |

polls on national and international

1ssus.
Still, with talk of change in the
air, some things never change.

- According to the poll, voters con-

tinue to hate Congress but love
our own representatives. While
only a third had a favorable view of
Congress as an institution, 48 per-
cent held favorable views of their
own representative, and 47 per-
cent held a similarly positive view
of their own senator.

Richard Morin 1s director of
pailing for The Washington Post.
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February 13, 1981

Mr. Tom Ryan’

MISSOURI PUBLIC INTEREST RESEARCH GROUP
P.0. Box 8276

St. Louis, MO 63156

Dear Mr. Ryan:

Many thanks for your recent news release on the national referendum proposed by
Congressman Gephardt. We have done a great deal of polling on the subject of
public opinion referenda. I am enclosing an article which was printed in "The
Public Opinion Quarterly," 1971, telling about one experiment which we conducted
in conjuction with N.E.T.

I hope to get in touch with Congressman Gephardt to learn more about his bill.

As you may know, Switzerland is vitually governed by the initiative and
referendum. In fact, citizens have an opportunity to vote on forty or fifty

key issues each year - federal, cantonal and local. And you will notice from

the enclosed reprlnt Switzerland is regarded by world leaders as the best
governed nation in the world, which is a good argument in favor of this democratic
instrument.

I hope you will keep me on your mailing list. We, in return, will send you any
polls de 3 with this subj hich we obtain.

5 7

George H. Gallup

GHG/svc
Enclosures



Advisory Referendums
They Are Seen As A Way To Improve Decisionmaking

A Statement By Co-Directors
Tom Ryan And Evonne lanacone

Missouri Public Interest Research Group

Over the past two decades marked shifts have
taken place in the mood of the American people.
Frustration with government has almost become
a cliche for our times.

In 1958 only 18 percent of the respondents 10 a

5 University of Michigan
mlm poll agreed with the
. statement that ‘‘govern-

(i‘ u ment is run for a few

.w E * big interests,” while to-
mnm day that figure has ris-
en to 74 percent. From
their own political per-
spectives, liberals, mod-
erates and conservatives have been loudly heard
decrying unresponsive government.

It is often charged that an unresponsive
government stands in the way of the popular
will. As government has become more complex
and more remote from the average citizen,
people have become less confident .in their
abulity to influence the course of public policy.

A 1978 survey by Cambridge Survey Research
found that 57 percent of the people agreed with
the statement ‘‘people like me don‘t have any
say about what government does'' and 39
percent agreed with the statement *'I don't think
public officials care much what people like me
think.”’ A recent survey by the University of
Michigan found that 70 percent of the people did
not believe government can be ‘‘regularly
trusted to do what is right,"* which is a dramatic
increase from the 25 percent who agreed in 1858.

when the people of California sent shockwaves
through the nation by approving Proposition 13,
the news media signaled the vote as a precursor
of people asserting direct control over govern-
ment. During the same summer of 1978, voters
in Missouri participated in a non-binding adviso-
ry referendum on whether a dam should be built
on the Meramec River. The significance of the
Missouri vote in which the people were given a
collective voice in the process of decisionmaking
while leaving the final decision to elected
officials was totally ignored by the national
media.

After the Missouri experience, we came to the
conclusion that the use of a regular advisory
referendum to include people in the shaping of
public policy would be far better for our
democracy and less of a threat to responsible
government than letting the frustration of the
American people build to a point where they
seek popular lawmaking as their legislative

TR

process of first resort.

The twin obligations of government are to be
both responsive and responsible. Government
has an inherent obligation to allow citizen
participation in decisionmaking while not abdi-
cating the responsibilities of good judgment.

We propose the establishment of a national
advisory referendum and a state advisory
referendum to be held at each general election
on one to three issues chosen by the Congress
and the state legislature respectively. A national
and state advisory referendum will give people
a greater voice in government and a more
effective means to participate in shaping public
policy. U.S. Rep. Richard Gephardt is sponsor-
ing the national legislation and state Rep. Tom
Villa is the sponsor of the proposal in the
Missouri General Assembly.

The establishment of a non-binding advisory
referendum is intended to make representative
government more responsive, not to replace it
with popular lawmaking. We recognize that
government has an obligation to weigh the
interests of the majority with the rights of
individuals. Each elected official must exercise
his /her best judgment and reflect upon his/her
conscience in deciding matters of public policy.
However, we should not fear the open and public
discussion of sensitive issues. When prejudice
and ignorance are exposed to the light of public
scrutiny, they begin to evaporate.

A democracy cannot ignore a continuing
decline in the confidence in its governmental
institutions. A democracy cannot ignore a
feeling of isolation, powerlessness, and frustra-
tion with government among many of its
citizens. People want more than promises of a
responsive government. They want guarantees
that their voices, their desires, their interests
will become integral parts in government
decisionmaking. The American people do not
want to be passive pawns of either special
interest groups or government itself. The people
want to help decide the very direction of this
nation.

The time has come to let the public have a
clear voice in shaping public policy. The time
has come for government to recognize its
obligation to forge a public consensus for public
‘policies. 1t is time to recognize that enlightened
social policy means that the people themselves
are brought into the consensus of decisionmak-
ing. It Is time to understand that leadership is
not the prudent exercise of social authority over
people but rather the ability to persuade the
people to willingly follow the chosen path and
facilitate their participation in determining its
direction. It is time to understand that any
movement which does not have trust and
confidence in the people themselves does not
have any legitimacy to claim it represents their
interests.

We seek to bufld upon our democratic
traditions to form a new mechanism in which we
as a people begin to collectively search out our
common destiny. As we boldly begin a search
for a new consensus, we are guided by our most
fundamental principies and seek to give contem-
porary meaning to the words, “‘We the people.”

ST. LOUIS POST-DISPATCH 2-4-80



Pat Quinn for U.S. Senate

676 N. LaSalle, Chicago, IL 60610
312-654-8888 FAX: 312-654-0087 E-Mail: pghq@aol.com

For Immediate Release Contact: Claude Walker
Wednesday, November 8, 1995 312-654-8888

PAT QUINN UNVEILS PLAN FOR NATIONAL ADVISORY REFERENDUM;
[LLINOIS SENATE CANDIDATE SAYS IDEA WILL ENABLE CITIZENS TO SEND
"MARCHING ORDERS" TO CONGRESS

Washington, D.C.---Former Illinois State Treasurer Pat Quinn today unveiled a plan at the National
Press Club for a National Advisory Referendum process to enable American voters to have a more active role
in shaping public policy during each general election. .

Quinn, Democratic candidate for U.S. Senate, has organized several successful referendum drives in
Tllinois, including one which cut the size of the legisiature and another referendum which created the largest
consumer group in the state.

"The National Advisory Referendum is a mechanism to give voters an opportunity to express their
views on issues of national importance and be a strong tool to make Congress more responsive," Quinn said.
"This process will allow citizens to send marching orders to Congress and, in effect, adds 200 million new

seats in Congress."

Under Quinn's National Advisory Referendum proposal, questions of public policy could be proposed
by petitions signed by voters equal in number to at least 2% of the total votes cast for President in at least
three-fourths of the states, about a million signatures overall. Referendum questions advising Congress on
the conduct of its constitutional duties could include subjects such as raising revenue, appropriating tax
dollars, reforming Congress itself and protecting consumers.

Other issues which could be voted upon in a National Advisory Referendum include protecting
Medicare, overhauling the federal tax code, health care reform, reducing Congressional pensions, ending
corporate welfare and imposing term limits, Quinn said.

"“Thomas Jefferson--author of the Declaration of Independence--first proposed a national advisory
referendum in 1816 to counter the influence of the elites. Today, the gulf between the government and the
governed has widened. The National Advisory Referendum process will give new meaning to the phrase
'We The People’ in the 21st Century," Quinn said.

"We can't go wrong by having more democracy in America, by giving everyday people a greater
opportunity to have a voice in their government,” Quinn said. "A strong democracy is not possible with
weak citizen participation.” :

Last year, the Washington Post reported that two-thirds of those polled want to vote on national
issues in addition to voting on candidates. Just last Sunday, a Los Angeles Times poll showed that only 12%
of Americans "have much confidence in Congress”. Moreover, 69% say that "people like me have almost no

say in the political system".
' -more-



-2-

Congressional pensions skyrocket every time Congress gives itself a pay raise because the
pension levels are directly linked to Congressional salaries, Quinn said.

The infamous 1989 midnight pay raise law has boosted Congressional salaries from 589,500 to
$133,600, a 49% increase. Quinn supports repeal of the law and curting Congressional salaries back
to their 1989 level.

"Since 1989, millions of American workers have seen little or no increase in their take-homé :
pay, yet Members of Congress with their soaring salaries and pensions seem oblivious to the needs of
people who live from check to check,” Quinn said.

The American Taxpayer Referendum aiso takes on corporate welfare, the system of tax
giveaways and subsidies to big corporations whose Washington lobbyists hand out millions of doilars
in campaign cash, primarily to Congressional incumbents. -

"Utilities, oil companies, wineries, sugar producers, casinos, mink breeders and countless other
special interests benefit from tax breaks and subsidies handed out by Members of Congress. The
American Taxpaver Referendum will enable voters to let Congress know how taxpayers feel about
unnecessary welfare for dependent corporations,” Quinn said.

During the current federal budget battle, severe cuts are being proposed in Medicare, as well as
for many education programs, including Head Start, teacher deveiopment and student loans, and for
heaith programs like child immunizations, nutrition aid for pregnant women and child care assistance.

The American Taxpayer Rererendum will be piaced on county ballots by citizens gathering
signatures of 10% of the number of registered voters in that county. The deadline for submission of
American Taxpayer Referendum petitions is August 19, 1996.

Since 1975, Quinn has organized grassroots petition drives that have collected more than four
million signatures for government ethics reforms, consumer protection laws and tax reforms.

In 1976, Quinn led the biggest petition drive in state history that collected 635,158 signatures
and stopped a century-old practice which allowed Illinois state legislators to coilect their entire annual
salary on their first day in office. In 1980, Quinn spearheaded the Cutback Amendment, which
reduced the size of the legislature in the first and only constitutional amendment ever adopted in
Illinois by citizen initiative.

Quinn's referendum drive in 1983 led to the creation of the Citizens Utility Board (CUB), now
the largest consumer group in the state. Last year, Quinn helped organize the "Eight is Enough"”
petition drive which gathered 437,000 signatures calling for term limits for state legsiators.

Quinn, Democratic candidate for U.S. Senate, is the former Illinois State Treasurer (1991-
1995). Anyone interested in obtaining American Taxpaver Referendum petitions may write to Quinn's

office at PO Box 428, Qak Park, [L. 60303, or cail 512-654-3338.

-30-



TOM W. RYAN
144 Willowleaf Drive
Littleton, CO 80127
303-973-5077 (Fax) 303-932-6010

ryandenver@msn.com

November 13, 1999

Mr. Eric Liu, Deputy Director, Domestic Policy Council
and Mr. Tom Friedman

The White House, West Wing, 2" Floor

Washington, DC 20502

Dear Eric and Tom::

When you first called me following my visit with the President at
Senator Dianne Feinstein’s home in Aspen, you asked me about
democracy and the Internet. Enclosed is an important article from the
magazine Yahoo! Internet Life which should have direct bearing on
the President’s State of the Union address in January 2000.

Let me quote a few key passages and then tell you why | think it’s
important.

“Yet the folks whose very existence depends on tapping
into the public’s mood seem determinedly clueless about
the political possibilities as the new millennium, the Digital
Age, and a presidential election collide head on. Pundits
on and off the Net are touting the 2000 presidential election
as the one in which the Internet transforms politics the way
it has commerce and entertainment.

“Don’t be on it.

“The U.S. has a tradition of ratifying new media through politics
and big stories. Network television news came of age during
the Kennedy-Nixon debates. Politicians recognized the power
of cable TV when war broke out in the Persian Gulf and when
Ross Perot practically moved into Larry King's studio.”



Gore, Forbes, McCain, and others have already held
moderated chats on outside sites such as WASHINGTON
POST.COM and CNN.COM. ... Butthe odd truth is that
live chats on the Net are almost universally confusing and
unrevealing, more about appearing to be democratic than
actually being so. It's hard to say for sure, but there has
probably never been a meaningful live chat involving a
national politician in the history of the NET.

(Tom Ryan update note: Enclosed is S/ate Internet
columnist Jacob Weisherg’s commentary on the
President’s cyber Town Hall Meeting, that “history will
remember them as fumbling experiments that pointed in a
different direction. At this point, they testify mainly to the
capacity of the Internet to take something interesting—like
a discussion with President Clinton--and make it
unbearably dull. But be patient: In five years or so,
advances in technology may get us to the point

where an Internet Town Meeting is almost as interesting as
a Town Meeting without the Internet.”)

“Most Washington politicians, and the reporters who cover
them, are too mired in their incestuous talk show, dinner party,
spin the news atmosphere to get what the Net is about or
figure out how to use it politically.

“Part of this is journalism’s continuing struggle to come to
terms with the Digital Age.”

“But when some future politician does figure out the Net, he
or she will come nose-to-nose with the powerful ethos of
interactivity, and politics will finally be reborn. Best bet: the
2002 congressional elections.



“American style democracy dates to an era when most voters
never got to lay eyes on their elected officials, let alone
participate in civic information-gathering and decision-making.
Washington was constructed to do the talking and voting on
behalf of constituents unabile to join.

“That’s no longer the case (as Wall Street, among other

power centers, is rapidly learning). On the Net, voters can
connect instantly with their government representatives,

gather information, register opinions. Just as wired Americans
are reshaping Wall Street, the music industry, and retailing,
they will inevitably get around to beating down the walls around
Washington with their keyboards and DSL lines.

“Washington may well be the last hold out. The music and
entertainment industries, banking and education are all reeling
as Internet-driven interactivity threatens their primacy and
influence. But Washington’s twin power centers—journalism
and politics—don’t really seem to want or like all that much
feedback. They're piling up the sandbags and stockpiling
supplies, digging in rather than embracing change.”

“(The Net) needs universal access to it, and some intelligent
discussion about how to harness the most transformative
technology of the century for civic good.”

“And some constitutional scholars worry that instant
electronic voting belies the spirit of the U.S political
system—that is, deliberative bodies like Congress aren’t
supposed to be resolved by public referendum, they
argue, but by careful deliberation and argument.

“Still, it seems an almost certain option, and it’s hard
to believe Jefferson wouldn’'t have danced with joy at
the thought of all Americans having the chance to vote
instantly and easily on issues affecting them. At least



one reason the Founders created a deliberative
democracy is that voters were far away from legislators.
Franklin would surely have been thrilled at the idea of an
Internet.

“Voting ought to be easy, and the Net can make it so.

The notion that citizens can do it from their living rooms—
regardless of the weather, their age, physical condition, or
the distance to the nearest poll—is so powerful as to be
inevitable.

