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Commonwealth Capitalism
Introduction    
 I wrote this book because I was fascinated with Marx for many years. I believed he asked the right questions, but he came up with the wrong answers. That is why communism fails and usually leads to some form of authoritarianism. Nonetheless, the question of a fair wealth distribution is a thread that runs throughout human history. The Aesop fable about the revolt of the body organs against the stomach is one example. The story of Robin Hood underscores a desire for better wealth distribution in the society.  There was the Jacquirie in France in 1358, the Wat Tyler revolt  of 1381, the Flemish revolt, Pugachev’s  Rebellion in Russia, The Indigo Revolt in Bengal, The French Revolution, The Russian Revolution and, of course, the struggles by colonies to free themselves from the oppression of the many Empires. I am especially disgusted by the brutality of Leopold II in the Congo Free State.
      I am a Utilitarian. However, I recognize some fundamental problems with the argument. Most particularly their guiding principle, “The greatest amount of happiness for the greatest number of people,” is too vague for general application. As has been pointed out by many critics, “happiness” can mean many different things to many different people. Mathematical formulas with variables, which are used to make decisions, can be corrupted by individuals with low moral standards.
     Also, their faith that “the rich will be guardians of the nation’s capital” has proven to be a pipe dream. The rich are guardians of their own good fortune, often at the expense of others. A common characteristic of the capitalist “Elite” is their desire to impose their will 



upon everyone else, even democratically elected governments. They see their immense wealth as giving them special privilege to control the direction of societal evolution. This is, of course, contrary to the values of a liberal democracy. The question is, “How do we control such authoritarian tendencies in a free society.” Our inability to do so is why authoritarians pop up so often. 
    In “Commonwealth Capitalism” I argue that the guiding principle of social union should be “The greatest number of benefits and the greatest reduction of deficits for the greatest number of people possible.” I chose to replace “happiness” with “benefits” since benefits are more easily defined and can be measured by an objective scale. I believe that this guiding principle would lead to a more peaceful and just social union, and help keep the authoritarian tendencies of “Elite” capitalists in check.













Commonwealth Capitalism. 

The Universe is a very harsh environment for human beings. In fact, in all the lightyears of space of the Universe, there is only one naturally occurring hospitable environment for human beings that we know of, and that is the planet Earth. Yet even Earth has its detrimental characteristics. Disease, natural disasters, war, misfortune, unfavorable locations and the contempt of human beings for each other can cause suffering and death. Nonetheless there are many benefits to this tiny contradiction we call Earth. There is food, water, shelter, oxygen, space, the possibility of good health and the acquired knowledge to enhance these benefits. 
Despite the difficulties of life on earth, Human Beings seek prosperity and stability in their lives. They want a long healthy life, liberty and, if possible, happiness.  It makes good sense for the human race to take actions which increase the benefits of our planet and eliminate the deficits of our environment as much as possible. If you examine human history, this has been the main focus of our endeavors. This is the primary reason Human Beings unite into societies.
There is one historical fact, however, that must be addressed and has caused friction throughout the centuries. There is always a group of people in these societies, we shall call them “the Elite”, who strive to accumulate a disproportionate amount of benefits for themselves, and deny benefits to the majority. The Elite can be dictators, religious leaders, capitalists, any small group of rich individuals who take control of the means of production and thereby control the distribution of benefits, and by controlling the distribution of benefits, can force their will upon others
. 
The common characteristic of “Elitist” systems is that benefits are allowed to pool in the hands of a small group of individuals while the majority of citizens struggle to survive, sometimes to be comfortable. Often this means the Elite live in great luxury while the working class struggle to meet their basic needs. It means, despite the overall wealth of the society, the benefits are not distributed in an efficient and fair way. It means a small group of people have financial “power” in a society which often outweighs the democratic power of the people as a whole.
There is a common Aesop fable used to justify the Elite trickle down system. In the story, the different parts of the body complain that all the food goes to the stomach. When it is pointed out to them that the stomach distributes the food to the rest of the body it seems like justification of a trickle down system. However, the nutrition does not trickle down from the stomach to the other organs. The nutrition flows through the body by a blood circulation system that includes a pumping heart as well as a network of arteries and veins. When that flow of blood is restricted in any way, the body suffers. If the nutrition that trickles down is a restricted flow, the growth of the body will be restricted. In the same way, if benefits trickle down to its citizens in a restricted flow, a society’s growth will be restricted.   
Whether you call them dictators, communists or billionaires doesn’t matter. The Elite control vast amounts of capital, which means they control the means of production, and use this control to subjugate other citizens, even in democratic societies.   
 For these reasons, and to counter their capital monopoly, I propose a plan of action I call Commonwealth Capitalism.
The Framework of the Argument
1) A basic description of the reality we live in.
2) Human Beings are a product of that reality.
3) What is a Human Being?
4) Human Beings are the best tool makers that we know of.
5) Society is a tool meant to increase benefits and reduce deficits.
6) Society can be organized in many ways. It can be very beneficial for its citizens or used as a weapon against its own members or other societies.
7) Commonwealth Capitalism is the best choice for the majority of people to increase benefits, reduce deficits and to end fear, deprivation and slavery.

