
Here on page 34 begins a controversy which must be decided by the people. 
Page 34

  If a society is prepared to dictate to all parents how a child should be raised, then society is to a 
certain extent making the state accountable for child rearing and thereby voiding the parents’ natural 
responsibilities. This would be a huge loss of liberty for any responsible parent.  Parents, unlike society 
as a whole, have the benefit of seeing and working with their children every day.  A society will never 
be able to put the time and love that most parents naturally put into the raising of their children, nor 
are the courts particularly skilled at resolving domestic issues about children, such as custody 
disputes; many serious errors occur.

BE> Presently in the US these issues have been in the courts for some time. The Amish have made 
great strides in gaining their rightful authority. However the State has responsibility to the children 
too. The State can require minimum education, health and welfare of the children and the State must 
have the authority to enforce these laws.

pg 36 BE> [OR?]  these good parents also live with the fear that people may see of find out about this 
and then step in and  

pg 37 BE> comma to period anti-federalists, who were against it, 

page 51 BE> Party's - there were part's before the constitution was founded.
Wiggs etc.

page 78 BB> The people in a direct democracy, unlike the people in a Republic, have the final say 
through the power of the vote about whether or not a proposal shall become law.   

[The people of the Republic of Switzerland have had Direct Democracy for over a hundred years. How 
will you explain your view point to them?]

page 71 BB> AMPLY ?? In order to amply the voices of dissent, we propose a four-fifths majority vote 
among the cosponsors in order to accomplish any proposal merger.  

Now I went to the "Constitution" 

I must reject this entire document. Apparently Michael seeks to develop a theocracy and wants us 
people to bow down to their perception of religion. We have enough religious war-ring. 
Theocracy is a form of government in which a God or a deity is recognized as the supreme civil ruler. 
For believers, theocracy is a form of government in which divine power governs an earthly human 
state, either in a personal incarnation or, more often, via religious institutional representatives (i.e.: a 
church), replacing or dominating civil government 

Domination by representatives or church's ------ nope.
Bruce

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_forms_of_government
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Church
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Incarnation


Preamble to Direct Democracy Constitution: We the People, lay claim to creation's deed that we are heirs 
of the earth as granted through the wisdom and glory of God. We hold that humanity as God's creation are his subjects 
and not of man.  Knowing history, from the fall of the  angels to all civilizations that tyranny grows from the pride and 
arrogance to impose ones will over God.  That tyranny through the use of the law from the eating of the forbidden fruit is 
the bondage of all mankind.  That it is this bondage that separated us from God through the use of the law hindering the 
aspirations of ourselves and our forefathers. We hold true that the people are bound before God for the laws and statues 
of their nation and it is therefore their sovereign right to set laws among themselves as they seem justified, until the return 
of our  Lord  and  Savior.  That to secure these rights, governments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers 
from the consent of the governed, that whenever any form of government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the 
right of the people to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new government, laying its foundation on such principles and 
organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety and happiness.  All power and 
government authority in dispute where this document does not explicitly specify the source of authority are here by given 
to the people through the power of the vote.  Any private entity, whether religious or secure, or person, citizen of the 
nation or not, may use the court system to maintain their rights as well as to prosecute any public official or entity who by 
means of their office abuses any rights, liberties or freedoms intended for a person, the people, or private entity. In such 
cases  the burden of  proof  will  reside with  the public  entity  to prove where the constitution or  powers  of  authority 
explicitly deny, tax, regulate, restrict, the person, the people, an individual, a business, or private, secular or religious, 
entity from the expressed or desired right, power, authority, privilege or lack thereof. 