“Instead of offering millennial techno-blabber about the future
and half-baked programs to purchase computers for low-
income Americans (Bill Clinton), the Net candidate will be
looking for concrete ways to get computers into the hands of
every kid, assuring not only equality of opportunity but also
continued American dominance of the global economic
boom.

“This may seem inevitable, but it isn’t imminent. How ironic
that in 2000, everything—the technology, the constituency,
the opportunity—is in place for the Net to revolutionize our
fragmented and remote political system, except for the most
important: a politician with the vision to see it.”

The time has come for change, because the changes are already
reshaping how we are connected as a nation. My 87 year old mother
gave me this article after reading it in Yahoo! Internet Life.

My 87 year old mother is connected and on-line for one simple
reason—it connects her to her family who is spread throughout the
United States, England and Brazil. My mother bought her first
computer in her 80’s. It was the opportunity to become better
connected to her family that brought her into the world of the Internet.
But it does not matter why people get connected, once they join the
102 million Americans who are on-line, they become a member of a
new community with far reaching implications for our democracy.



The world is changing faster than anyone can imagine. The
President has an historic opportunity in his State of the Union
address to transform his concept of community into a “New American
Community” for a “New American Century.”

The genius of Jefferson was that he was able to take a concept,
create a foundation based on timeless principles and build a
democratic structure which will stand the test of time.

The President has a choice. He can either create a new democratic
wave in his State of the Union address or miss the wave of the future.

Here is a simple test for you. Can you remember anything of
significance that was proposed in the last State of the Union address
of the last four Presidents: Bush, Reagan, Carter, or Ford?

| can’t. Yet | remember the beginning of each President’s term so
clearly. President can change how he will be remembered by what
he does in his State of the Union. Events create opportunities for
Presidents to make history and to lead the nation into a new era.

The President has a choice. He can focus on programs which will be
lost in history just as the programs of his predecessor last State of the
Union addresses have been lost, or he can give a speech about the
democratic promise of the future—the technology, the people, and
Jefferson’s ideas to break down the final barriers to democratic
decision-making where we as a nation come together as a national
community as both Jefferson and President Clinton have envisioned.

The President must decide whether his last State of the Union
address will be a time marker for the new millennium or be judged by
historians as just passing time until a new order of a new president
shapes the new century.

The President must decide whether he will provide structure to his
promise in his second inaugural address where “we will have
reformed our politics so that the voice of the people will always
speak louder than the din of narrow interests.”

The President must decide whether he will provide structure to his



promise in his second inaugural address where he said, “Our greatest
responsibility is to embrace a new spirit of community for a new
century. Will we be one nation, one people, with one common
destiny or not?”

The answer is more clear today than in January 1997 when President
Clinton spoke those words. The President, who shares Jefferson’s
name, can share Jefferson’s legacy on democracy by resurrecting
Jefferson’s idea to create a National Advisory Referendum, where we
as a people can come together to forge a public consensus for our
common destiny, “and the voice of the whole people would be thus
fairly, fully and peaceably expressed, discussed and decided by the
common reason of society.” (Thomas Jefferson, letter to Samuel
Kercheval, 1816)

The President has a choice.

A State of the Union address which offers the President’s
commentary about the technology of today and its impact on the
future of our democracy will be lost in history.

People are looking for action to break down the doors of democratic
decision-making, not words about the promise of a new technology.
People are already using the technology and see the promise.
Nobody has to tell them what they already know and what they are
already doing. People are voting on the Web for the greatest athletes
of the century (ESPN); voting to program TV channels (both ESPN
Classic and the Biography Channel); voting on murder cases (NBC
Dateline with real time interactive voting through a MSNBC website
just this past week on prime time television. You saw the votes
superimposed on the prime time show while they were being cast.
Don’t you think that if people are voting on television to give their
opinion they will inevitably want to vote on the issues which affect
their daily lives in a similar advisory capacity?

Once again the people are way ahead of the elected officials.

A state of the Union address which resurrects an idea to open the
doors of decision-making to the people which Thomas Jefferson first



proposed in 1816, and which has been lost to history for over 180
years, will become a time marker for all of American history.

The interactive technology of today will change the course of
American democracy tomorrow.

President Clinton will either miss the technology turnoff in the road
ahead or steer the course of our democracy for centuries to come by
creating a new model of American democracy for all the world.

You can’t stop technology. Voting on the Internet is inevitable. But
the issue is not how to make voting easier, but how to make voting
more effective so that, in the words of President Clinton’s First
Inaugural address, we must “reform our politics, so that power and
privilege no longer shout down the voice of the people.”

Thomas Jefferson has set forth the architectural plan to give people
the voice they deserve. All the people need is a presidential
contractor to build a new American house of democracy.

But who will get credit for breaking down the barriers and opening the
doors of decision-making for the people? History has always
rewarded those who break down doors to democratic decision-
making. History is already being written by the Internet pioneers of
saying that the public officials of today who had the opportunity to
create a “democracy reborn” have missed the boat and “don’t have a
clue” as to how to steer the course for the future.

But whether we stay on the same course of a factionalized,
representative democracy dominated by special interest groups and
the power of money, or whether we go forward in a new direction
where we give contemporary meaning to the words, “We the people”
by creating a new structure for democratic decision-making, depends
on what you do right now.

The choice is yours.

History is in your hands.



| respectfully request the opportunity to meet with you and the
President at your convenience to discuss this most important issue.

Jefferson’s ideas deserve the President’s personal review. I'm merely
Jefferson’s attorney petitioning you for a hearing so that his ideas can
be heard.

You've now read the briefs.

Give me 30 minutes for oral argument.

Your decision can change the world.




(Revised draft to include Congress for 2000 National Advisory Referendum)

Proposed Legislation

to Give the President of the United States the
Power to Refer to the People up to Three
Issues for a National Advisory Referendum to
Give People a Greater Voice in Government
and to Forge a Common Consensus on
Matters of Public Policy.

Section 1. The President of the United States may at his sole discretion
submit to the voters of the United States two issues for a non-binding
advisory vote of the people at the general election to be held in
November of the year 2000.

Section 2. The Congress of the United States may at its sole discretion
submit to the voters of the United States two issues for a non-binding
advisory vote of the people at the general election to be held in
November of the year 2000. The Congress shall certify to the
President of the United States the two issues to be included in the
advisory referendum. The President shall refer the two advisory issues,
without subject to veto, to the several states under Section 5 of this
Act.

Section 3. The President of the United States may at his sole
discretion submit to the voters of the United States one, two or three
issues for a non-binding advisory vote of the people to be held at any
general election for the Congress of the United States beginning in the
year 2002, and for every general election for the Congress of the United
States thereafter.



Section 4. The purpose of the advisory referendum is to give people a
greater voice in shaping national policy by directly participating in a vote
on issues referred to the people by the President of the United States.
Issues submitted by the President may include proposed federal
legislation, regulations or executive branch policies. Any issue referred
to the voters of the United States shall be written in such a way that a
‘yes” or “no” vote may be taken.

Section 5. The President shall submit to the election authorities of the
several states the issues for the advisory vote of the people no later
than 120 days prior to the general election. The issues submitted by
the President shall appear on the ballot in close proximity to the
election of the Senators and Representatives to the Congress of the
United States.

Section 6. Any state receiving federal funds shall participate in any
referendum referred to the several states by the President of the United
States as a condition for the continued receipt of federal moneys.

Section 7. Enforcement of this act shall be by a writ of mandamus in
federal district court.
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lions of human beings has probably been the effect of these
convulsions. I did not, in '89, believe they would have
lasted so long, nor have cost so much blood. But although
your prophecy has proved true so far, I hope it does not
preclude a better final result. That same light from our
west seems to have spread and illuminated the very en-
gines employed to extinguish it. It has given them a glim-
mering of their rights and their power. The idea of repre-
sentative government has taken root and growth among
them. Their masters feel it, and are saving themselves by
umely offers of this modification of their powers. Belgium,
Prussia, Poland, Lombardy, etc., are now offered a repre-
sentative organization; illusive probably at first, but it will
grow into power in the end. Opinion is power, and that
opinion will come. Even France will yet attain representa-
tive government. You observe it makes the basis of every
Constitution which has been demanded or offered,—of
that demanded by their Senate; of that offered by Bona-
parte; and of that granted by Louis XVIIL. The idea then
is rooted, and will be established, although rivers of blood
may yet flow between them and their object. The allied
armies now couching upon them are first to be destroyed,
and destroyed they will surely be. A nation united can
never be conquered. . . .

To Samuel Kercheval
Monticello, July 12, 1816.

SR

I duly received your favor of June the 13th, with d\e
copy of the letters on the calling a convention, on which
you are pleased to ask my opinion. I have not been in the
habit of mysterious reserve on any subject, nor of button-
ing up my opinions within my own doublet. On the con-
trary, while in public service especially, I thought the pub'
lic entitled to frankness, and intimately to know whom
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they employed. But I am now retred: I resign myself, as
a passenger, with confidence to those at present at the
helm, and ask bur for rest, peace and good will. The ques-
ton you propose, on equal representation, has become a
party one, in which I wish to take no public share. Yet, if
it be asked for your own satsfaction only, and not to be
quoted before the public, I have no mouve to withhold it,
and the less from you, as it coincides with your own. At
the birth of our republic, I committed that opinion to the
world, in the draught of a constitution annexed to the
“Notes on Virginia,” in which a provision was inserted
for a representation permanently equal. The infancy of
the subject at that moment, and our inexperience of self-
government, occasioned gross departures in that draught
from genuine republican canons. In truth, the abuses of
monarchy had so much filled all the space of political con-
templation, that we imagined everything republican which
was not monarchy. We h t_yet penetrated to the
mother principle, that “governments are republican only
in proportion as they embody the will of their people, and
execute it.” Hence, our first constitutions had really no
leading principles in them. But experience and reflection
have but more and more confirmed me in the particular
importance of the equal representation then proposed. On
that point, then, I am entirely in sentiment with your let-
ters; and only lament that a copyright of your pamphlet
prevents their appearance in the newspapers, where alone
they would be generally read, and produce general effect.
The present vacancy too, of other matter, would give
them place in every paper, and bring the question home
to every man's conscience. |
But inequality of representation in both Houses of our
legislature, is .not the only republican heresy in this first
essay of our Revolutionary patriots at forming a Constitu-
tion. For let it be agreed that a_government is republican
in proportion as every member composing it has hisquaJ

voice in the direction of its concerns, (not indeed in per-
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son, which would be impracticable beyond the limits of a
city, or small cownship,) but by representatives chosen by
himself, and responsible to him at short periods, and let
us bring to the test of this canon every branch of our
Constitution.

In the legislature, the House of Representatives is chosen
by less than half the people, and not at all in proportion to
those who do choose. The Senate are still more dispro-
portonate, and for long terms of irresponsibility. In the
Executve, the Governor is entirely independent of the
choice of the people, and of their control; his Council
equally so, and at best but a fifth wheel to & wagon. In
the Judiciary, the judges of the highest courts are depend-
ent on none but themselves. In England, where judges
were named and removable at the will of an hereditary
executive, from which branch most misrule was feared,
and has flowed, it was a great point gained, by fixing them
for life, to make them independent of that executive. But
in a government founded on the public will, this principle
operates in an opposite direction, and against that will
There, too, they were still removable on a concurrence of
the executive and legislative branches. But we have made
them independent of the nation itself. They are irremov-
able, but by their own body, for any depravides of con-
duct, and even by their own body for the imbecilities of
dotage. The justices of the inferior courts are self-chosen,
are for life, and perpetuate their own body in succession
forever, so that a faction once possessing themselves of the
bench of a county, can never be broken up, but hold their
county in chains, forever indissoluble, Yet these justices
are the real executive as well as judiciary, in all our minor
and most ordinary concerns, They tax us at will; fill the
office of sheriff, the most important of all the executve
officers of the county; name nearly all our military leaders,
which leaders, once named, are removable but by them-
selves. The juries, our judges of all fact, and of law when
they choose it, are not selected by the people, nor amen-
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able to them. They are chosen by an officer named by the
court and executive. Chosen, did I say? Picked up by the
sheriff from the loungings of the court yard, after every-
thing respectable has retired from it. Where then is our
republicanism to be found? Not in our Constitution cer-
tainly, but merely in the spirit of our people. That would
oblige even a despot to govern us republicanly. Owing to
this spirit, and to nothing in the form of our Constitution,
all things have gone well. But this fact, so triumphanr.ly
misquoted by the enemies of reformation, is not the frujt
of our Constitution, but has prevailed in spite of it. Qur
functionaries have done well, because generally honest
men. If any were not so, they feared to show it.

But it will be said, it is easier to find faults than to
amend them. I do not think their amendment so difficult
as is pretended. Only lay down true principles, and adhere
to them inflexibly. Do not be frightened into their sur-
render by the alarms of the timid, or the croakings of
wealth against the ascendency of the people. If experience
be called for, appeal to that of our fifteen or twenty gov-
ernments for forty years, and show me where the people
have done half the mischief in these forty years, that a
single despot wWould have done in a single year; or show
half "the riots and rebellions, the crimes and the punish-
ments, which have taken place in any single nation, under
kingly government, during the same period. The true
foundation ublican government is the equal ri
every citizen, in hj i

management. Try by thi a_tally, every provision of
our Constitution, and see if it han axregy on the will
omﬁ_mm‘s\gi@“o a8 convenient
number ;or full, but orderly discussion. Let every man
who fights or pays, exercise his just and equal right in
their election. Submit them to approbation or rejection at
short intervals. Let the executive be chosen in the same

way, and for the same term, by those whose agent he is
to be; and leave no screen of a council behind which to
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- skulk from responsibility. It has been thought that the
people are not competent electors of judges learned in the
law. But I do not know that this is true, and, if doubtful,
we should follow principle. In this, as in many other elec-
tions, they would be guided by reputation, which would
not err oftener, perhaps, than the present mode of appoint-
ment. In one State of the Union, at least, it has long been
tried, and with the most satisfactory success. The judges
of Connecticut have been chosen by the people every six
months, for nearly two centuries, and I believe there has
hardly ever been an instance of change; so powerful is the
curb of incessant responsibility. If prejudice, however, de-
rived from a monarchical institution, is stll to prevail
against the vital elective principle of our own, and if the
existing example among ourselves of periodical election of
judges by the people be still mistrusted, let us at least not
adopt the evil, and reject the good, of the English prece-
dent; let us retain amovability on the concurrence of the
executive and legislative branches, and nomination by the
executive alone. Nomination to office is an executive func-
ton. To give it to the legislature, as we do, is a violation
of the principle of the separation of powers. It swerves
the members from correctness, by temprations to intrigue
for office themselves, and to a corrupt barter of votes; and
destroys responsibility by dividing it among a multitude.
By leaving nomination in its proper place, among execu-
tive functions, the principle of the distribution of power
is preserved, and responsibility weighs with its heaviest
force on a single head.