What is the plan of action? A Model of Social Union for the benefit of humankind as a whole, not just the Elite.
It is a sad fact but at some point the universe as we know it will cease to exist, the human race will cease to exist and all knowledge, art, industry and purpose will cease to exist. Given this fatalistic viewpoint, what reason is there to carry on if our existence as life-forms is pre-determined to end and fade into nothingness? One answer is, being life forms, we are temporal in nature. That is the fundamental reality of our existence. We have a limited life expectancy as individuals and as a species. We can extend that life expectancy to some degree but being temporal forms is a fact of our existence. We cannot escape the undeniable truth that we are temporal life forms. Nothing we do will change that fact. Accepting that, it makes sense to make for ourselves the best life possible, as an individual and as a species.
In medical science there is a term relating to human beings’ health and that word is “homeostasis.” Homeostasis is defined as, “a state of balance among all the body systems needed for the body to survive and function properly.” Homeostasis refers not only to the inner workings of our organs but also to the economic system by which we obtain the benefits like food and water to keep us healthy. 
With that in mind, the classic question is, “What is the good life? How do attain that homeostasis of health and happiness.” There are many answers, and none of them absolutely wrong or right, but it is my opinion that being a willing participant in a prosperous, peaceful and just society adds value or homeostasis to any life. As such, I offer my observations about social organization and a model of what I feel is the most meaningful and productive society for the average person. “The  Elite” benefit from any society model. They will take what they want and deny benefits to others to meet their goals. There will always be the need for leaders who should be rewarded for good service to the society.  My question is “What model of society offers the most benefits to all citizens of a society.”
A model of society can be based on many different viewpoints. Any model will work, from democratic to tyrannical, if a large majority of citizens accept the model as necessary. For example, a benevolent king could lead an efficient and fair social order whereas a democratic government could be corrupt and intolerant. One question I am trying to answer in this treatise is. “Which model of society offers the most benefits to all of its citizens and promises to offer these benefits in the future?” This treatise is my interpretation, of course, of the type of social union which will be the most beneficial for the average individual while sufficiently rewarding those who lead the society. At this point let me say there is a difference between social leadership and unregulated power and greed, a point which we will explore in depth later. For now, I will make a few basic points.
A good society attempts to make the basic needs for life sustainment available to its members and free all of its citizens from 3 major afflictions: perpetual fear, deprivation and slavery. When one thinks about it, deprivation is the root cause of all 3 of these afflictions. Perpetual fear stems from the possible deprivation of one’s life by another person or group. Slavery stems from the deprivation of one’s liberty by another person or group. Basic deprivation is the lack of necessities to support life caused by another person, another group or an economic system which denies these necessities to its citizens.  It is the purpose of a good society to counter perpetual fear, basic deprivation and slavery and promote legal and financial stability, comfort and joy. This is how a good society attains homeostasis.  
Conclusion so far.
A good social order aims to provide the basic necessities of life and  eliminate fear, deprivation and slavery for ALL of its citizens, not just an “Elite” class. Homeostasis for individuals is the “state of balance among all the body systems needed for the body to survive and function correctly.” One necessity for homeostasis is the flow of benefits through the body by an unrestricted blood stream. Homeostasis for a society is “the elimination of fear, deprivation and slavery and an increased supply of necessary life supporting benefits so that the social order can survive and function properly.”  To achieve this, benefits must flow, like blood in a healthy circulation system, to the members of the society.  The guiding directive of social union should be, “The greatest number of benefits and the greatest reduction of deficits for the greatest number of people possible.” 
It is important that benefits should not “trickle down” at the whim of an Elite Capitalist class, but flow like a river to the overwhelming majority of common citizens. A restricted flow of benefits by a trickle down economy does not allow the greatest number of people possible to profit from increased production and elimination of deficits.  Elimination of fear, deprivation and slavery must be guaranteed constitutionally and upheld with good practice or there is no true fundamental reason for the average person to act responsibly as citizens. 
Let us now proceed to justifying our prime directive and values. I will start by offering some general observations of our reality. 

General Observations of Our Reality 
I will start the defence of my position by making some general observations of our reality. This is by no means a complete and meticulous description of our universe but is meant to be a starting point of our discussion on Society. Society changes reality for the benefit of human beings. To understand what it is that we can change, we need to know what that reality is.
1) The universe is a large quantity of tiny eternal particles that occupy a larger, possibly infinite, empty space. The fact that there are eternal particles in a larger empty space allows for change and movement therefore an evolving universe, not a static one. In general, we can say we live in a composite reality that exhibits constant change and motion. This characteristic of our universe is fundamental and something we cannot change. The human invented measurement of that change and motion is what we call time. Whether time is a dimension of our universe, or not, is up for debate. What is not deniable is that we exist in a reality that is composite, transformative and in motion. 
2) Eternal particles combine into forms. Some of these forms are life forms but the majority of these forms are inanimate. All forms are temporal. They are created, have a certain length of existence we measure in time units, and then decompose. Other than the eternal particles of which they were composed, nothing survives. No soul, no universal spirit, no conscious understanding survives the decomposition of forms. Only the eternal particles and the larger empty space survive. And when our universe dissolves into waves of particles from constant expansion, or shrinks back into a single black hole, all our knowledge, accomplishments and memories will disappear forever. The human race is truly temporal.
3) The combining, decomposing and movement of these eternal particles is governed by basic forces. These forces include electromagnetism, gravity, the weak atomic force and the strong atomic force. There is talk of another force called dark energy. We do not yet totally understand how all these forces work. It is conceivable there are forces we have not yet discovered but we are aware that forces exist and have a large influence on the unfolding of our universe. I happen to be someone who believes that gravity is a force. If it bends light, we do not yet understand why it does so. The change and movement of our universe is basically caused by the forces present in this universe.
4) The fact that a large quantity of eternal particles occupying a larger vacuum are governed by basic forces does not mean an equal distribution of particles and force throughout space. In fact the exact opposite is true and observable. Inequality of the eternal particles and force throughout space is a basic observable fact of our reality. Inequality is everywhere. Inequality is a common observable characteristic of our existence. Inequality in Nature means inequality in society. What do we do about that?
5) The eternal particles in a larger space under the influence of basic forces in an unequal distribution gives rise to another phenomenon called Process. Just as particles combine to make forms such as planets, suns, lakes, rocks, trees, human beings, etc. so the natural characteristics of particles manipulated by the natural characteristics of the basic forces creates movement of Influence called Process. Examples of Process would be evolution, recycling, entropy, luck, consciousness, love, Darwin’s natural selection and choice. It is important to realize that process is not a “thing” unto itself. It is a combination of factors. Things like particles and force can be examined as unique entities. A process is the result of a combination of factors, a formula of multiple variables. Because process is a combination of factors, not a single fundamental characteristic, the formula for any process can be influenced.
The act of living is a process in that living is dependent upon a combination of favourable circumstances. It is possible that the existence of life upon earth is the greatest stroke of luck ever. Consider that our bodies are composed of elements that make up only 4% of the universe and that life can only exist under very unique circumstances. It is possible that despite the tremendous vastness of existence, human life could be more of a fluke than a predictable presence in reality. Nonetheless, human life is the result of a particular process. Any alteration in the circumstances of the creation of that life may have led to a different outcome. I stress, life on earth could be the result of the greatest stroke of luck ever, in that the right process occurred at the right time in the right way. 
6) There are consequences in the universe. The result of process is consequence. The universe is not a stagnant structure of particles being held in one place by forces. The particles move, combine, break apart, recombine, relocate, are acted upon by forces, exert influence over other particles and forces, concentrate in one area and are scarce in another area. The bottom line is that the combination of particles and forces in a large vacuum creates change and motion. The circumstances of change and motion produce a result or consequence. If the circumstances of change and motion remain the same then the consequence is predictable. If the circumstances of change and motion vary, then there will be a consequence, but most likely it will be a different result.
Life on earth is the result of a very fortunate occurrence of circumstances. If the perfect natural process had not happened at an appropriate time in the best circumstances then life on earth may have never happened. It may be the biggest stroke of luck, but it did happen. As a result human beings evolved on this earth and have become the dominant species. We are the consequence of a natural process of the universe that happened at just the right time in the right way.
7) There is no God. As much as many would hope for a kind, all powerful central human-like force, it does not exist. More than 5,000 years of civilized human existence has not revealed a single objective proof of a God. All proofs of a God, including the Bible or the Koran etc. are anecdotal. The contradiction of our miserable violent world being created by a benevolent God who does not counter the evil on earth should convince anyone that there is no all-powerful, kind, benevolent wise being. A great many people died in the Second World War. Some say 50 million people, some say 70 million others say over 100 million. What is important for this discussion is that most of those people would have believed in a supreme being and would have prayed for deliverance from their awful situation. There was no salvation provided, except by those men who fought for democracy and decency. Human beings delivered salvation where possible, not God.
The universe is self-ordering. It is not guided by a God who embodies human values. It is completely objective and at times merciless and certainly unfair in the way it distributes benefits and deficits to forms and especially life forms. There is no law or code etched in the universe by an all-powerful being waiting to be discovered or revealed by a priest, minster or other religious leader. It is up to us, the human race, to reshape our reality into a better world. 
I understand that, when one sees the stupidity that can happen in our world, the number of unnecessary deaths, the destruction caused by wars, the imbalance of wealth, the genocides, the suffering, it is so tempting to wish a benevolent central human-like force could take control of our situation and make it all better. At the very least we want to know that having suffered for a lifetime we will get our reward in heaven. The bare truth is it does not happen. We are temporal beings trying to survive in a world that offers us both benefits and deficits. At times it does seem like the deficits outweigh the benefits. That is why suicide is one of the leading causes of death around the world. 
We must make the best of the reality we find ourselves in. We must work to increase the benefits and decrease the deficits of the reality we find ourselves in. To paraphrase Voltaire, “There is no Garden of Eden. We must cultivate our own Garden.” The average person must cultivate Commonwealth Capitalism to overthrow the oligarchy of the Elite Capitalists.
These seven observations constitute a very general description of the Natural Order. They do not constitute a complete description of our universe but they do form the basis for a discussion on society. As one philosopher, Francis Bacon noted, “Nature, to be commanded, must be obeyed.” And to obey nature, so you can command nature, you must first know how nature works. One of the questions that will arise, as we attempt to control nature, is, “How much does a society imitate the Natural Order, and how much of the Natural Order do we attempt to alter?” This question will be a thorn in the side of any social thinker. Many people, especially the Elite, will look at the characteristic of Inequality, and argue it is natural for a society to reflect that Inequality. They will justify it with some form of Social Darwinism, insisting on the survival of the fittest, even in the social environment. What they fail to point out is that Natural selection is Natural. A species does not choose to deprive other species of benefits. It occurs because they are better suited to their environment. In social Darwinism there is a conscious decision made to gather wealth at the detriment of others.  The Elite Capitalists advocate this view only to maintain their advantages over others by having a grip on the economic and political decisions of the society. In that way they turn ordinary people into ersatz citizens, people with social standing but excluded from having power over their lives. Others will argue that we can counter Inequality and social Darwinism through strong social organization. Good organization and fair benefit distribution controls social Darwinism. It creates a more stable and more prosperous society. I happen to agree with the latter.

Definitions

The Natural Order refers to the unconscious consistencies and evident facts about how our universe organizes itself. I have provided a list of 7 very general observations about the Natural Order already. This order exists with or without human beings or any other life forms.
The Savage Reality refers to a mental state of life forms which guides actions in the absence of a social contract. It only exists in the conscious realm of human beings and other life forms, but is a response to the Natural Order. The Savage Reality is the condition of every man for himself. Every living form acts in his own best interest employing whatever means is possible to gather benefits and avoid deficits in the Natural Order. There is no social contract. Living forms, including humans, are participants in the Natural Order, not manipulators of it. Most importantly there is no socialized action to increase benefits and reduce deficits or to eliminate fear, deprivation and slavery. In this case, life is reduced to surviving long enough to successfully replicate before dying. Most importantly there is no such thing as ownership. One can possess something, and defend that possession, but there is no ownership. Everyone has a natural right to everything. The ability to possess something, and defend that possession, is fundamental.
The Civilized State refers to a mental state of human life forms which guides actions in the presence of a formal or informal social contract. It only exists in the conscious realm of human beings, but it is also a response to the Natural Order. The Savage Reality is always with us. The Civilized State is a veneer over the Savage Reality. The thicker we make this veneer through education, moral persuasion, good laws and prosperity the less likely it will be jettisoned to return to the Savage Reality. The civilized state does try to enhance benefits and reduce deficits for the greatest number of people through co-ordinated joint action. It does try to eliminate fear, deprivation and slavery by a strong social contract. Obviously, to obtain these goals it must alter the natural state within the boundaries of the society. 
One of the questions that arises is, of the 7 general characteristics in the natural world, which of these characteristics must be reflected in the social order, and which do we attempt to change in order to increase benefits, reduce deficits and to eliminate fear, deprivation and slavery. I will say there are four we cannot change and 3 that we can choose to change if we have the will and resources to do so.