The organization of our county administrations s may be
thought more > difhcyle, But follow principle, and the knot

undies itself. Rivide the counties jnro wards of such size as_
that every citizen can awend, when called on_and act in_

erson. Ascribe to them the government of their wards in
all things relating to themselves exclusively. A justice,
chosen by themselves, in each, a constable, a military com-
pany, a patrol, a school, the care of their own poor, their
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own portion of the public roads, the choice of one or more
jurors to serve in some court, and the delivery, within their
own wards, of their own votes for all elective officers of
higher sphere, will relieve the county administraton of
nearly all its business, will have it better done, and-by mak-
ing_every citizen an acting member of the government, -
and in the offices nearest and most interesting to him, will
attach_him by his strongest feelings to the independence of
his country, and its republican Constitution. The justces
thus chosen by every ward, would constitute the county
court, would do its judiciary business, direct roads and
bridges, levy county and poor rates, and administer all the
matters of common interest to the whole country. These
wards, called rownships in New Fngland, are the vitsl
principle of their gavernments, and have proved them-
selves the wisest invention ever devised by the wit of man
for the perfect exercise of self-government, and for its
preservation. We should thus marshal our government into,
1, the general federal republic, for all concerns foreign and
federal; 2, that of the State, for what relates to our own
citizens exclusively; 3, the county republics, for the duties
and concerns of the county; and 4, the ward republics, for
the small, and yet numerous and interesting concerns of
the neighborhood; and in government, as well as in every
other business of life, it is by division and subdivision of
duties alone, that all matters, great and small, can be man-
aged to perfectlon Apd_the whole is cemented by giving
onally, a part in the administration of _

the public affairs.

The sum of these amendments is, 1. General suffrage. 2
Equal representation in the legislature. 3. An executive
chosen by the people. 4. Judges elective or amovable. s.
Justices, jurors, and sheriffs elective. 6. Ward divisions.
And 7. Periodical amendments of the Constitution,

I have thrown out these as loose heads of amendment,
for consideration and correction; and their object is to se-
cure self-government by the republicanism of our Consti-
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tution, as well as by the spirit of the people; and to nour-

ish and perpetuate that spirit. I am_not among those who
fear the people. They, and nat rthe rich, are our depend-
Ci&}ﬁ’;_@_ﬂdﬂﬂidml- And to preserve their inde-
pendence, we must not let our rulers load us with per-
petual debt. We must make our election berween economy
and liberty, or profusion and servitude. If we run into such
debts, as that we must be taxed in our meat and in our
drink, in our necessaries and our comforts, in our labors
and our amusements, for our callings and our creeds, as
the people of England are, our people, like them, must
come to labor sixteen hours in the twenty-four, give the
earnings of fifteen of these to the government for their
debts and daily expenses; and the sixteenth being insuffi-
cient to afford us bread, we must live, as they now do, on
oatmeal and potatoes; have no time to think, no means of
calling the mismanagers to account; but be glad to obtain
subsistence by hiring ourselves to rivet their chains on the
necks of our fellow sufferers. Our land-holders, too, like
theirs, retaining indeed the title and stewardship of estates
called theirs, but held really in trust for the treasury, must
wander, like theirs, in foreign countries, and be contented
with penury, obscurity, exile, and the glory of the nation.
This example reads to us the salutary lesson, that private
fortunes are destroyed by public as well as by private ex-
travagance. And this is the tendency of all human govern-
ments. A departure from principle in one instance becomes
a precedent for a second; that second for a third; and so
on, dll the bulk of the society is reduced to be mere
automatons of misery, to have no sensibilities left but for
sinning and suffering. Then begins, indeed, the bellum
ommium in omnia, which some philosophers observing to
be so general in this world, have mistaken it for the natural,
instead of the abusive state of man. And the fore horse of
this frightful team is public debt. Taxation follows that,
and in its train wretchedness and oppression.

Some men look at constitutions with sanctimonious
reverence, and deem them like the ark of the covenant,
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tgo sacred ched. They ascribe to the men of
dmm more than human, and sup-
pose what they did to be beyond amendment. I knew
that age well; I belonged to it, and labored with it. It
deserved well of its country. It was very like the present,
but without the experience of the present; and forty years
of experience in government is worth a century of book-
reading; and this they would say themselves, were they to
rise from the dead. I am certainly not an advocate for
frequent and untried changes in laws and constitutions. I
think moderate imperfections had better be borne with;
because, when once known, we accommodate ourselves
to them, and find practical means of correcting their il
effects. But I know also, that la instimi
- go hand in hand with the p&g&gﬁ_czf_thc_hmmn\Mi. As
that becomes more developed, more enlightened, as pew
discoveries are made, new rruths disclosed, and manners
and opinions change wi circumstances, in-
stitutions must advance also, and keep pace with the times.
We might as well require a man to wear still the coat
which fitted him when 3 boy, as civilized soclety to remain
ever under the regimen of their barbarous ancestors. It is
chis prepOSterou?gllHea which has lately deluged Europe
in blood. Their monarchs, instead of wisely yielding to
the gradual change of circumstances, of favoring progres-
sive accommodation to progressive improvement, have
clung to old abuses, entrenched themselves behind steady
habits, and obliged their subjects to seek through blood
and violence rash and ruinous innovations, which, had they
been referred to the peaceful deliberations and collected
wisdom of the nation, would have been put into ac-
ceptable and salutary forms. Let us follow no such ex-
amples, nor weakly believe that one generation is not as
capable as another of taking care of itself, and of order-
ing its own affairs. Let us, as our sister States have done,
avail ourselves of our reason and experience, to correct the
crude essays of our first and unexperienced, although wise,
virtuous, and well-meaning councils. And lastly, let us

(< _/
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pravide in our Constitution for its revision at stated periods.
What these periods should be, nature herself indicates. By
the European tables of moruality, of the adults living at
any one moment of time, a majority will be dead in
about nineteen years. At the end of that period then, a
new majority is come into place; or, in other words, 2 new
generation. Each generation is as independent of the one
preceding, as that was of all which had gone before. It
has then, like them, a right to choose for itself the form
of government i government it believes most promotive of jts own

_ggm& consequently, to accommodate to the circum-
stances in chE it finds itself, that received from its

predecessors; and it is for the peace and good of mankind,

that a solemn opportunity of doing this ¢very nineteen or
twenty years, should be provided by the Constitution; so

that 1t may be handed on, with periodical repairs, from
generation to_generation, to the end of time, if anything
human can so long endure. It is now forty years since the
constitution of Virginia was formed. The same tables in-
form us, that, within that period, two-thirds of the adults
then living are now dead. Have then the remaining third,
even if they had the wish, the right to hold in obedience
to their will, and to laws heretofore made by them, the
other two-thirds, who, with themselves, compose the
present mass of adults? If they have not, who has? The
dead? But the dead have no rights. They are nothing; and
nothing cannot own something. Where there is no sub-
stance, there can be no accident. This corporeal globe, and
everything upon it, belong to its present corporeal in-

r\habxtants, during their generation.

They alone have-a
right to direcr what is-the concern of themselves alone, and
to_declare the law of that direction; and this declaration

cgrmnlymbf_rm_d:hy_zhu_”namty That majority, then,
a right to_depute representatives to a conventon, and
to_make the Constitution what they rthink will be the best
for themselves. But how collect their voice? This is the real

difficilty. If invited by private authority, or county Of
disTicr meetings, these divisions are so large that few
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will attend; and their voice will be imperfectly, or falsely,
pronounced. Here, then, would be one of the advantages
of the ward divisions I %&cd The mayor of
every ward, on a question like the present, would call his
ward together, take the simple yea or nay of its members,
convey these to the county court, who would hand on
those of all its wards to the proper general authority; and
the voice ot the whole people would be thus fairly, fully,
and peaceably expressed, discussed, and decided by the

common _reason of the socxety If this avenue be shut to

the e call of sufferance, it will make itself heard through

as other nations aré

d&n_g,_m_the..endlcwcude.oi_npp&sxon, rebellion, refor-
mation; and oppression, rebellion, reformaton, again; and,

so on forever.
These, Sir, are my opinions of the governments we see

among men, and of the principles by which alone we may
prevent our own from falling into the same dreadful track.
I have given them at greater length than your letter called
for. But I cannot say things by halves; and I confide them
to your honor, so to use them as to preserve me from
the gridiron of the public papers. If you shall approve and
enforce them, as you have done that of equal representa-
ton, they may do some good. If not, keep them to your-
self as the effusions of withered age and useless time. I
shall, with not the less truth, assure you of my great
respect and consideration.
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chek the vote

The next major breakthrough in national politics will be finding a
candidate who represents the online nation. Who will it be? By Jon Katz
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OU'D THINK THAT BY NOW SOME

sman pol would have figured out that

the real opportunity isnt in bashing
the Internet as a dangerous, pomographic,
addictive medium that ruins ourkids Ir'sin
capturing the tens of millions of bright, afflu-
cnt, educated citizens—and voters—who
are online in greater numbers daily.

All sorts of people in other professions
have grasped this concept. from filmmak-
ers (as with The Blair Witch Project) 1o New
York Stock Exchange cxccutives. Yet the
folks whose very existence depends on
tappinginto the public's mood seem deter-
minedly clueless about the political possi-
bilities as the new millennium, the Digital
Age.anda presidential election collide head-
on. Pundits on and off the Net are touting
the 2000 presidential election asthe one in
which the Internet transforms politics the
way it has commerce and entertainment.

Don't beton i,

The US. has a tradition of ratifying new
mediathrough politics and big stories. Net.
work television news came of age during
the Kennedy-Nixon debates. Politicians
recognized the power of cable TV when
war broke outin the Persian Gulf and when
Ross Perot practically moved into Larry
King's studio.

Although there’s a lot of chatter about
politics online, the future union of politics
and the Internet still scems murky. Al Gore
wouldlike tobe considered the Fatherof the
Net. but he’s had as much trouble captur-
ing the imagination of the wired world as
the other one. John McCain has a savvy
grasp of teleccommunications issues, but
scems too traditional to woo the Web
crowd. George W. Bush doesn'tappearinter-
active or Net savvy. Earlier this year, the
Forbescampaign promised to run the “first
Intemet-based campaign,” but Steve Forbes
has hardly set the Net universe on fire.

Gore, Forbes, McCain, and others have
alrcady held moderated chats on outside
sites such as WASHINGTONPOST.COM and
CNN.COM. A representative for Elizabeth
Dole's campaign says she plans on partic-
ipating in online chats. But the odd truth
isthat live chats on the Net are almost uni-
formly confusing and unrevealing, more
about appearing to be democratic than
actually being so. It's hard to say for sure,
but there has probably never been a mean-
ingful live chat involving a national politi-
cian in the history of the Net.
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never used the Net 1o their advantage.
Minnesota Governor Jesse Ventura raised
money and rounded up volunteers via his
innovalive JESSEneY (lesseventura org).
making a successful end run around well-
funded opponents. But Ventura, who SAys
he may retire from public office when his
currenttermends, isn'texactly the likeliest
national politician tovaultto higher office.
with or without the Net.

Whete are Ross Perot and Jerry Brown
when we need them? However loopy. they
understood the troop-stirring and fund-
raising possibilities of new technology and
pioncered the use of fax, cable, and 800-
numbers to connect with voters.

Sume nascent political Netexperiments
are under way. Last year, Joan Blades and

Some political consul-
tants believe that the
first demonstration
of Net power will erupt
spontaneously

Wes Boyd, husband-and-wife sofiware
developersin Silicon Valley, took to the Net
to protest the Clinton impeachment. With-
in days, they had generated a half-million
clectronic petition signatures that threat:
ened to clog the servers on Capitol Hill.
THE DEMOCRACY ONLINE PROJECT
[www.democracyonline.org) analyzed 161
congressional and gubernatorial cam.
paigns last year and found that 84 percent
employed some formof online politicking.
Seventy-six percent used Web sites to
recruit volunteers, and 63 percent were
deemed at least somewhat effective in per-
suading visitors to vote for the candidates.
Most of these campaigns raised some
moncy online. Given the explosive growth
of computers, e-pundits belicve that the
2000 election will sec the first significant
contributions through computer links.
John Phillips, president of the political
fund-raising software company ARISTOTLE
[www.campalgncomrlbutlon.com]. esti-
mates that more than $25 million wil] be
raiscd via the Internet by Elc ction Day. But
that's a drop in the anticipated $600 mil-

Fill Bradley had raised only $330,000 of
his $12 million presidential war chest
onlinc, and most of Bush's and Gore's cam-
paign cash has come through the usual
fund-raisers, committces, and distincily
low-tech checks.

seekers. c-traders, and e-shoppers, the Net
has yet to emerge as a primary political
venue. Some political consultants belivve
that the first demonstration of Net power
will erupt spontancously: Somebody will
give a dazzling specech or perform bril-
li.mllyin.1dcbalr.vuu-rs.incrcasinglycom-
fortable rushing to their Web browsers for
online financial transactions, will funnel
tens of millions of dollars through politi-
cal Web sites overnight, and wake up 3
snoozing Washington.

outside the context of a formal or traditional
campaign, as with Ventura. Most Wash-
ington politicians, and the reporters who
cover them, are too mired in their incesty-
ous talk show, dinner-party, spin-the-news
atmosphere to get what the Net is about or
figure out how to use it politically,

struggle to come to terms with the Digi-
tal Age.

nightmare, as it will inevitably erode their
monopoly on communicating directly
with politicians and presenting politics to
the rest of the country. They'll be lucky
to end up with any slice of the pic at all,
let alone a big one. It's no accident that
Ventura came from about as far outside
Washington as you can get: Midwestern
local government and pro wrestling.

elites are so disconnected from most
Americans that any politician who goes
online—even an ex-wrestler with a con-
fusing political agenda—automatically
becomesa charismatic populist. But when
some future politician does figure out the
Net, heor she will come nose-to-nose with
the powerful ethos of interactivity, and
politics will finally be reborn. Best bet: the
2002 congressional elections.
American-style democracy dates to an
era when most voters never got to lay eyes
on their clected officials, let alone partici-
pate in civic information-gathering and
decision-making. Washington was con-
structed to do the talking and voting un

This is not to say that politicians have lion Election Year 2004 bucket.

Asof September, Democratic contender

Nearly overwhelmed by enterainment.