Four General Characteristics that we cannot change.
1) We cannot change the fact that we live in a composite reality. Just as life forms, and all forms for that matter, are composed of a variety of very tiny particles, so society is formed of many citizens with different personalities and physical traits.
2) There is an old saying. The river we step into is not the river we stand in. Just as the water in a river moves and changes constantly so our universe moves and changes constantly. The universe is not stagnant. It never stands still.  Transformation and motion are consistencies in our reality which we cannot prevent. Maybe we can influence transformation and motion, but they do occur without our inducement. And in the same way social order must change. Leaders live and die. Ideas are popular and then go out of fashion. New technologies give rise to new possibilities. Just as the universe is in constant change and motion, so are social organizations. 
3) We cannot change the basic forces of the universe. We can use them to our advantage but we cannot change the fact there are basic forces in the universe and that they act in a certain manner. We may not totally understand how these forces work. We are aware of them and have found ways to employ their power. 
4) We cannot change the fact there is no God. As much as many of us would like to believe we are under the care of a loving all powerful central power, it is not true. There is too much cumulative evidence to disprove the existence of such a superior being, and hardly any factual evidence to support the idea. In fact, most if not all evidence to support such a concept is anecdotal. So why does such a concept continue to exist? In my opinion, there is an underlying childlike psychological need that human beings have whereby they want to be “taken care of.” The world is a nasty place and it is difficult for most of us to achieve a carefree lifestyle. To believe there is a father-like figure who will respond to our prayers is very desirable. There are two problems with this belief. First, it is not true. There is no verifiable proof of a kind and generous supreme being. Second, it creates the illusion that there will be kind and generous supermen who will “take care of us” if they become our leaders. This is also not true. History has shown these “supermen” are aggressive, selfish brutes. From Alexander the Great through Genghis Khan to Hitler, Stalin, Mao, Putin and Kim Jong Un there is a long and verifiable history of death and destruction. They may have created large empires but they rule by fear, deprivation and enslavement of people. They have committed genocide. They have tortured and imprisoned millions. They dehumanize the ones they label as their enemies and punish them for not worshiping their superiority.  They are not loving, powerful, caring superior beings, they are monsters with a veneer of civility.  
 The human race needs to mature, cut ties to a mythical father figure who will take care of us, and start depending on ourselves if we are to make our lives free from fear, deprivation and slavery. There is no supreme being, either God or superhuman. We must cultivate our own garden.
These are the 4 things we cannot change about the Natural Order.
So now, what can we change? 
First it must be remembered that all things in the universe can act as agents of change and are acted upon by agents of change. Human beings, because they can make conscious choices, are very active agents of change within their sphere of influence. We eat, therefore we kill other living things to make food and then expel the waste. We breathe oxygen and expel carbon dioxide. We drink water and expel waste. We gather resources and build shelters. We burn fossil fuels and change our climate. Many more examples can be listed.
Recognizing that we are active agents of change what are some characteristics of our universe that we can change?
We can alter consequences with our choices. We can influence the natural processes of the universe by consciously altering the conditions of the processes.  We can direct the outcomes of many processes in our universe. In fact the aspects of the universe that we can alter most have to do with process. Process, as you may recall, is a combination of characteristics and/or actions which produces a predictable result or consequence. A predictable result hinges on knowing all the factors which will produce that consequence. Often we fail to take all the factors into consideration, or the knowledge is not evident to us, and that can frustrate our expectations. But we can, with knowledge, effort and investment, alter certain processes in our environment to our advantage, and unfortunately sometimes to our disadvantage.
The most obvious changes or influences we can have on our lives are the choices that we make. We can choose to use technology or not to use it. We, as a species, can choose to invest in weapons, or we can invest in education and health care. We can choose the laws we wish to live under or rebel against the existing law. We can choose to live or not to live. Choice is a process connected to consciousness and the overwhelming majority of people can make conscious choices which influence their situation in life and the consequences of their actions. A person can choose to be a good citizen in a society, or to be a rebel, or to be antisocial and destructive. We are the result of an evolutionary process, and we can influence, even direct, the processes of our world.
Here are some processes that we can influence.
Entropy is a process in the universe which breaks down existing forms like life forms. It relates directly to the process of recycling, which is the breaking down of forms into smaller particles and the re-combination of those particles into new forms. Human beings have discovered many counters to entropy like medicines and medical procedures which prolong life. Farming methods which increase food production and especially food preservation methods like canning, adding spices and drying have helped prolong life during droughts and shortages. Technologies which prevent rust, rot and natural disintegration are counters to entropy. There are multiple examples of human intervention in the natural world to prevent entropy.
Another form of process that we can influence is luck. Luck is defined as the combination of circumstances that has an influence over the fortunes of an individual or group of individuals. Luck is not a force. It is a process. It cannot be eliminated, but it can be influenced. Luck can be fortuitous or it can be destructive. Good technology can improve our luck. Medicine can counter the bad luck of catching a deadly disease. Good knowledge can help us make better choices to counter bad luck. A well-organized society can help counter bad luck. Nonetheless, luck can be influenced but it cannot be eliminated. Nor can a person make their own luck, they can only influence it.
I make this point strongly that you can influence your luck but you cannot make your own luck. I have encountered many people who say they have made their own luck by working hard. I have encountered people who claim to have made their own luck by using their skills. But the very existence of the human race is a result of the most beneficial and fortunate combination of circumstances. The human race exists because the right process happened at the right time in the right way. We were also lucky in that an asteroid struck the earth, killed the dinosaurs, and we took their place as the dominant species. Humans are to a large degree a product of luck and to some degree luck influences our lives. Any human being that exists does exist because of the good luck that allowed our life forms to be created by the universe and to become the dominant species on earth.
Evolution is a process. Again, it is a process which we can influence but cannot completely control. A survey of our history demonstrates beyond doubt that our evolution is tied to technology and its development. Human beings are the best tool makers and tool users that we know of in the universe. Our ability to design tools with our brains and use them with our hands is unmatched by any other species. The technological advancements in medicine, transportation, weapons, communication, cultivation and preservation of food, construction and preservation of shelters, and the design and organization of societies demonstrates clearly how our evolution as a species is tied to our tool making ability. Language is a tool for communicating and preserving ideas and knowledge. Technology is a driving force in our evolution, but it is sad to say it is not always a positive force. 
Further to evolution, natural selection is a process and not a force. As a process we can change it. Natural selection is bound by the benefits that nature offers. With good organization and technology we can expand the boundaries of nature. In other words we increase the benefits that nature offers and reduce its deficits so we are no longer bound by natural selection, but by social abundance. We can expand benefits and reduce deficits to the point where they are available to the greatest number of people possible. Natural selection transforms into social abundance. 
For many of us the development of the atomic bomb, although a technological triumph, has given the human race the ability to destroy itself and most of the world with it. One has to wonder if this is really a step forward in our social advancement. As a friend of mine once said, “Man has had fire for thousands of years, and we still don’t control it in all situations. Now we have the atomic bomb. Can we expect to control it better than fire?” It is frightening to think that our own technological skill could lead to the end of our evolutionary path.
Another example of technological development gone wrong is the chemical DDT. DDT was developed to control pests like flies and mosquitoes. It was used during the 1960’s and it did a good job, although it never eliminated the pests. However, it was soon discovered that nature could not break down DDT so it was banned. Since 1970, every human being tested for DDT has some of the chemical in their body. So far, its presence in human beings appears to be inert, but it is there, and it serves as a warning that, as valuable as technology is, we must be careful. One wrong step and we could destroy ourselves unwittingly.
Inequality is another self-evident characteristic of the universe that we can attempt to counter. Just a quick inventory of the natural distribution of resources around the world that human beings find useful illustrates this point as self-evident. One area has abundant water resources and productive farmland. Another is barren desert. Parts of the universe seem empty and cold. Other areas are dense concentrations called stars or planets. Some areas of the universe are flooded with light. Other areas are dark and forbidding. The earth is a natural habitat for life. No other planet we know of has earth’s naturally occurring benefits. To live on other planets human beings will need to terraform them. Inequality is so self-evident nothing could be more self-evident. Yet, there is an inherent desire among human beings to be treated equally, at least in certain specific endeavors. There is the democratic idea of one person, one vote. There is the idea of equality before the law. There is the idea of the level playing field in business, which means an equal opportunity to succeed. Socialized medicine offers the opportunity to equal health access. Public education offers an equal opportunity to learning skills. There is an on-going debate as to how far a society should go in countering natural inequality. I will say now that it is a question that goes to the very center of how society should be organized. Do we allow an inequality where benefits flow from the source of production into the hands of an elite which then lets it trickle down to the masses. Or do we insist that certain necessary benefits flow directly from production into the hands of the masses while excess benefits reward the ruling class. Maybe there should be a completely equal distribution of benefits among the civilians of a society, emphasizing the equal worth of every citizen. 
I will present my opinion later. But there is general agreement that in some areas, it is the role of society to counter the natural inequality of the universe.
The purpose of social organization is to direct our choices, counter inequality and manipulate process so that we can provide the basic necessities to every member of society and eliminate fear, deprivation and slavery. The general directive for accomplishing this is expressed in this manner.
“A society is meant to provide the greatest number of benefits and the greatest reduction in deficits for the greatest number of people possible.” 
A classic Utilitarian will note the variation from the directive, “The greatest amount of happiness for the greatest number of people.” That is because happiness is a very difficult notion to define and measure. Happiness can be obtained by some people (the Capitalist Elite) through the suffering of other people. Slave owners around the world are happy to own slaves, despite the deprivation of the slave’s liberty and security. Benefits are easier to define and measure, and are therefore more achievable.