My own notion is that this may happen

Part of this is journalism's continuing

For many political writers, the Netis a

Washington's political and journalistic
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clent but easy as well. Busy 17
CEOs, people with djsa'bi]: 4
 lties, older citizens, harried

politicians would have an

hqwbﬂc sentiment. Would

* BiliClinton if they'd been tting dally, relf
able polls online? RS ,
~ Oniine voting is a highly controversial
idea. For the United States, It presents a

-

lems. For one, most underclass Americans
don't have computers, andneithor do many

. with access to the Intemat in the 'yoar
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behalf of constituents unable to join.
That's no longer the case (as Wall Street,
among other power centers, is rapidly
learning). On the Net, voters €an conneclt
instantly with their govemment represen.
tatives, gather information, fegister opin-
ions. Just as wired Americans are reshap-
ing Wall Street, the music industry, and
retailing, they will inevitably get around
to beating down the walls around Wash-
ington with their keyboardsand DS1.lines.
Washington may well be the last hold-
out. The music and enter2inment indys-
tries, banking and education are 3] reeling
as Internet-driven interactivity threatens
theit primacy and inflyence. But Wash.
ington’s twin power centers—journalism

and politics—dont really seem to want of

e time gai
pushed so hard on the impeachment of
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. Andsome consritutional scholars worry |
hat instant electronic voting belies the *

i

pirit of the U.S. political system—thatis, +
eliberative bodies like Congress aren't z
. supposed to vote Instantly, but to !
iy consider Issuss after
:$tudy and debare.”
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) ment aren’t suppased o

be resolved by public

referendum, they argue, .
but by careful delibera- -
tion and argument "3
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- chance 10 vote instantly and easily on%

8 affecting them. At least one reason 5
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5.+ fromlegislators. Franklin would surcly have
;, been thrilled ot the ides of an Internet, ¢

'sa . Volingought tobe easy, and the Net can -
wide range of social and political prob-

. make It 8. The notion that citizens can do -
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like all that much feedback. They're piling
up the sandbags and stockpiling supplies,
digging in rather than embracing change.
The pols pass one communicatinns decen.
Cy act after another, as the journalists duti-
fully pass along their endless posturingand
fussing about the endangered young and
the decline of civilization.

What would a national political figure
have todoto enlist this aston ishingly pow-
erful new audience? Surprisingly little, and
almost nothing technologically complex.
He or she might stant by moving beyond
Web sites and doing some old-fashjoned
listening and reasoning,

First, there’s no evidence that the Inter-
net isa threat to public safety and welfare,
orthatthe occasional—and genuinely hor-

122 otctvatn 190y “YAMOO! INTEANEY |41y

rifying—Net predator is a common phe-

nomenon. Washing:on politiciais merely

look out of touch when they try toexploit
fear of new media technologies.

We know better than to buy this any
longer. Your grandma is as likely to be
downloading streaming video as she is to
be quilting. America doesn't need tobe pro-
tected from the Net. It needs universal
access to it, and some intelligent discus-
sion about how to harness the most trans-
formative technology of the century for
the civic good.

By their nature, politicians will exploit
any new base of voters and money. The
failure of a single national political can-
didatetogo after the Net and its enormous
constituency speaks to the £ap between
mainstream institutions and the emerg-
ing digital culture. While politicians trek
from photo-op to photo-op, the most rev.
olutionary new tool in political history is
largely ignored. The Net seems to be grow-
ing faster than the ability of our political
system to keep up.

How would a pol take advantage of the
Internet?

Politicians need to understand the par.
ticular characteristics of the young. edu-
cated, technologically centered people
working, playing, and communicating
through nctworked computcers. In 1997,
Wired magazine and Merrill lynchjointly
conducted a Digital Citizen survey to dis-
cover distinct political valucs emerging
from the online world.

The survey found that wired Ameri.
cans—people who use computers to go
online regularly—were different from the
nonwired, often in ways that contradicted
conventional wisdom,

Wired Americans tend, for instance, 1o
be enthusiastic and optimistic about
democracy. Perhaps because they benefit
from it, they love the free-market system.
They resist labels like Republican and Demo-
aator liberal and conservative, they regard
issuesone by one, ratherthan invoking ide-
ological affiliation.

Smart and intenscly communicative,
they share pop culture as a common pas-
sion. They love movies, TV, and music in
particular-—~and are more likely to be talk-
ing about the weekend box office grossesat
the watercooler on Monday than about any-
thing they saw on Mert the Press. But they're
suspicious of conventional media with lit-
Ue regard for the self righteous mora] polic-
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ing or politics-as-wrestling presented on
Washington talk shows.

A Net-savvy politician, knowing this,
would trumpet the Net as a boon to
research, aliberator of information, a spur
tocommunity-building and new forms of
communications, a landmark evolution
of the participatory democracy envi-
sioned by Thomas Paine and Thomas Jef-
ferson. In fact, our forebears seemed more
farsighted than our contemporary lead-
ers when it comes to information.
Through afree press, wrote Paine, “we sce
with other eyes; we hear with other ears;
and think with other thoughts, than
those we formerly used.*

The Net-savvy politician would bang
the drums about preserving freedom
online, jump into the ferocious battle
over encryption, confront the growing
powerofthe megacorporations flooding
the Net, and advocate a competitive busi-
ness environment in which entrepre-
neurs can also flourish. The Net pol
might favor the equitable distribution of
technology, so that America won't
remainsplit(as it sadly is now)into tech-
no haves and have-nots.

A Net pol would leave mora) posturing
to preachers, parents, and individual fam.
ilies. Enough of laws forbidding indecent
language, unworkable and chaotic ratings
systems, or copies of the Ten Command-
ments posted in schools as solutions to
complex social problems. The Net is in its
sccond generation, and it would be nice if
politicians were as mature.

A Net campaigner needs some smart
geeks high up in her campaign, as well as
slick pollsters. And this is important: She
would be interactive, rather than pretend:
ing to be. Bush made a lot of noise this past
summerby announcing that he'd list every
campaign contribution received on his new
Website [www.georgobunh.com], buthe’s
about as interactive as a concrete piling.
Thisisalsoour vice president's problem: He
tlks often about technology, but he's uncon.
vincing 3s an interactive political figure.

The successful Net candidate would
have to walk the walk, not just talk the
talk. She would not merely appeartocare
what voters think: she really would care,
and. unlike many national political fig-
ures. would actually know.

Interactivity isa political idea. not a tech-
nolegical are. tmeans sharing power, not
giving up power. The Net cardidate would

- -BACY.
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FORWARD THINKING FROM OUR BACK PAGES

! “The Net Is like TV. Both have Incredible
. potentlal for education and political debats,
, Willpeoplo use it for thess thinga? Probably -
. ot Theyl probably Uiso If 1o masturbate |
*. and make bombs.” ~BiLL MAHER m/op_.';';é
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not simply go online (with almost always
useless chats) but engage in some running
online conversations, browsing the Web,
e-mailing voters, downloading files, chat.
ting over ICQ, trawling through message
boards where harricd homemakers post
messages while the kids nap, and where

teens go looking for MP3s.

Over time, this kind of interaction is
transformative, to journalists as well as to
politicians. Different points of view scep
intoone's consciousness. Isolation and dis-
connection are tough to maintain.

He or she would reengincer the politi-
cal Web site—from a static advertising
and fund-raising vehicle peddling buttons
and stickers to a genuinely democratic
forum that uses digital technologies as a
way of amassing continuously updated
information on what citizens want their
leaders to address.

At the heart of the Internet culture are
the programmers, designers, developers,
entreprencurs, and users who constitute
theinfluential core of the networked com:
puting industry. The first politician who
winstheirallegiance will have enlisted the
country's most powerfully connected con-
stituencies—and one of its most affluent
and civic-minded.

Netizens believe in democracy. They
belicvein the future, perhaps because they
are pantofit. They see themselves as agents
of change. They embrace the idea of using
technology toidentify problems and solu-
tions. They don't want a political system
in which politicians and pundits lecture
them on morality: they want aninteractive
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one, marked by straight talk, an exchange
of information, and rationality in place of
posturing, dogma, hype, and spin.
Insteadoftaking on the battle to keepchil-
dren away from Net pornography and mak-
ing this a central issue of her campaign (am
Ithinking of Elizabeth Dole?), she might be
arguing forall children to learn how to use
the Net. Instead of viewing the Net warily
from afar (George W. Bush), he'll be on it
every day. Instead of claiming to be its

el AL ammmanen ]

founder (Al Gore), the idsal Net candidate
will periodically trounce computer com-
panies for their arrogance and greed.
Instead of offering millennial techno-
blabber about the future and half-baked
programs to purchase computers for low-
income Americans (Bill Clinton), the Net
candidate will be looking for concrete
ways to get computers into the hands of
every American kid, assuring not only
equality of opportunity but also contin-

ued American dominance of the global
economic boom.

This may seem inevitable, but it isn't
imminent. How ironic that in 2000, every-
thing—the technology, the constituency,
the opportunity—isin place for the Netto
revolutionize our fragmented and remote
political system, except the most impor-
tant: a politician with the vision to see it.

<44 SEE ALSO: MEDIA PP
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WHAT'S NOW Despite some campai

uing. with Republicans and libertacians fighting 1o keep the Net a
look to find some way 1o control the Web. they have latched on
i tocybersquaniing,

@ HEXT The ceyprography and intellectual-propors
leading to the ultimate question: Will the Net ever be
through dispute-resolution services rather th
muting is poised to create new legal challeng
breaches of privacy?

OMLING DATELINE 2009: CIA Adiuts It Peddle

| Onhine Pomographers FORE-SITE: veww bighrother.gov COCKTAIL PARTY QUO
It Coul News reverse MSNBC's guilty verdiet? When did

Law and reorder

How will we as a society choose to wield the wired double-edged sword?

Sn-ycar restraint, big battles over Not taxation are contin-
13x-free zone. As legislators
to everything from censorship

e S e . e maaart e, ot 1

y batticgrounds will only got bloodier,
.governed? If so. it may havg 1o be

an through traditional courts. Finally, 1elecom-
cs: Will monitoring workers at home result in
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NE OF DOSTOYEVSKY'S CHARACTERS 1S IN THE FROCESS OF

forcing himself on a woman when suddenty she pulls ot

3 gun. The character backs off, declaring, "This changes
everything!” Dostoyevsky could have been writing about the Inter-
net. Like the gun in the woman's hand, the Internet changes every-
thing. The Internet is capable of producing both benefits and harms
unimagined by the framers of our Constitution. Like so many other
innovative tools—from the first weapon o the first book, from the
first hamnessing of nuclear encergy to the first use of genctic engi-
neering—the Intemnet is truly (to borrow another phrase employed
by Dostoyevsky) *a knife that cuts both ways,”

Consider the First Amendment's guarantee of freedom of speech,
press, and association. In 1793, speech was delivered *retail” fram a
soapbox. astage.ora pulpit. The maximum dudience wasinthe hun.
dreds. The press consisted of small run newspapers and books that
took time to publish and distribute. Associations consisted of small
B oups that were physically proximate to one another, Though the
influence of the idea has alwaysbeen powerful— witness the impict
ol Voltaire. Paine, Addams, and the Encyclopedists on the revolutions
in France and the U, S—events generally unfolded in relatively
slow motion, especially when the events were communic ative in
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TOM W. RYAN
144 Willowleaf Drive
Littleton, CO 80127
303-973-5077 (Fax) 303-932-6010

ryandenver@msn.com

November 28, 1999

President William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

In two short months you will give your last State of the Union address.
You have a choice—to make headlines or history.

A speech which focuses entirely on policies for programs will
make headlines for a day but will be lost in history. However, a
speech which seizes the millennial moment to set forth the
principles upon which to build our democracy for the future will
make history.

Today we are at a digital crossroads. WIill the Internet remain
primarily a technology tool for commercial transactions or will the
Internet in the 21° century become a bridge for democracy here in
America and a bridge for peace throughout the world?

| have enclosed articles which are important for your State of the
Union address which when taken together can provide a vision
for merging the future of technology with your long-sought goal
of building a new spirit of community. | share your vision. And |
can show you how these technological changes can form the
basis of a new vision to build a “New American Community” for
a “New American Century.”

You have a chance to make a historic speech which can ring
throughout history like President Kennedy’s speech to send a man to



the moon. President Kennedy captured the imagination of a nation
with a speech that has become a time marker for the 20" century.

Mr. President, you can capture the imagination of a nation by opening
the doors of democracy by resurrecting Thomas Jefferson’s idea for a
National Advisory Referendum to give people an advisory vote on

matters of public policy. This can be your “man to the moon” speech.

By the time January rolls around, many Republicans will be focused
on winning the Presidency in 2000 while thinking that your time has
already passed into history. You can surprise them once again with a
speech that makes history and sets the stage for a Democratic victory
in the 2000 elections.

You have a chance to wow the world of the Web by bridging the
technology of today with Jefferson’s democratic vision for the future.
Jefferson’s ideas are more practical than a wired world of instant
voting. Jefferson’s genius provides the architectural plans to reform
our democracy in a way which combines the best of democratic
participation which people are beginning to demand of today’s
technology while preserving the best of democratic decisions made
after careful deliberations by elected representatives.

When we met in Aspen at Senator Dianne Fienstein’s home in July of
this year, you and | talked about Thomas Jefferson’s idea first
proposed in 1816 to create a National Advisory Referendum where
we as a nation would come together to forge a common consensus
for public policy by casting advisory votes on matters of public policy
so that the “voice of the whole people would be thus fairly, fully and
peaceably expressed, discussed and decided by the common reason
of society.”

You said you liked the idea because it would not require a
Constitutional Amendment and it would allow you as President
to bring the nation together. | would like to meet with you for 30
minutes at the White House to discuss why Jefferson’s idea lost
to history for over 180 years can become one of your most
significant achievements.



You share Jefferson’s name; you can share Jefferson’s legacy on
democracy.

Last week in Florence, Italy, you talked about closing the digital divide
between rich and poor nations. But the promise of a wired world is
more than economic development. The promise of a wired world is to
march boldly down a future path for both prosperity and peace for all
the world. History shows that past aggressions can only be
accomplished when information is controlled. By getting the world
connected to the Internet, we will create a democratic bond which can
never be broken. Once a nation is wired to the World Wide Web,
there are no walls which can be built to block the flow of information
for democratic decision-making.

Just as Thomas Jefferson set forth in 1816 his plan to give people an
advisory vote on the issues, you can set forth for all the world a vision
for a wired world where people can participate in global decision-
making.

There is no reason why Jefferson’s plan for advisory votes for
America could not be molded into a model for all the world.

You can propose in your State of the Union address not only a
National Advisory Referendum for the United States but set forth a
future vision for a wired world: a plan for a Global Advisory
Referendum for all the world. A Global Advisory Referendum could
be conducted by the United Nations every four years on matters of
health, environment, economic policy, and other issues
recommended by the U.N. General Secretary and approved by the
unanimous consent of the members of the Security Council.

Jefferson saw the vision to open the doors of the decision-making for
all Americans. You can share his vision for all the world.

You have the opportunity to turn Jefferson’s dream of democratic
participation into reality for the United States by proposing a plan for
Congress for a National Advisory Referendum, and then share this
vision for all the world with a plan to open the doors of decision-
making in the United Nations to all the people of the world.



We are years away before such a global idea becomes reality, but
you can lead the way for all the world with a speech which sets forth
the vision for global democracy.

You have the opportunity to lead us on the path of peace for all the
world.

But it all begins by turning Jefferson’s dreams for a National Advisory
Referendum into reality here at home.