Conclusion so far
I have focused on 7 general but important characteristics of our reality. There are 4 characteristics we cannot change.

1) The universe is composed of very tiny particles scattered across a larger vacuum. We cannot change that.
2) There are forces in nature like gravity, electromagnetism, the weak atomic force and the strong atomic force, and possibly other forces. We cannot change that.
3) The universe is not stagnant or uniform. It is in constant motion and transformation because it is a composite reality in a larger vacuum with unequal application of forces.  We cannot change that. 
4) There is no God. We cannot change that.

What can we change and manipulate?

5) We can change consequences by changing our choices.
6) We can alter processes to produce a beneficial result.
7) We can reduce inequality through social union.

Human beings are a product of this reality. The creation of life on this planet may have occurred  because of a giant stroke of luck. Nonetheless, we are a product of this reality and we have a right to be here. Some basic characteristics of our environment we cannot change. Nonetheless, we have the ability to manipulate certain characteristics of our reality for our benefit, or our detriment.


Human Beings are the product of this reality
Human beings are life forms. We are the product of this reality, its material characteristics, its evolution, its cosmological organization and, as such, we give it purpose because we are the conscious part of the universe examining itself, understanding itself, defining itself.  We need no other justification to exist. No God, no King, no Ruler, no Church, No invented Philosophy, not even citizenship in a society justifies a person. Our natural creation by the objective universe justifies our existence. Human beings may be the result of the right process occurring at the right time in the right way, an incredibly lucky circumstance, but we are here, a product of our reality and therefore justified by our natural creation and continued existence in that reality.
Because our existence is justified by the universe we have the natural right to sustain our lives by harvesting from that environment which created us the benefits it offers, by any means available. The overwhelming majority of us choose to form into social unions which are intended to increase the benefits and decrease the deficits for the members of the social union. Since we are products of this reality, and we must harvest benefits from this reality to sustain our lives, the formation into social groupings to aid in harvesting benefits, and increasing benefits, is a logical extension of our circumstances.
 Human beings are also participants in this cosmological evolution and are manipulators of our environment. Certain characteristics of this environment cannot be changed, while other characteristics can be manipulated. The attainment of necessities like food, shelter, air, water, space and health is a natural right and in that right is the attainment of those natural benefits by any means possible. There is no natural law that restricts our abilities to attainment, only our ability to act and the threat of consequences of our actions. When we enter into a social contract, however, we surrender the right to certain actions to attain a more efficient production and larger number of these benefits. We willingly allow the authority of a governing power to define which actions are permitted and which actions are outlawed in exchange for an enhanced share of the benefits. This governing power determines the nature of distributive justice in the society. That means how the enhanced benefits of the society will be distributed. In that sense, Society is a human invented tool which is meant to increase benefits and decrease deficits, ideally, for the greatest number of people possible. In order to guarantee an enhanced share of the benefits, the common people must choose the governing power wisely and have control over the means of production.
What is a Human Being?
Since a social contract, either written or de facto, is entered into by human beings it would be helpful to define what a human being is. Life forms and therefore human beings are the result of a long evolutionary process. They were not spontaneously created by a God or Omnipotent Power. As stated earlier, human life on earth may be the greatest stroke of luck ever in the universe. It is conceivable but not certain that the conditions which produced conscious life with imagination, substantial memory and opposable thumbs will happen only once in the unfolding and eventual destruction of this universe. I do not insist that this is true. There may be advanced life forms on many planets throughout the universe. However, we have no evidence at this time to prove that.
It is also true that, at one time, dinosaurs ruled the earth, and our ancestors were a minor species by comparison. The asteroid that struck earth and killed the dinosaurs was also a great stroke of luck for the human race in that it allowed human beings to become the dominant species on earth. So, what is a human being?
First, human beings are composite beings. We are made of particles that have mass. These particles combine to make organs which combine to make a single human being. Human beings combine together to form social unions. Human beings are part of a composite reality.
We occupy space on earth and in the expanse of the universe. We are influenced by the forces of the universe such as gravity etc. We come in contact with other entities, some of them life forms. We are influenced by these contacts. We are also capable of influencing our environment by manipulating the processes that influence us. In sum, we can be agents of change and motion, and we are acted upon by agents of change and motion.
Because we are acted upon by agents of change, human beings are very susceptible to entropy. This vulnerability is why we strive to increase benefits and reduce the deficits of our environment. Living is a process. It is dependent upon a beneficial combination of environmental characteristics, circumstances and actions. Life forms only exist in certain conditions. They require an environment that offers sufficient heat and a solvent system like water. There must be a means of protection in order to survive long enough to successfully reproduce.  Life forms have an economic system to gather food, water and find shelter and a genetic code and sexual process for successful replication. We choose to act as agents of change to increase benefits and reduce the deficits of our environment to delay the effects of entropy.
One advantage that human beings have is that we are omnivores. We eat meat and vegetable matter and the greater the variety of food that a species eats the greater chance of survival that species has.
Consciousness, another process, means we can study our environment and then make choices concerning our actions. It allows human beings to manipulate their environment for their benefit. Human beings are the most advanced designers and manufacturers of tools and the most talented users of tools we know of. This ability to be aware of and investigate our environment, to store knowledge and pass it on to future generations and to invent tools that help us influence our environment has made us the dominant species on earth at this time. Society is a complex but useful tool. Our evolution as a species is directly linked to our tool making ability, including the tool of social union.
Human beings are social animals. From our humble beginnings we have known the benefits of “living together.” Our ancestors, facing the threat of powerful dinosaurs, found “strength in numbers.”  No doubt early social gatherings reflected a flocking attitude. In this situation, individuals group for minimum benefits like spotting food, easier reproduction or increasing the odds of survival when the group is attacked by a predator. In a flocking social grouping, once food is identified or a predator attacks, it is every man for himself. Members of the flock scramble to gather as much food as possible for themselves and if another member of the flock loses out that is their bad luck. Members of the flock flee from a predator and are relieved if a predator catches a different member of the flock for his meal. This is very different from an advanced benevolent attitude where we take responsibility for one another with social programs, mutual defence and wealth sharing.
However, it must be remembered, even though we are social animals, and we have consciously evolved society into a formidable complex tool, any tool can be weaponized and that includes social organization. That statement may seem like a contradiction but is also an unfortunate fact, with many examples in our history, like Nazi Germany, Stalin’s Russia or Mao’s China.