There will never be a Global Advisory Referendum to bring peace to
all the world, unless you create the first model of a National Advisory
Referendum here in the birthplace of democracy.

The march toward technology and democracy moves ever so quickly.

There are many new developments since you and | talked in July at
Senator Dianne Feinstein’s home in Aspen.

1. Enclosed is a full-page advertisement from “NETZERO”
which is offering free Internet service forever. There is no
gimmick. Netzero is using the revenue generating power of
advertising to offer free Internet service. The faster we can
bridge the digital divide, the faster we can look at using the
Internet for democratic decision-making in a deliberative
democracy.

2. See the enclosed article announcing an amazing advance in
technology by U.S. West. You can purchase a new service
that links the telephone lines to your television allowing
direct access to the web through an auxiliary keyboard. You
can watch television, surf the web and receive phone calls at
the same time.

Can you imagine how much more effective your “Cyber
Town Meeting” would have been if people could have just
dialed you up on their television with direct access to the
web for e-mailing you questions as well as providing you
instant feedback on whatever issues you wanted?



3. NBC has begun direct voting on real courtroom cases by
letting people participate in an “on-line jury” while reporting
on criminal cases in conjunction with Court TV. Thousands
of votes are being cast throughout the show with a “box
score” being shown in the corner of the screen while the
show proceeds.

4. ESPN is broadening its democratic decision-making for
viewers with a regular “click and pick” feature to decide
what ESPN Classic will air the following Sunday.

“Ever disagreed with one of ESPN’s programming
decisions? Ever wished you could help decide what
gets piped into your television: Well, now you can —
at least for one program on Classic Sports’ Sunday
programming lineup.

“Here’s how you join the fun. Each Sunday at 9PM
ET, we’ll post a poll on this page asking you to cast
your vote on which program you’d like to see next
Sunday on Classic Sports in the 7 p.m. ET time slot.

“From there on, democracy will rule as you will decide
what we show. Polls will close each week on
Wednesday at midnight ET so get your vote in early.”

5. The battle for phone company mergers both here and
abroad are being fueled by Internet connections for
the future. In commenting about Bell Atlantic’s battle
to beat out Britain’s Vodafone Airtouch for Mannersmann,
the fast growing German telecommunications provider, USA
Today reported:

“The battle, which could overshadow MCI WorldCom’s
$115 billion friendly offer for Sprint, is fueled by a growing
belief that cellular phones will soon surpass personal
computers as the main device to surf the Internet, store
data and send e-mail.”



If you can make commercial transactions safely on the
Internet, you can make democratic decisions safely on the
Internet. Voting on the Internet will ultimately happen. Just
as consumers are given passwords and pins to safeguard
commercial transactions, the same technology can be used
to develop “civic” pins to safeguard democratic decisions.

As part of your State of the Union address, | recommend
that you announce that you will call together a conference of
Internet pioneers and leaders to tackle the problem of how to
turn the Internet into a mechanism for democratic decision-
making. You should challenge the industry leaders to come
up with a way to secure voting on the Internet so that we can
vote at home from computers or at voting kiosks set up at
government buildings and publicly funded libraries for those
who don’t have computers.

You should set forth in your State of the Union address the
future vision that once the technology has been developed
the States need to pass new voting laws to allow voting at
home and at voting kiosks in public places. (Already, a
citizens movement has begun an initiative in California to let
voters decide in the 2000 elections whether to allow Internet
voting from a computer at home for all future elections. The
initiative laws in over a dozen states make it inevitable that
someday these ideas will be passed into law and become
reality. You can take the lead and accelerate its
development.)

President Kennedy did not have any idea how to solve the
technological problems in sending a man to the moon. As
President, that was not his responsibility. President
Kennedy’s responsibility was to lead this nation forward by
setting forth the vision to send a man to the moon. He had
faith that those who were pioneering our space program
could solve all the technological problems to achieve the
goal he set forth for the nation.

Mr. President, you can build a bridge to the 21* century
using Jefferson’s plans to give people an advisory vote



on the issues while setting forth the vision for how we can
use the technology of today to make our democracy
more effective for tomorrow and a model for expanded
participation for all the world.

You need to set forth the vision for greater prosperity and
peace for all the world while challenging industry leaders to
develop the Internet voting technology.

Like Kennedy, you don’t have to know how it will be done.
You, as President, can set forth the vision and the challenge
to industry to get it done.

. The FCC has ordered regional Bell companies to share
Internet lines with competitors which will lower the cost of
bringing broadband service—the speedy Web service called
DSL to 50 million phone lines by 2001. Expanded
broadband service will allow for merging television, voice,
and data services to make the television and computer a
seamless technology/service.

. Dick Morris has created a Web voting cite called “Vote.Com”
where he is having people vote every week on public policy
issues. The very consultant who opened the door to the
Oval Office for you has once again found himself on the
cutting edge of the future of our democracy.

Morris has the right idea, but Jefferson has the better
plan.

Mr. President, you can make history or watch history march
on by with the Morris’ of the world setting forth a new
dynamic for our democracy. If Morris only knew he was
putting into practice an idea Jefferson had over 180 years
ago!

How ironic!!!

. Speaking of irony, there are two other important ironies for
you to consider:



a) The U. S. Postal Service has let hundreds of
thousands of people vote on what images
will appear on special editions. The image of
cell phones will adorn a 90’s commemorative
stamp.

b) A couple of years ago, you endorsed an
“advisory” referendum for Russia that
Boris Yeltsin put forward for the Russian
people.

Isn’t it ironic that here in the birthplace of democracy the only
“National Advisory Referendum” we have held has been to
choose commemorative stamps while the President of the
United States has endorsed a National Advisory Referendum
for Russia on matters of public policy?

9. Take a look at the enclosed article, “Voters lean left but
back Bush”. The article shows how many times people
vote against their own interest when selecting their
elected representatives.

A National Advisory Referendum will give people more
power to make sure that their elected representatives do
what they want after they are elected and will better ensure
that they will faithfully do what the people want rather than
the special interests.

In 1787 Thomas Jefferson wrote these words:

“. . . institutions must go hand in hand with the progress of the human
mind. As that becomes more developed, more enlightened, as new
discoveries are made, new truths discovered and manners and
opinions change, with the changes of circumstances, institutions must
advance also to keep pace with the times.”

Mr. President, | have heard you share the vision for a new sense of
community every time we have met over the last few years.



Jefferson’s plans for a National Advisory Referendum are as relevant
today as they were over 180 years ago.

Mr. President, with Jefferson’s ideas and your vision, you can set
forth a new vision for a “new American community” for a “new
American century.”

Mr. President, | respectfully request the opportunity to meet with
you for 30 minutes to discuss Jefferson’s ideas to give people
the right to vote on the issues and my plan to give the President
the power to put 3 advisory issues on the ballot every general
election.

You once quoted Robert Frost’s poem “The Road Not Taken.”
Today you are faced with another fork in the road and must choose
the well traveled path of a democracy dominated by money and
special interests or the path of reform as Jefferson envisioned where
the people would be given a direct say in shaping public policy.

“The Road Not Taken”

“I shall be telling this with a sigh
Somewhere ages and ages hence:
Two roads diverged in a wood, and

| —
| took the one less traveled by,
And that has made all the difference.”

Robert Frost

Jefferson’s road to direct democracy is the road less traveled.
Mr. President, we need you now more than ever to lead us down
the road to justice and peace for all the world.

| respectfully request the opportunity to meet with you for 30
minutes to discuss Jefferson’s ideas to open the doors of
decision-making by giving people the right to cast advisory
votes on matters of public policy.



It's the road which will make all the difference for future generations.
You share Jefferson’snw/ane,/ﬁﬁu’aan share his legacy on democracy.
ineere

e
/////

Tom Byan o

P.”S. 1 will be in Chicago for the week November 29. | can be
reached at 1-800-531-7626, extension 4014. | can come to
Washington any time except Dec. 11™ and 12" when | will be
meeting with President George Bush who is the keynote speaker at
my company’s “9" Annual Celebration of Success” in Chicago.

I've decided not to mention these above ideas to President Bush. |
want you, not his son, to share Jefferson’s pedestal on democracy.

10



IPA/IBA
wishes all of Yo a

very happy, healtty and

prosperous New- Year! |

9t Annual

Celebration of Success

December 11-12, 1999

Hyatt— Regency
Chicago, Illinois




Dear Friends:

In less than a decade we have built a $120 million
company and have become the fastest growing
consulting company in the history of American business.
We are gathered here to celebrate our success which
would not have been possible without your dedication,
loyalty and skill in providing business development
services to our clients.

Today we are honored to have President George H.W.
Bush as our keynote speaker. President Bush showed
uncommon courage in defending freedom abroad and
common sense compassion in his policies here at home.
During President Bush’s term of office, Kuwait was
liberated from Iraq, the Berlin Wall fell, Germany was

reunified, and the Soviet Union was replaced by a

democratic Russia. President Bush signed into law the
Americans with Disabilities Act and the Clean Air Act--
landmark civil rights and environmental legislation.

As we look beyond the turn of the century, there is a
bright future for all of us. You have built IPA/IBA into
the preeminent business development company for
small and medium size business.

Dana and I wish to extend to each of you our warmest
regards for the season and best wishes for your good
health, prosperity, and continued success for the coming
year.

Sincerely,

John and Dana Burgess

Oondt 1) (et B v

s

President George H.W. Bush
41st President
of the United States
1989 - 1993



(Revised draft to include Congress for 2000 National Advisory Referendum)

Proposed Legislation

to Give the President of the United States the
Power to Refer to the People up to Three
Issues for a National Advisory Referendum to
Give People a Greater Voice in Government
and to Forge a Common Consensus on
Matters of Public Policy.

Section 1. The President of the United States may at his sole discretion
submit to the voters of the United States two issues for a non-binding
advisory vote of the people at the general election to be held in
November of the year 2000.

Section 2. The Congress of the United States may at its sole discretion
submit to the voters of the United States two issues for a non-binding
advisory vote of the people at the general election to be held in
November of the year 2000. The Congress shall certify to the
President of the United States the two issues to be included in the
advisory referendum. The President shall refer the two advisory issues,
without subject to veto, to the several states under Section 5 of this
Act.

Section 3. The President of the United States may at his sole
discretion submit to the voters of the United States one, two or three
issues for a non-binding advisory vote of the people to be held at any
general election for the Congress of the United States beginning in the
year 2002, and for every general election for the Congress of the United
States thereafter.



Section 4. The purpose of the advisory referendum is to give people a
greater voice in shaping national policy by directly participating in a vote
on issues referred to the people by the President of the United States.
Issues submitted by the President may include proposed federal
legislation, regulations or executive branch policies. Any issue referred
to the voters of the United States shall be written in such a way that a
‘yes” or “no” vote may be taken.

Section 5. The President shall submit to the election authorities of the
several states the issues for the advisory vote of the people no later
than 120 days prior to the general election. The issues submitted by
the President shall appear on the ballot in close proximity to the
election of the Senators and Representatives to the Congress of the
United States.

Section 6. Any state receiving federal funds shall participate in any
referendum referred to the several states by the President of the United
States as a condition for the continued receipt of federal moneys.

Section 7. Enforcement of this act shall be by a writ of mandamus in
federal district court.
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hen it comes to high-speed
Internet access, the hot new
company used 1o be the cold
old company.
U § West Interprise Networking group,
a unit of the Denver phone giant. is the
country's undisputed leader selling
so-called DSL technology to 'Net users. It
bests both its Bell siblings and a host of
aggressive startups.
But the market that allowed Interprise
to grow from *zero people and zero

$950 million today is changing
dramatically.

What's Joe Zell doing to be innovative
now?

Zell, Interprise’s president, helped his
company get its early lead in DSL, the
awkwardly named phone-based Internet
service that competes with cable
modems and fixed-base wireless efforts.
The company sells the service — which
stands for “digital subscriber loop” —

revenue"” in 1992 to 1,700 employees and -

U S West is king of the hill with DSL

under the MegaBit
brand name.

U S West now has
85,000 DSL users vs.
*30,000 to 40,000 for
Covad and 5,000 to
10,000 for Rhythms,"
Zell says, naming two
of his chief startup

. competitors. “If we
were a standalone
company, we'd be an

o [ncredible success

story.” . . L -

Zell, who appeared Monday alongside
U S West Chairman and Chief Executive
Officer Sol Trujillo to tout a variety of
new “e-products,” estimated U S West’s
DSL market share In its territory at 90
percent and at 20 percent to 30 percent
nationwide. :

In other words, it’s Zell's lead to keep, -
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wowt B [

L oew

o )

R 1 ,N .
hone, ’Ne -
By Roger Fillion '

Denver Post Business Writer

US West on Monday unveiled what it
bopes will be a couch potato's dream: a ser-
vice that lets customers use their television
set to watch TV, surf the Internet and take
telephone calls.

The Baby Bell is betting its WebVision
service and other new products will boost it
over rivals in the crucial business of giving
customers access to the Internet. WebVision
will be available to Denver-area customers
early pext year. .

At a Pepsi Center ceremony, U S West un-
velled a bevy of other Internet products as
well, such as a single message box that per-
mits users to check their voice mail, e-mail
and faxes from either a phone or a comput-
er. A new anti-computer-virus service for
Internet customers also was introduced, as
was a network of business and consumer In-
ternet Web sites. :

“This is the Internet made easy,” said U §
West Chief Executive Sol Trujillo. “People
tell us they like the opportunity and power

of going online. But they want it simpler,

more convenient, and to work seaml
with other devices like their phone and TV.”
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§We:,l is a major DSL provider.
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speed access to the Internet over:
“dlgital subscriber line” DSL tech-
notogy and cable-TV modems. us

v

Intermeyiand lglephane. . .

" Customers; can screen and re-
ocelve phooe callsover the service,
shop for books”and groceries on-

wireless keyboargia
control. Customers:m

West's Internet servflo‘é‘*ﬁﬁ@
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“WAIl these value-added services line. send e-malls to friends, and  The company’ akl:sp?l"?upve
tplp (U S West) differentiate from navigate the Internet. The phone “jpiegrated mallbox’ fory
the competitors who only offer number of an Incoming call. for ex-  messages, faxes and e-mails: Cus-
! high-speed DSL or cable modems,” ample, flashes across the bottom of  tomers can check*all their mes-
¢ Ragan sald. “This should help U'S the TV screeq. * - sages {rom a compiiter or'a phohe.
+ West protect their customers from Or customers can watch a game For example, m_t..;l-ne;rs can 'l\l/‘sten
Lo . AR N . I A L Y
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unites TV, ’Net, phone '

to their e-mails by phone. The
“header” information on a fax also
can be heard through technology
that translales text information in-
to spoken words.

U S West officials portrayed the
new offerings as a way to differen-
tiate themselves in the high-speed
Internet business.

“We're not out there competing
with just high-speed pipes. We're
integrating these new capabili-
ties." said Joseph Zell, president of
U S West's division responsible for
data and Internet-related products

and services.

US West provides DSL service
to 85.000 customers across its 14-
state territory. The technology per-
mits customers to transmit data
and access the Internet at high
speeds over ordinary phone lines.

Among the key competitors are
Denver-area upstarts Rythms Net-
Connections and privately held Ja-
1o Communications. Rythms de-
clined to comment on the U S West
announcement.

But Jerry Dinsmore; president
and CEO of Jato, said the new ser-

vices are geared more toward con-
sumers and less toward the small
and medium-sized businesses his
company serves.

“It doesn't really affect the di-
rection that Jato is taking,” Dins-
more said. “They're primary com-
petitor here is America Online.™

Elsewhere in the Denver area
and nationwide, AT&T is testing its
own system for providing vaice
and high-speed Internet, data and
video communications over cable-
TV lines. 0
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+ ot-fuse.
w3ome of thlt; plroducts amoun;?d
Munda clading reasonably
e e
will be‘jpopularise as
mwéu can actually, deliver the
mm itls purporung to sell.
' =And apother” product ‘combining
€kl and volcemall (accessible
by-phoue or. oomputer) could sell
twd Al the" eompany can persuade
ciisfomers of other:internet service
,ledera lo part. wil.h their cher-
¢ished e-mall addresses. Zell cails
fthe” service, dubbed Integrated
: Messaging, “a huge deal.”
._ But another important strategic
. change may come next year, when
. U S West is to unvcil a bost of snaz-
- 7y features aimed at preserving its
' DSL lead — and adding to it. These
.include movies and music on de-
- mand, as well as CD-quality games
" and applications that can be “rent-
; ed” over lelephone lines.
¢ This means that within the space
, of a few months, U S West could be
a credible alternative to your local
; video-rental store.
> Zell says these additional ser-
vices are what will differentiate
" MegaBit from offerings from
. Rbythms (also based in Denver).
- Covad and a third DSL competitor,
Northpomt “They're just selling
pipes,” he says, dismissively. When
it comes to high-speed "Net access.
content will be just as important,
he suggests.
“Zell and the others also are rac-
igg»_lo exploit so-catled “voice over

'T' 6

y:@j"’ ;;-?t i o

U S West: Content key 16 exp'andmg DSL

DSL,” which allows a sb e l".terprise can fly nlmbly along-
line to host as many as Gwolce gide its mother ship, U S West —
lines. It’ll be a boon for small busi-  which has struggled lately to meet
Desses loo to cheaply ‘expand  state standards (or Ats basic and :
capacity, but Zell says L ; ‘
could be an issue: “I-don ?l,; ,
we'l be offering 16 linu;h e be-
glnning, he SaY8. it '
Combined with othe
initiatives, either announcedior e
pected, Zell s looking to:prove:
competitors are wmng &
%E‘%wgﬁ‘fw-f

ay and Thursday His e-mail

3 dk_nox@demerpost com.
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FCC orders Bells to share Internet lines

By Paul Davidson
USA TODAY

Federal regulators passed
rules Thursday aimed at bring-
ing speedy Internet access at
lower prices to homes and busi-
nesses by spurring competi-
tion.

The Federal Communica-
tions Commission ordered the
regional Bell companies to
share phone lines with compet-
itors, cutling the rivals’ costs to
offer broadband service.

The move is expected to help

» Deal reached for local programs on satellite TV, 3B

make the speedy Web service,
called DSL, available on 50 mil-
lion phone lines by 2001, up
from about 10 million today, a
report by Goldman Sachs says.

Subscribers should increase
tenfold to 3 million, the firm
says. Broadband enlivens the
Internet with full-motion video
and audio capability.

“(The FCC's ruling) is going
to bring more players into the
market and make the service
more broadly available,” ana-

lyst Frank Governali of Gold-
man Sachs says.

Critics say DSL has lagged
behind the broadband offerings
of cable companies, which
have almost 2 million sub-

" scribers, partly because the

Bells have been loath to canni-
balize their more profitable
highspeed data services.
“There is no need for corpo-
rate welfare that gives one sec-
tor of a very competitive indus-
try an unnecessary advantage,”

said Bruce Posey, senior vice
president at US West.

Challengers have had a
tough time offering DSL be-
cause they must lease a sep-
arate phone line from the Bells
for about $22 a month.

As a result, competitors
charge consumers and small
businesses about $50 or more
for DSL vs. the Bell's $40.

Using a cheaper technology
called line sharing, the Bells
split the frequency of an exist-

ing voice line so the Internet
service is beamed on a portion
of it. But the Bells argue that
line sharing with DSL firms
gives the firms a lucrative ser-
vice at meager cost and de-
grades voice service.

Line sharing is expected to
cut rivals’ costs at least $10 and
let them compete on price with
Bells in cities with DSL and add
unserved markets.

“Now we have a level playing
field,” said Rich Wong, market-
ing head for Bell rival Covad
Communications.
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this month — could come as
early as Tuesday, people with
knowledge of Vodafone’s strat-

€gy say..

Bell Atlantic, Vodafone's cel-
lular partner in the USA, is ea-
ger to join the unsolicited cam-
paign for Mannesmann, people
close to Bell Atlantic say. A fe-
rocious war is erupting among

European phone companies to
become the dominant wireless

services provider in a market

that is expected to be worth

more than $100 billion by 2003.
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distance provider after AT&T,

could also enter the fray, al-
though that is considered un-
likely. A Bell Atlantic spokes-

man declined to comment.

Other companies could not be
reached Sunday night.
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John Chambers estimated that $1 trillion t illi
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to first place in

By The Associated Press

WASHINGTON — People talk
into their cell phones while walking
the streets, while driving their
cars, while riding the bus, while
eating in restaurants — it seems
like cell phones are everywhere.
Now, they’ll even be on a postage
stamp.

Asked to pick 15 subjects for a
set of stamps commemorating the
1990s, the No. 1 choice of Ameri-
cans was cellular phones, which
got 214,449 votes during balloting
in May, the Postal Service an-
nounced last week.

A close second was another piece
of popular culture that, at least for
a time, also seemed to be every-
where — the movie “Titanic.” It
was the choice of 210,154 voters.

The 1990s stamp set will be re-
leased next April.

The voting was the last in a se-
ries of ballots in which the public
was asked to name the people or

’9()s stamp poll

topics for sets of 15 stamps recall-
ing each of the last five decades of
the century. Subjects for the first
five decades were picked by a post-
al advisory committee.

“The Celebrate the Century pro-
gram has given the American pub-
lic a voice in how many of us will
remember the 20th century in
years to come,” said Postmaster
General William Henderson.

Besides cell phones and “Titan-
ic,” the winning subjects for the
1990s set are: recovering species,
193,313 votes; the World Wide Web,
191,292; movie *‘Jurassic Park,”
184.370; computer art and graph-
ics, 170,449; sport utility vehicles.
164,058; Persian Gulf War, 160,687,
virtual reality, 156,944.

Also, Special Olympics. 155,802
baseball records, 151,511; extreme
sports, 151,090; improving educa-
tion, 141,124; television series
“Seinfeld.” 140,710; and return to
space, 138,984
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bm-News Money Entertamment Kids Far Check e-mail

ESPH Network: E5PN, LC’ﬂ P NFL.com | NBA com | NASCAR | NHL.G

ABCSports | FANTASY | STORE | INSIDER i
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sin-  Which show do you want to see on
Chat Classic Sports?
Message
boards _ _
Fantasy Ever disagreed with one of
Insid :
insider ESPN'S programming 1 F -
Sport J decisions? Ever wished you  Which event
Sections could help decide what gets  would you like
PFL, piped into your television? to see Classic
ﬁi‘;ggs Well, now you can -- at least ilpong ;‘)r on
Fantball for one program on Classic rovl'% 8'U S
Beores Sports' Sunday programming OIf
B A Open golf:
lineup. Trevino
Scores
M Colinges ’ o posts four
B Here's how you join the fun. under-70
Scores Each Sunday at 9 p.m. ET, rounds
ﬁgizmq we'll post a poll on this page ¢ Oct. 6, 1991
W Coltops asking. you to cast your vote 1[\:115;1?- .
BE on which program you'd like es.
Srores : Cone strikes
Gryerer to see next Sunday on Classic out 19
Seores Sports in the 7 p.m. ET time ¢ 1992 Stanley
Basaball slot. Cup Finals,
gmif Oniing Penguins vs.
Eg;‘?m@ From there on, democracy Blackhawks,
HASC AR will rule as you will decide Game 4:
[More Sports %1 what we show. Polls will ?V;’n";"g’;:‘cu
................... 3 C]Ose each week On . ]983 NCAX
Broadcast J Wednesday at m!dn,lgh tET Tournament,
Live so get your vote in early. Houston vs.
Radin /Ty Louisville:
T Listings Drexler and
Videa Olajuwon
Highlights each score
Highlights

http://espn.go.com/community/s/classicsportsviewerpoll.html
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Road's fiercest rivalry to a new level with a
double OT war.

Sunday, Nov. 28 - TENNESSEE

12-12:30 p.m. - 1997 Oilers Yearbook
12:30-1:30 p.m. - NFL Inside Access: Two
Roads to Glory

1:30-2:30 p.m. - 1991 NCAA Women's Final
Four Film

2:30-5 p.m. - NCAA Football: Volunteers @
Syracuse Orangemen (Sept. 5, 1998)

5-7 p.m. - NCAA Basketball: Volunteers @
Kentucky Wildcats (Jan. 12, 1999)

7-9 p.m. - Click & Pick - "THE HORN OF
PLENTY"

Viewers select Sunday primetime programming
by voting online at
http://espn.go.com/community/s/classicsportsviewerpoll.html.
Polls open on Sunday mornings, and close
Wednesdays at midnight. "Plenty" choices: 1968
U.S. Open Golf (Trevino Ist to post four rounds
under 70)

Mets @ Phillies (Cone's 19 strikeouts, 10/6/91)
1992 Stanley Cup Finals, Game 4: Penguins @
Blackhawks (Bowman's 6th Cup)

1983 NCAA National Semifinals: Houston vs.
Louisville (Drexler and Olajuwon each score 21
points)

g—

9-10 p.m. - ESPN SPORTSCENTURY Click &
Pick Viewers program two back-to-back
presentations of ESPN SportsCentury 50
Greatest North American Athletes by voting
online.

“~ ESPN Classic information

ESPN Classic is a 24-hour, all-sports network
devoted to telecasting the greatest games,
stories, heroes and memories in the history of
sports. ESPN Classic presents programming
from the NFL, NBA, MLB, NHL, NASCAR,
boxing (including the ESPN Big Fights Library),

http://espn.go.com/tvlistings/networks/classic.html 11/21/99
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Sport 1 Avalanche at Panthers (June 10, 1996)

Sg:;::ions 5-7 p.m. - NCAA Football: Buffaloes at
Scores Michigan Wolverines (Sept, 24,1994
College ‘ —
Football 7-9 p.m. - Click and Pick - "Break-Through
ggz"% Performances”
Scores Viewers select Sunday primetime programming
M College | by voting onlime. Polls open on Sunday
BE \ mornings, and close Wednesdays at Midnight.
Scores " " .
R Break-through" choices:
Seores —
W Coltege o Dwight Gooden's Six-Hitter: Cubs @ Mets
S res (9/17/86)
Sorcer e Edmonton Oilers 1st Title: 1984 Stanley Cup
Scores Finals, Game 5: Islanders at Oilers
gz‘?gﬁ?ﬁm o Navratilova vs. Evert: 1984 U.S. Open Final
Saccernet @ Villanova Championship: 1985 NCAA Finals:
(L83 Vi@ova vs. Georgetown
MASCAR

[More Sports =i 9-10 p.m. - ESPN SportsCentury Click and Pick
Viewers program two back-to-back
presentations of ESPN SportsCentury 50

Live Greatest North American Athletes by voting
Radin/T¥ \ online.
TY Listings S
Yidao . . .
Hightights Al times are Eastern. Schedule is subject to
Austdic change.
Higislights
Community ] Monday, Nov. 22 - Sunday, Nov. 28
Sigyt~ Monday, Nov. 22, 9-11 p.m.
in/Heme 1975 World Series, Game 7: Cincinnati Reds @
@Zﬁiﬁge Boston Red Sox (Oct. 22, 1975)
aoards Joe Morgan leads the Reds with an RBI in the
Arcade ninth inning as Cincinnati tries to overcome a 3-
Gemes 0 deficit.
ESPN Inc. J
The Wednesday, Nov. 24, 8:30-9 p.m.
Magaziie  SPORTSCENTER FLASHBACK: JERRY
porsonalites JONES & JIMMY JOHNSON
Releases ESPN Classic offers a look back at how ESPN's
ESPN SportsCenter covered the strained relationship

Products ;
fsk ESPR between Cowboys owner Jerry Jones and his

former coach Jimmy Johnson. The show will

http://espn.go.com/tvlistings/networks/classic.html 11/21/99



¥ acljve volss .
1’ .

v oty srchive

£y ~

v giscuesions

B+ it ostate
il ' abovt us -

do
whatever
we can to
keep drunk
drivers off
the roads

" WO What ever

3 happened
to due ;
process? /
This Is /
unfair to
people who
are
charged

> but later

o found
- T~ Iinnecént
[ the issua -~ \(/  viewresuits_ N[ discussions_ N
pd /
__ Arrmm
tho I. / ywv:n\;u:t‘wuyn be sent
Drunk drive where it counts = Sych seizures

continue to are an end-ru
threaten ot around the
innocent . Constitution
;{Etims We'” send the arguments......... T
the atgumentfs....... your vote to Police shouldn't
Drunk driving your be given a
is.acrime - congressional license to steal
ﬁ—‘;%—;:eiway representative,
from the your Senators,
criminal and the

President.

\/ ]

http://www.vote.com/vote/499697/ 11/21/99




THE DENVER POST

Wednesday, November 10, 1999

Voters lean left but back Bush

By Adam Clymer
and Janet Elder -
The New York Times

A year before the election, Dem-
ocrats enjoy public confidence on
most critical election issues, from
health care to education to Social
Securily, and more voters say they
will vote for Democrats than Re-
publicans in the Iouse of Repre-
sentatives, the latest New York
Times/CBS News Poll shows.

The poll does contain some good
news for the Republicans. The par-
ty still has the leading candidate in
the presidential race: George W.
Bush, who holds a clear though
somewhat smaller lead over either
Vice President Al Gore or former
Sen. Bill Bradley. And Bush him-
self remains the runaway favorite
among Republicans for his party’s
nomination.

In addition, the Republicans, -

whose image suffered badly during
the battle to impeach President
Clinton, have recovered some

Public likes Dems’ take on issues,
yet favors GOP’s leading candidate

ground on several issues and for
the first time in more than a year
have an overall favorable standing
with the public. But the gains are
modest and do not affect Demo-
cratic dominance on issues that
voters say they care about the
most.