The Prime Motivator
As stated earlier, human beings are highly susceptible to entropy. We will all die sooner or later. For this reason, the prime motivation for life forms is the preservation of their genetic code. This preservation of the genetic code involves three broad categories.
First, an individual and the species must keep itself healthy and strive for a long life. To stay healthy means obtaining food, shelter, water, air and space to live. This also involves adapting to changing situations and evolving as a life form. 
Second, defending one’s individual life and the species as a whole from predators is also paramount for survival and preserving the genetic code. Self defense involves gaining an advantage over other life forms when competing for resources.
Third, preserving the genetic code also means reproducing. As stated, life forms are susceptible to entropy and therefore are temporal. So if the species is to survive it must produce offspring that are fundamentally similar to the parents. This reproduction is accomplished by sharing and combining DNA, usually through sexual intercourse. Technology has provided other forms of reproduction such as cloning and in vitro fertilization, but reproduction is necessary for the survival of a life form species.
Connected with reproducing is protecting and developing children. Human babies are not born self-sufficient. It takes years for a child to develop into a self-sufficient adult. Human beings must be good providers for their children so that the species survives. Parents must also survive long enough to ensure their children grow into adults.
There is little doubt that social organization has aided the human race in preserving the genetic code. The advancements in food cultivation, medicine, shelter construction etc. have provided greater security to individuals, families and the species. As well, social stability allows for more stable social interactions that produce more offspring. The population explosion of the last two centuries bears witness to this fact.
Nonetheless, I must warn again that the tool of social organization can be too easily weaponized. Look at Nazi Germany. Its attempts to justify and promote a pure Aryan race, and the blaming of other races for its failures are examples of the genetic preservation motivation being totally misrepresented and used falsely to manipulate public opinion. This hatred is genetic preservation based, but completely misguided and untrue. Research has determined that all human beings share 99.9% of their genetic makeup. Everyone is your brother or sister. Everyone has a common ancestor. Fighting among ourselves is an ironic contradiction of the prime motivator.
As far as culture is concerned, there are specific differences in terms of food preparation, shelter building, transportation etc., but cultures all over the world are a response to the same set of questions. What can we eat? Where will we live? How will we live together? What modes of transportation will we use? The responses are different based on the resources available to us, the specific survival problems of our geographic area and the ingenuity and choices of the people. We all answer the same questions and have slightly different answers. Yet we all want the same things. Food. Shelter. Clean Air. Clean Water. Space. Health. Life. Liberty. Stability and Happiness.
As already stated, it is very possible that life on earth was the result of a giant stroke of luck, and human-like life exists nowhere else. That could make us the rarest entities in the universe. Human beings are the most aware, the most talented, the absolute best toolmakers, the most productive life forms that we know of. As unique as we may be, the contradiction is that human beings are also completely unnecessary to the unfolding of the universe. The simple truth is the universe can function as it has always functioned if we never existed. To paraphrase a popular song, the universe goes on within us and without us.
Nonetheless, we do exist. Since that is the case we must ask the question, “While we strive to preserve our genetic code, what lifestyle helps us achieve that goal?” The answer is to eliminate the 3 worst deficits found in the Savage Reality. We should strive to eliminate fear, deprivation and slavery through participation in a workable, beneficial social structure of our own making. Joy, not fear, economic stability, not deprivation, liberty, not slavery, are things we all want, and that we all can have, with the right organization and attitude. Good social organization is the tool that can give it to us. Entropy, to which we are very susceptible, can come in the form of social decay. We must guard against it.
The conclusion so far.
The prime motivator of human action is the preservation of our genetic code. Whether we are fending off predators, eating and drinking healthy food, building shelter or reproducing, we are preserving the genetic code. Historically, human beings are social animals. This flocking pattern of human behavior has helped preserve the genetic code by exposing the weaker members of the species to harm while offering the possibility of escaping harm to the stronger members during a moment of predator attack. The flocking pattern has also helped identify food and danger through the combined use of eyes, ears and all our senses. It makes reproduction easier.
Human beings are also the best tool designers, makers and users that we know of in the universe. Society is a tool which satisfies our social needs and helps in preserving the genetic code. For these reasons the prime directive of society should be, “The greatest increase in benefits and the greatest decrease in deficits for the greatest number of people possible.” Following this directive produces an environment in which the genetic code is protected through more peaceful and prosperous means and by increasing the population.
Good social order requires physical effort and mental acceptance. Good social order is subject to entropy like any other form in the universe. Good social order is meant to eliminate fear, deprivation and slavery. Fear, deprivation and slavery are detrimental characteristics of the Savage Reality. Fear, deprivation and slavery can be used to weaponize a society.