The strongest number for the
Democrats in the poll was on how
people expected to vote in House
races next year. Forty-five percent
said they would vote for a Demo-
crat in their district, while 38 per-
cent said they would vote for a Re-
publican. While a national poll
cannot predict the results of . 435
House elections, an actual 7 per-
centage point advantage in the No-
vember 2000 election would ensure
a Democratic House.

The public clearly finds the most
fault with the Republicans who
control Congress. A Gallup Poll —
conducted on the same days,
Thursday through Sunday, as the
Times/CBS News Poll — showed
53 percent of the public disap-
proved of congressional Republi-
cans, while 38 percent approved.
For Democrats in Congress, 49
percent approved and 42 percent
disapproved.

On issues, the poll measured one
especially striking Republican fail-
ure. Despite their spending much
of the summer and fall trying to
assert that their party was trying
to protect Social Security while

. Democrats were about to squander

its resources, the public solidly
prefers the Democrats to make the

“right decisions™ about Sacial Sc-
curity. Forty-nine percent prefer-
red the Democrals; 33 perccut the
Republicans. e

Similarly, a 49 percent to 33 per-
cen! ratio favored the Demuocrais
on improving education in the pa-
tion. .
When the public was asked
which party would do a better job
of improving the health-care sys-
tem, 54 percent ciled the Demo-
crats, compared with 28 percent
who named the Republicans.

But on the question of which par-
ty would do best al ensuring a
strong military, Republicans held a
57 percent to 37 percenl advan-
tage. Yet that advantage has little
apparent political value. Only 2
percent of the public considered
defense the “single most important
problem for the president and Con-
gress to deal with.” Six percent cit-
ed education, 8 percent cited Social
Security, and 13 percent ciled
health care.
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'SAN ANTONIO — SBC Commu-
‘nications Inc., the largest U.S. lo-
cal-telephone company, will buy a
‘43 percent stake in Prodigy Com-
munications Corp. and combine the
_firms’ Internet businesses, gaining

»a brand name as it invests in data
.services.

T Prodigy will issue 49 mllhon new
-shares, valyed at about $1.8 billion,
-to SBC. In return, SBC wiil make
. Prodigy the exclusive Internet-ac-

cess provider f{or consumers and
tsmall businesses in its service ar-

lea, with about 100 million peopie.
iProdigy will manage SBC’s present
£650,000 Internet customers.

»battltng compelitors like AT&T
Corp. is spending $6 billion to
Mgtp_-speed voice, data and

.....

AR

video services to about 80 percent
of its customers by 2002. By team-
ing with Prodigy, founded in 1984,
SBC gets access to a recognized
name and managers experienced
in running an Internet business.
“This is a huge deal for Prodigy
because this really gives them
some guaranteed growth over the
next few years. For SRC. this re-
confirms their push into dala.” said
Mel Marten, an analyst at Edward
Jones who rates SBC a "strong
buy.” .
SBC said Prodigy. based in White
Plains, N.Y., will make payments
to SBC for provlding the network
infrastructure for Prodigy’s Inter-

. net service. SBC is investing in dlg-

ital subscriber line, or DSL service,
which boosts the data capacity of
copper phone lines.

Prodigy will also make pay-
ments to SBC for selling service,

é‘puli'chase 43% of Prodigy, —
ine firms’ Internet services

though SBC declined to give the
size of the payments.

“SBC has spent the last several
years amassing an enormous num-
ber of access lines and customers,”
said Jeffrey Kagan, a telecommu-
nications analyst hased in Atlanta.
“Prodigy has been one of the oldest
crown jewels in the online and In-
ternet space, but has been a sleep-
er in recent vears.”

The additional SBC customers
will boost Prodigy's subscriber
base to about 2 million, making it
the third-largest Internet-service
provider, behind America Online
Inc. and the pending combination
of EarthLink Network Inc. and
Mindspring Fnterprises Inc., SBC
said. SBC has agreed to provide
Prodigy with at least 1.2 million
more customers over the next
three years.
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lions of human beings has probably been the effect of these
convulsions. I did not, in '8g, believe they would have
lasted so long, nor have cost so much blood. But although
your prophecy has proved true so far, I hope it does not
preclude a better final result. That same light from our
west seems to have spread and illuminated the very en-
gines employed to exunguish it. It has given them a glim-
mering of their rights and their power. The idea of repre-
sentative government has taken root and growth among
them. Their masters feel it, and are saving themselves by
timely offers of this modification of their powers. Belgium,
Prussia, Poland, Lombardy, etc., are now offered a repre-
sentative organization; illusive probably at first, but it will
grow into power in the end. Opinion is power, and that
opinion will come. Even France will yet atain representa-
tive government. You observe it makes the basis of every
Constitution which has been demanded or offered,—of
that demanded by their Senate; of that offered by Bona-
parte; and of that granted by Louis XVIIL The idea then
is rooted, and will be established, although rivers of blood
may yet flow between them and their object. The allied
armies now couching upon them are first to be destroyed,
and destroyed they will surely be. A naton united can
never be conquered. . . .

To Samuel Kercheval
Monticello, July 12, 1816.

Str

I duly received your favor of June the 13th, with the
copy of the letters on the calling a convention, on which
you are pleased to ask my opinion. I have not been in the
habit of mysterious reserve on any subject, nor of button-
ing up my opinions within my own doublet. On the con-
trary, while in public service especially, I thought the pub-
lic entitled to frankness, and intimately to know whom
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they employed. But I am now retired: I resign myself, as
a passenger, with confidence to those at present at the
helm, and ask bur for rest, peace and good will. The ques-
tion you propose, on equal representation, has become a
party one, in which I wish to take no public share. Yer, if
it be asked for your own satsfaction only, and not to be
quoted before the public, I have no mouve to withhold it,
and the less from you, as it coincides with your own. At
the birth of our republic, I committed that opinion to the
world, in the draught of a constitution annexed to the
“Notes on Virginia,” in which a provision was inserted
for a representation permanently equal. The infancy of
the subject at that moment, and our inexperience of self-
government, occasioned gross departures in that draught
from genuine republican canons. In truth, the abuses of
monarchy had so much filled all the space of political con-
templation, that we imagined everything republican which
was not monarchy. We h t_yet penetrated to the
mother principle, that “governments are republican only
in proportion as they embody the will of their people, and
execute I1t.” Hence, our first constitutions had really no
leading principles in them. But experience and reflection
have but more and more confirmed me in the particular
importance of the equal representation then proposed. On
that point, then, I am entirely in sentiment with your let-
ters; and only lament that a copyright of your pamphlet
prevents their appearance in the newspapers, where alone
they would be generally read, and produce general effect.
The present vacancy too, of other matter, would give
them place in every paper, and bring the question home
to every man’s conscience.

But inequality of representation in both Houses of our
legislature, is .not the only republican heresy in this first
essay of our Revolutionary patriots at forming a Constitu-
tion. For let it be agreed that a_government is republican
in proportion as every member composing it has hisequal
voice in the direction of its concerns, (not indeed in per-
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son, which would be impracticable beyond the limits of a
city, or small township,) but by representatives chosen by
himself, and responsible to him at short periods, and let
us bring to the test of this canon every branch of our
Constitution.

In the legislature, the House of Representatives is chosen
by less than half the people, and not at all in proportion to
those who do choose. The Senate are still more dispro-
portionate, and for long terms of irresponsibility. In the
Execudve, the Governor is entirely independent of the
choice of the people, and of their control; his Council
equally so, and at best but a fifth wheel to s wagon. In
the Judiciary, the judges of the highest courts are depend-
ent on none but themselves. In England, where judges
were named and removable at the will of an hereditary
executive, from which branch most misrule was feared,
and has flowed, it was a great point gained, by fixing them
for life, to make them independent of that executive. But
in a government founded on the public will, this principle
operates in an opposite direction, and against that will.
There, too, they were still removable on a concurrence of
the executive and legislative branches. But we have made
them independent of the nation itself. They are irremov-
able, but by their own body, for any depravities of con-
duct, and even by their own body for the imbecilities of
dotage. The justices of the inferior courts are self-chosen,
are for life, and perpetuate their own body in succession
forever, so that a faction once possessing themselves of the
bench of a county, can never be broken up, but hold their
county in chains, forever indissoluble. Yet these justices
are the real executive as well as judiciary, in all our minor
and most ordinary concerns. They tax us at will; fill the
office of sheriff, the most important of all the executive
officers of the county; name nearly all our military leaders,
which leaders, once named, are removable but by them-
selves. The juries, our judges of all fact, and of law when
they choose it, are not selected by the people, nor amen-
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able to them. They are chosen by an officer named by the
court and executive. Chosen, did I say? Picked up by the
sheriff from the loungings of the court yard, after every-
thing respectable has redred from it. Where then js our
republicanism to be found? Not in our Constitution cer-
aainly, but merely in the spirit of our people. That would
oblige even a despot to govern us republicanly. Owing to
this spirit, and to nothing in the form of our Constitution,
all things have gone well. But this fact, so triumphandy
misquoted by the enemies of reformation, is not the fruit
of our Constitution, but has prevailed in spite of it. Our
functionaries have done well, because generally honest
men. If any were not so, they feared to show it.

But it will be said, it is easier to find faults than to
amend them. I do not think their amendment so difficult
as is pretended. Only lay down true principles, and adhere
to them inflexibly. Do not be frightened into their sur-
render by the alarms of the timid, or the croakings of
wealth against the ascendency of the people. If experience
be called for, appeal to that of our fifteen or twenty gov-
ernments for forty years, and show me where the people
have done half the mischief in these forty years, that a
single despot would have done in a single year; or show
half the riots and rebellions, the crimes and the punish-
ments, which have taken place in any single nation, under
kingly government, during the same period. The true

foundation _of republican government s the equal right of
every citizen, in his person and property, and in their.
management. Try by thi a_tally, every provision of
our Constitution, and see if it hangs auegy on the will

of “the people. Reduce your legislature to a convenient
number for full, but orderly discussion. Let every man
who fights or pays, exercise his just and equal right in
their election. Submit them to approbation or rejection at
short intervals. Let the executive be chosen in the same
way, and for the same term, by those whose agent he is

to be; and leave no screen of a council behind which to
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skulk from responsibility. It has been thought that the
people are not competent electors of judges learned in the
law. But I do not know that this is true, and, if doubtful,
we should follow principle. In this, as in many other elec-
tons, they would be guided by reputation, which would
not err oftener, perhaps, than the present mode of appoint-
ment. In one State of the Union, at least, it has long been
tried, and with the most satisfactory success. The judges
of Connecticut have been chosen by the people every six
months, for nearly two centuries, and I believe there has
hardly ever been an instance of change; so powerful is the
curb of incessant responsibility. If prejudice, however, de-
rived from a monarchical institution, is stll to prevail
against the vital elective principle of our own, and if the
existing example among ourselves of periodical election of
judges by the people be still mistrusted, let us at least not
adopt the evil, and reject the good, of the English prece-
dent; let us retain amovability on the concurrence of the
executive and legislative branches, and nomination by the
executive alone. Nomination to office is an executive func-
ton. To give it to the legislature, as we do, is a violation
of the principle of the separation of powers. It swerves
the members from correctness, by temptations to intrigue
for office themselves, and to a corrupt barter of votes; and
destroys responsibility by dividing it among a muldtude.
By leaving nomination in its proper place, among execu-
tve functions, the principle of the distribution of power
is preserved, and responsibility weighs with its heaviest
force on a single head. -

The organization of our county administrations ' may be
thought more difhcplr. But follow prin ifficule Bue follow principle, and the knot

unties itself. Djvide the counties j ch size as
that every citizen can attend, when called on_and act in_
erson. Ascribe to them the government of their wards in
5]_ things relating to‘tl'E'n's%Wes exclusively. A justice,
chosen by themselves, in each, a constable, a milicary com-
pany, a patrol, a school, the care of their own poor, their
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own portion of the public roads, the choice of one or more
jurors to serve in some court, and the delivery, within their
own wards, of their own votes for all elective officers of
higher sphere, will relieve the county administradon of

nearly all its business, will have it better done, and-by mak-

ing_every citizen an acring member of Jh:_gount,%

and in the offices nearest and most interesting to him, will
attach_him by his strongest feelings to the independence of

his country, and its republican Constitution. The jusuces
thus chosen by every ward, would constitute the county
court, would do its judiciary business, direct roads and
bridges, levy county and poor rates, and administer all the
matters of common interest to the whole country. These
wards, called rownships in New Fngland, are the vitgl
principle of their gavernments, and have proved thgg:—
selves the wisest invention ever devi it of
for the perfect exercise of self-government, and for its
Rreservation. We should thus marshal our government into,
1, the general federal republic, for all concerns foreign and
federal; 2, that of the State, for what relates to our own
citizens exclusively; 3, the county republics, for the duties
and concerns of the county; and 4, the ward republics, for
the small, and yet numerous and interesting concerns of
the neighborhood; and in government, as well as in every
other business of life, it is by division and subdivision of
duties alone, that all matters, great and small, can be man-
aged to perfection. Apd_the whole is cemented by giving
nally, 2 part in the administration of

the public affairs.

The sum of these amendments is, 1. General suffrage. 2.
Equal representation in the legislature. 3. An executive
chosen by the people. 4. Judges elective or amovable. s.
Justices, jurors, and sheriffs elective. 6. Ward divisions.
And 7. Periodical amendments of the Constitution.

I have thrown out these as loose heads of amendment,
for consideration and correction; and their object is to se-
cure self-government by the republicanism of our Consti-
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tution, as well as by the spirit of the people; and to nour-
ish and perpetuate that spirit. I am not among those who

fear the people. They, and nor the rich, are ogr depend-
m%ﬁ_@_rﬁnus.d.nndmx And to preserve their inde-
pendence, we must not let our rulers load us with per-
petual debt. We must make our election between economy
and liberty, or profusion and servitude. 1f we run into such
debts, as that we must be taxed in our meat and in our
drink, in our necessaries and our comforts, in our labors
and our amusements, for our callings and our creeds, 2s
the people of England are, our people, like them, must
come to labor sixteen hours in the twenty-four, give the
earnings of fifteen of these to the government for their
debts and daily expenses; and the sixteenth being insuffi-
cient to afford us bread, we must live, as they now do, on
oatmeal and potatoes; have no time to think, no means of
calling the mismanagers to account; but be glad to obtain
subsistence by hiring ourselves to rivet their chains on the
necks of our fellow sufferers. Our land-holders, too, like
theirs, retaining indeed the title and stewardship of estates
called theirs, but held really in trust for the treasury, must
wander, like theirs, in foreign countries, and be contented
with penury, obscurity, exile, and the glory of the nation.
This example reads to us the salutary lesson, that private
fortunes are destroyed by public as well as by private ex-
travagance. And this is the tendency of all human govern-
ments. A departure from principle in one instance becomes
a precedent for a second; that second for a third; and so
on, dll the bulk of the society is reduced to be mere
automatons of misery, to have no sensibilities left but for
sinning and suffering. Then begins, indeed, the bellum
ommium in ommia, which some philosophers observing to
be so general in this world, have mistaken it for the natural,
instead of the abusive state of man. And the fore horse of
this frightful team is public debt. Taxation follows that,
and in its train wretchedness and oppression.

Some men look at constitutions with sanctimonious
reverence, and deem them like the ark of the covenant,
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tmagr_gg_m_mc\md(_i"rhcy ascribe to the men of
the preceding age a wisdom more than human, and sup-
pose what they did to be beyond amendment. I knew
that age well; I belonged to it, and labored with it. It
deserved well of its country. It was very like the present,
but without the experience of the present; and forty years
of experience in government is worth a century of book-
reading; and this they would say themselves, were they to
rise from the dead. I am certainly not an advocate for
frequent and untried changes in laws and constitutions. I
think moderate imperfections had better be borne with;
because, when once known, we accommodate ourselves
to them, and find practical means of correcting their ill
effects. But I know also, that laws and instimrions must
go hand in hand with the progress of the human mind. As

oped, more enlightened, as pew

that becomes more developed

dﬁwjﬁ_gm&&mdmmg._ﬂ;imnm
and opinions change with the change of circumstances, in-
SUW\JT‘L“MMWM@&&
We might as well require a_man to wear sdll the coat
which ficred him when as civilized society to remain
ever under the regimen of their barbarous ancestors. It is
this preposterous idea which has fately deluged Europe
in blood. Their monarchs, instead of wisely yielding to
the gradual change of circumstances, of favoring progres-
sive accommodation to progressive improvement, have
clung to old abuses, entrenched themselves behind steady
habits, and obliged their subjects to seek through blood
and violence rash and ruinous innovations, which, had they
been referred to the peaceful deliberations and collected
wisdom of the naton, would have been put into ac-
ceptable and salutary forms. Let us follow no such ex-
amples, nor weakly believe that one generation is not as
capable as another of taking care of itself, and of order-
ing its own affairs, Let us, as our sister States have done,
avail ourselves of our reason and experience, to correct the
crude essays of our first and unexperienced, although wise,
virtuous, and well-meaning councils. And lastly, let us

<l J/
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pravide in our Constirution for its revision at stated periods.
What these periods should be, nature herself indicates. By
the European tables of mortality, of the adults living at
any one moment of time, a majority will be dead in
about nineteen years. At the end of that period then, 2
new majority is come into place; or, in other words, 2 new
generation. Each generadon is as independent of the one
preceding, as that was of all which had gone before. It
has then, like them, a right to choose for itself the form
of government it be govermiment it lieves mwmn_nLu

_gg;ngs wnms%uendz, to_accommodate to the circum-
stances in which 1t finds M._;haumd from its

predecessors; and it is for the peace and good of mankind,

that a solemn opportunity of doing this ¢very nineteen or
twenty years, should be : provided by the Conpstitution; so
that it may be handed on, with periodical repairs, from
generation to generation, to the end of time, if annhmg
human can so long endure. It is now forty years since the

constitution of Virginia was formed. The same tables in-
form us, that, within that period, two-thirds of the adults
then living are now dead. Have then the remaining third,
even if they had the wish, the right to hold in obedience
to their will, and to laws heretofore made by them, the
other two-thirds, who, with themselves, compose the
present mass of adules? If they have not, who has? The
dead? But the dead have no rights. They are nothing; and
nothing cannot own something. Where there is no sub-
stance, there can be no accident. This corporeal globe and
everything upon it, belong to its present corporeal in-

f‘*habxtants, during their generation.

They alone have—a
right to direcr what-isthe concemn of themselves alone, and
to_declare the law of that direction; and this declaradon

Wmﬂq That majority, then,
a right to depute representatives to a convention, and
to‘ﬁ%m_n:dmupgﬂhmheyihinkﬂﬂ_b:_;hc best
for themselves. But how collect their voice? This is the real

hisisthe rea’
dificulty. If invited by private authority, or county of
disTict meetings, these divisions are so large that few
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will attend; and their voice will be imperfectly, or falsely,
pronounced. Here, then, would be one of the advantages
of the ward divisions l\hnﬁg%gpgsed. The mayor of
every ward, on a question [ike the present, would call his
ward together, take the simple yea or nay of its members,
convey these to the county court, who would hand on
those of all its wards to the proper general authority; and
the voice of the whole people would be thus fairly, fully,
and peaceably expressed, discussed, and decided by the
common reason of the society. If this avenue be shut to
the call of sufferance, it will make itself heard through
that_of force, and we shall go on, as other nations aré™
doing, in the eadless-sircleof appression, rebellion, refor-

mation; and oppression, rebellion, reformation, agamn; and_
so on forever. , —
These, Sir, are my opinions of the governments we see

among men, and of the principles by which alone we may
prevent our own from falling into the same dreadful track.
I have given them at greater length than your letter called
for. But I cannot say things by halves; and I confide them
to your honor, so to use them as to preserve me from
the gridiron of the public papers. If you shall approve and
enforce them, as you have done that of equal representa-
tion, they may do some good. If not, keep them to your-
self as the effusions of withered age and useless time. I
shall, with not the less truth, assure you of my great
respect and consideration.




TOM W. RYAN
144 Willowleaf Drive
Littleton, CO 80127
303-973-5077 (Fax) 303-932-6010

ryandenver@msn.com

December 9, 1999

President William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

Yesterday you said that one of your biggest disappointments this year
was the failure of Congress to pass “common sense gun legislation
which was crying out for action after the tragedy of Columbine.” Just
this past Monday, 5 more students were shot at a middle school in
Oklahoma by a 13 year old student who used his father’'s gun which
did not have a child safety lock as you have proposed. How many
more school shootings must we endure before Congress acts?

After the Columbine tragedy, you came to Littieton to pray in my
church—the Light of the World--to help heal our community. In your
upcoming State of the Union address you have a chance to heal a
nation and make history by giving people back their democracy. Be
bold in your State of the Union: Congress should either pass your
gun control legislation in 90 days or refer the proposals to the people
in_a National Advisory Referendum in 2000 so the people can decide.

You can make history with Jefferson’s idea for an advisory vote on
public policy issues so that in Jefferson’s words, “the voice of the
whole people would be thus fairly, fully and peaceably expressed,
discussed and decided by the common reason of society.” Let’s
create a “New American Community” for a “New American Century”
where we as a nation can come together to forge a public consensus
for our common destiny by opening the doors of decision-making to
the people. People want a more participatory partnership with
government for the future. While others promise it, you can deliver
it—with Jefferson’s plan for a National Advisory Referendum.



| would like to meet with you for 30 minutes at the White House to
discuss with you Thomas Jefferson’s idea for a National Advisory
Referendum as proposed in a letter to Thomas Kercheval in 1816.
History is in your hands; it's time to decide which road to take.

You share Jefferson’s name, you can share his legacy on democracy.

Today we can see clearly that the Internet is revolutionizing
commerce, but how it will change government has yet to be
determined. An initiative campaign has begun in California to let the
people vote in the 2000 election on whether voters should be allowed
to vote from home on their computers. But the future is already here.

The Democratic Party in Arizona has announced that it will allow
people to vote on the Internet for its upcoming March primary—a
first for any binding vote in the US. Just this past week a company
in Seattle (where else?) has announced that it has developed the
cryptography software to make voting on the Internet secure.

Also, NCR announced this week that it will turn its ATM machines into
portals for the Internet to give people access to news and sports.
Yahoo announced that it has made a deal with Sprint to provide
access to its Internet portal. The ATM and phone technology could be
used for Internet voting. People are now voting every day on issues
on several major Internet sites from ESPN to NBC News. Even Dick
Morris has sensed the new wave for increased public participation
spawned by the technology of the Internet and has created a site,
Vote.com, where people can vote on the issues every day.

Morris has the right idea, but Jefferson has the better plan.

But only you can turn Jefferson’s dreams into reality by giving
them life in your State of the Union address. Give me 30
minutes to open for you a new window to our future and | will
give you the keys-to opeti the doors of democracy to the people.
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CYBERVOTING: Being 25th in the nation, the Arizo-
na D_emoc'i'_ajt_i,_c primary doesn’t get much atlention,
but it could 'be notable next year for how it's conduct-
ed. State party leaders ptan to allow voters to cast hal-
. lots for the March 11 primary over the Internet, a first
for any binding vote for public office in the USA.,

Party officials plan to have computers at voting lo-
. cations, along with paper ballots. To vote online from
* home, voters would download a form from the party’s
Web site, choose a personal identification code, sign it
and mail it to the party. Once the signature is verified,
confirmation would be sent to the voter by e-mail. On
Electlon Day, the voter would open the party’s Web
site, enter the ID code and cast an electronic ballot.

Deborah Phillips of the Voting Integrity Project in
Arlington, Va,, sald she worries about fraud. “Anyone
who's spent an hour on the Internet knows the poten-
tial for things to go wrong,” she said. “I have rea} con-
* cerns about privacy on the Internet.”

California and Washington are considering similar
Internet voting.
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Do your civic duty online

The internel is making i easier fo research political candidates and make campaign
sentribulions. And seon, aithough aol nexi year, yoir inay be voling for pregident from
your desktop,

By 1o Woodrff

The Intemet already has succeeded in making the cliché "politics as usual" an
obsolete phrase.

Now, plans are under way to allow registered voters in some areas to cast
their ballots in the 2000 elections with the click of a mouse. You probably
won't be able to vote online for president in next year's election and Intemet
voting won't be widely available. But there will be several areas where you
can vote online at the local level as many towns and counties say they plan to
test the concept over the next year.

Your Money 5

Meanwhile, additional Intemet sites are emerging that Community :

promise to change the way we leam about
candidates, support them financially and monitor their
work once they're in office. Here's a quick summary of
where the online electoral process is headed.
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A Seattle company has developed what it says is the technology to conduct
secure elections via the Internet. The idea started in Washington state, where
about 50% of the vote is now done by mail.

The mail-in system was put in place to help busy people vote and to increase
voter participation. And it has succeeded in getting out more votes, with one
consequence: "In Washington, election officials are burdened by mail-in
ballots," says VoteHere.net CEO Jim Adler.

While mail-in ballots may be the problem in the state of Washington,
elsewhere the problem is the cost of new voting equipment. Many localities
are considering whether to install computer equipment using specialized
voting software at polling sites. According to Adler, these systems cost
several thousand dollars apiece and after the elections, they're locked up until
next time.

Adler's solution to voter apathy and local election costs is his secure system
of Intemet voting, which uses the latest in cryptography technology.
(Cryptography is the technology of encoding information so only authorized
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individuals can read it.) With VoteHere.net's system, you would vote from
your house, your local library or your polling place; wherever you have
Internet access. Towns and counties would not have to buy expensive new
hardware. They would use computers they probably already own.

Election fraud or frivolous hacking that could disrupt an election are obvious
concemns. Here's how VoteHere.net's technology works:

e |f the computer is at your polling place, you are screened just as you
are today before you cast your ballot.

e |f your computer is at work, home or another location, you must register
before the election just as you would for an absentee ballot. You would
fill out a form, print it and mail it to the elections office. As you're doing
this, a privately encrypted "key" is downloaded to a disk on your
computer, which you will use to vote once your application is approved.
You are assigned a personal identification number (PIN) to prevent
someone from voting in your stead.

¢ \When you vote, your encrypted choices are forwarded to the
VoteHere.net Web site, which then notifies you via e-mail that your
vote has been tallied. Later, using your private key and PIN, you can
visit the site and verify that your votes were recorded correctly,
something you cannot do with current polling methods.

Adler says that VoteHere.net has applied for certification in several states and
he expects to know how many localities will try out the system for the 2000
election in three to six months.

Fund raising

The Intemet is promising to change much more than just our method of voting
for officials. While Congress unsuccessfully grappled with campaign finance
reform, the Intemet may be creating an environment for candidates to raise
funds directly from supporters and bypass special interest groups.

Democratic presidential candidate Bill Bradley recently reported that his
campaign has topped the $1 million mark in contributions through its Web
site, mostly through credit-card contributions. GOP hopeful John McCain, an
Arizona senator, likewise has Captured more than $500,000, which is more
than the Republican party's frontrunner, Texas Gov. George W. Bush, has
collected from his Web site.

izssues
For the 2000 election, the Freedom Channel has a site where you can match
up the candidates with issues that are important to you.

You can go to the site, look up an issue and listen to a short video clip of what
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the candidates say on the topic. The League of Women Voters and a group of
nonprofit foundations have created a new Web site, The Democracy Network,
that promises to inform us of both national and local campaigns.

Assistance

And what do you do once you've elected candidates to office? Keep track of
them at ezgov.com, a site that promises to change the way we interact with
elected officials and government agencies.

Ezgov.com identifies who your state’s senators and legislators are in
Congress. You also can find out your representatives at the state and local
level by entering your ZIP code. On the local level, you'll need to enter your
full nine-digit ZIP code, but if you don't know it, ezgov.com has a tool that
looks it up for you, once you enter your home address.

Eventually, the site will let you search through records of real-estate
transactions, buy license tags and pay your parking tickets in counties and
municipalities that allow it. Today, the number of participating communities is
thin.
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(Revised draft to include Congress for 2000 National Advisory Referendum)

Proposed Legislation

to Give the President of the United States the
Power to Refer to the People up to Three
Issues for a National Advisory Referendum to
Give People a Greater Voice in Government
and to Forge a Common Consensus on
Matters of Public Policy.

Section 1. The President of the United States may at his sole discretion
submit to the voters of the United States two issues for a non-binding
advisory vote of the people at the general election to be held in
November of the year 2000.

Section 2. The Congress of the United States may at its sole discretion
submit to the voters of the United States two issues for a non-binding
advisory vote of the people at the general election to be held in
November of the year 2000. The Congress shall certify to the
President of the United States the two issues to be included in the
advisory referendum. The President shall refer the two advisory issues,
without subject to veto, to the several states under Section 5 of this
Act.

Section 3. The President of the United States may at his sole
discretion submit to the voters of the United States one, two or three
issues for a non-binding advisory vote of the people to be held at any
general election for the Congress of the United States beginning in the
year 2002.

Section 4. The purpose of the advisory referendum is to give people a
greater voice in shaping national policy by directly participating in a vote



on issues referred to the people by the President of the United States.
Issues submitted by the President may include proposed federal
legislation, regulations or executive branch policies. Any issue referred
to the voters of the United States shall be written in such a way that a
“‘yes” or “no” vote may be taken.

Section 5. The President shall submit to the election authorities of the
several states the issues for the advisory vote of the people no later
than 120 days prior to the general election. The issues submitted by
the President shall appear on the ballot in close proximity to the
election of the Senators and Representatives to the Congress of the
United States.

Section 6. Any state receiving federal funds shall participate in any
referendum referred to the several states by the President of the United
States as a condition for the continued receipt of federal moneys.

Section 7. Enforcement of this act shall be by a writ of mandamus in
federal district court.