Humans are the most advanced tool makers and users  
Human beings are the most advanced tool designers, makers and users we know of. Society is a very large and important tool. The founding principle of Society, as a tool to prosperity, is to create “The greatest number of benefits while reducing deficits for the greatest number of people possible.” Deficits fall into 3 major categories. They are fear, deprivation and slavery. Fundamental benefits include food, shelter, clean water, clean air, space, and health. The role of society is to eliminate the deficits of fear, deprivation and slavery and to facilitate the attainment of food, shelter, clean water, clean air, space and health. 
Unfortunately, as history has taught us, any tool can be turned into a weapon. Hammers for building houses can be turned into war clubs. Nuclear power plants can yield nuclear bombs. The same is true of the social union. Aggressive selfish people can corrupt the true purpose of social organization and rule the society by fear, by deprivation or by enslaving the citizens. Citizens must be active in the battle to keep society from becoming the weapon of these aggressive, selfish so-called leaders. Ordinary citizens must learn to use the tool of society to their advantage so they do not live in fear, deprivation or slavery. We must be wary of the enemy within our society as much as the enemy from without. Clear division of power among the branches of government and sharing of power among the people is the best way to control the enemy within the society.
Society as the Ultimate Human Tool
I have already mentioned that Social Organization is a human invented tool, evolving from the benefit human beings realized when they flock together. I will go further and say that Social Organization is the ultimate tool developed by humans. In its most advanced and efficient form it is a process which provides the average human being with life, liberty, economic stability, and social opportunities not available in the Savage World. It is a composite entity that uses the combined efficiency of all other tools like language, hand tools, organizational skills, education and scientific discovery etc. to potentially make a better world. Society is therefore a process and not a basic singular characteristic like gravity or fundamental particles. As a process society is something we can influence, change, maintain or alter. Social organization is the ultimate human designed tool, when employed properly. Unfortunately, like any tool, it can be turned into a weapon by aggressive selfish people.
The conclusion so far.
Human beings are social animals. Human beings are the best tool designers, makers and users that we know of in the universe. Cars, ships, computers, medicines, books, these are but a few of the many tools which do not occur naturally but which were designed and constructed by the conscious will of human beings. Society is a similar but more complex tool which produces and distributes benefits. The prime directive of society should be, “The greatest increase in benefits and the greatest decrease in deficits for the greatest number of people possible.” All tools require maintenance to be kept in good working order. Society is no different. Good social order requires physical effort and mental acceptance. Good social order is subject to entropy like any other entity in the universe. Good social order is meant to eliminate fear, deprivation and slavery. Fear, deprivation and slavery are unwanted characteristics of the Savage Reality. BUT, any tool can be used as a weapon. Social union can be used as a weapon. Citizens must guard against the entropy and corruption of their social union by internal, as well as external, aggressors.

Society can be organized many ways
We will now make our observations of the human world even more complex. We are always in and are a product of the Natural Order. It exists with us or without us. It has characteristics that are fundamental and consistent. Although it is very complex, it can be reliably predictable because it is not influenced by conscious choice. 
Human beings do make conscious choices, which complicates things more. There are two conflicting mental states of human existence. There is the Savage Reality mental state, often described as every man for himself, and the Civilized State, or the sophisticated engineered world of a social contract. Many times human beings find themselves conflicted by these two mental states. To give a concrete image of this reality, imagine 2 areas of land. One area is the Savage Reality, the other the Civilized State. An average human being lives on the border between the two, hoping to be in the Civilized State all the time but at any moment could find himself/herself in the Savage Reality. 
To give an example of when the Savage Reality intrudes on the Civilized Reality, imagine that you are walking home at night. You have had an enjoyable and peaceful evening with friends and are feeling confident and relaxed. You decide to take a shortcut through a park where it is dark. A man jumps out of the bushes and points a loaded gun at you and demands your wallet. You are now in a Savage Reality situation where fear for your life means the social contract has been suspended.
Or another example is that you are working in your office on the tenth floor of a tall tower. Suddenly missiles start landing in the city around you, blowing up buildings and killing and injuring people. A neighbouring country has launched a surprise attack. There is total chaos as people scramble for shelter from the attack. You are now in a Savage Reality situation where fear is your dominant motivator, the threat of deprivation looms and your personal security is threatened.
The Savage Reality is when social unions or conventions either don’t exist or are not respected. In the Savage world there is no such thing as law or morality. There is no security of the person. There is only the ability or non-ability to act and the consequences that are the result. There is the natural right to attain the basic necessities of food, shelter etc. by any means possible but there is not distributive justice beyond take what you can. There are no social conventions like the right to life, liberty and property. There is an absence of stability and lack of social norms. There are no agreed upon procedures for eliminating deprivation or slavery. There are no moral or legal judgements. The average human being lives in constant fear and stress under these conditions. What is most important to remember is that the Savage reality is the base line of our actions. When social convention breaks down, this is the mental state human beings defer to. It requires no mental or physical upkeep to exist. It is the default state of existence when social unification fails. It does require mental and physical effort to survive, but it requires no human effort to maintain.
That is one way leaders can weaponize Society. They convince people that the social order is collapsing. They appeal to their base line, the Savage reality, to reinstate the social order. They identify a specific group of people as the reason for the social collapse. They direct the Savage reality reaction to attack the identified group. Hitler rallied Germany by identifying the Jews and Communists as the source of Social Disorder. Any vulnerable minority group can serve as the scapegoat for weaponizing society.
The Civilized State is a social contract agreed upon formally or de facto by a group of human beings. It is like an attractive veneer attached to the rough framework of the Savage Reality. It does provide some stability and security, although the rights to life, liberty, property and security of the person can vary from society to society. Its entire existence depends upon a perceived and accepted responsibility and reciprocity in exchange for certain benefits. In other words, if you do this I will reciprocate with that and we will get along as peacefully and respectfully as we can. Its biggest weakness is that it requires acceptance and upkeep. It requires government, intervention and maintenance. The Civilized Reality, because it is a mental development hence subject to acceptance by some humans and rejection by other humans, is significantly more vulnerable to entropy than the Savage State. Because social organization is an ongoing process and not a pure characteristic like gravity or mass, it is also most susceptible to manipulation.
As mentioned, social organization evolved from the flocking instinct. The flocking instinct is present in the Savage Reality and is a natural instinct.
Flocking provides safety in numbers in that you are one target among many for a predator, therefore you have a better chance to survive. Spotting food in the hunter/gatherer flocking lifestyle becomes easier because there are many eyes looking for food. Reproduction becomes easier due to the close proximity of sexual partners. Knowledge can be gleaned in an anecdotal manner from older members of the flock but beyond that it is every man for himself.  An individual targeted as prey by a predator is not defended but abandoned by the flock. Once food is spotted there is competition among the members to acquire that food. Knowledge is lost when older members pass away because the anecdotal chain is broken and knowledge is not formally recorded.  When we become socially-guided producers in an engineered society we step into a more developed beneficial social situation.
Over time a realization evolved in human beings that social structure could provide other benefits than just enhanced safety, easier reproduction and food spotting. Other benefits such as human rights, law, enhanced economic opportunity, better healthcare, better food supply etc. became available with more advanced social structures and distribution systems. One social thinker describes this as building institutions in the social structure to manage specific problems. It is a way of organizing challenges and having systems in place to solve those challenges.
The concept of a social contract, with formalized rules and the intent of increasing benefits while reducing deficits for citizens is an example of social evolution. These contracts became more and more complex over time as they attempted to deal with the many types of people and their particular problems and situations.
However, over the centuries, many different models of social organization have developed. Some believe that an elite ruling class is essential to provide stability and keep the masses under control. Others believe in a less centralized power structure with rights and responsibilities and limitations on power.
The absolute bottom line is that a social contract, written or de facto, to be successful, must answer at least five basic questions.
1) What are the reasons for unification?
2)  Who Shall Lead the Society?
3) What form of Distributive Justice will be practiced?
4) How do we define rights and responsibilities?
5) When is it justified to revolt?
 
Let us examine some of the answers to these questions.

What are the reasons for Unification?
The Reason for social union is basic. It is to increase benefits and decrease deficits. Primitive human beings flocked together, a very necessary step when faced with the dominance of the dinosaurs. This allowed for three basic benefits. First, many eyes helped to identify food and predators. Second, grouping together meant a better chance of survival as a different member, usually a weaker member, of the flock could be identified as prey by a predator while the stronger members escaped. Third, grouping made it easier to find a partner for  reproduction.  For these three reasons, flocking increased an individual’s chance of survival and the preservation of the species. 
Over time, flocking evolved into a more complex social organization that allowed for an increase of benefits like specialization of work. People could concentrate on tasks at which they were talented, interested and most productive, thereby increasing benefit production. People became police officers, soldiers, lawyers, drivers, technicians, etc. etc. etc. It freed certain individuals from the general task of defence and benefit gathering to pursue scientific investigation to promote better means of production. It allowed for the development of educated tradesmen and organizers. It allowed medical research not possible in the savage state to promote better health. Social organization spawned the academics who fostered new ideas. It promoted better social relations, more recreational opportunities and more stable lives. It increased the production of food, shelters, roads and transportation. The list of societal benefits can seem endless when compared to the Savage Reality.
There is a fundamental question, however. For whom are these benefits increased and deficits reduced? Is it the general population or an elite? It is not hard to understand the reasons for unification. The organization of the social unification and the distribution of the benefits are difficulties that arise in every generation and every area of the world.

Who Shall Lead the Society?
Societies need leaders. There must be people who make the decisions and take responsibility for the outcomes of those decisions. 
The Social Contract must determine a method to choose who shall rule. There are multiple forms of government but I will not spend too much time on this subject. I will use the classic six format.
Monarchy –a single ruler with ultimate power but who rules by decree for the benefit of all the people. A monarch can be most efficient but there is no guarantee that a successor will also be good. There is no guarantee that the monarch will remain sane or in good health. The monarch is often difficult to replace if he/she is a bad ruler. Monarchs can also easily become tyrants.  A good monarch may offer freedom from fear, deprivation and slavery but monarchy is very susceptible to severe entropy.    
 Tyranny-a single ruler who ignores the needs of the people and rules for his own benefit and the benefit of his friends by decree. A tyrant can be efficient but causes much resentment and disorder. There is often a great expense to maintain his position so few benefits flow down to the average person. A tyrant often maintains his rule through fear, deprivation and slavery of his subjects. This is an example of a ruler who has weaponized the social order. Again, it is a model of organization subject to severe entropy.
Aristocracy-a group of rulers with ultimate power who rule for the benefit of all the people. This type of government can be efficient or it can lead to a stalemate in moments of disagreement. Again, it can prove difficult to replace if in stalemate or if making bad decisions. Again there is no guarantee successors will be beneficial. Again it can be a target for tyrants. An aristocracy may offer freedom from fear, deprivation and slavery but as in monarchy and tyranny, the fate of the citizens is at the whim of the aristocrats. It does not offer the most stable government.	
Oligarchy-a group of rulers with ultimate power who rule for their own benefit. It can be efficient or it can be stalemated in moments of disagreement. It can prove to be difficult to replace in stalemate or if making bad decisions. The type of government can cause resentment among the people, leading to possible revolts. An Oligarchy goes to great expense to maintain its position. It uses fear, deprivation and slavery to maintain itself. As in monarchy, tyranny and aristocracy, the only option to replace an oligarchy is through revolt.
Democracy-power is invested in and divided among the people. There is either direct vote on issues by the citizens or more likely representative democracy. Layers of constitutional requirements can make for less efficiency in decision making but regular voting can facilitate the replacing of a bad leader. There is usually a constitution that outlines rights, responsibilities and defines guiding principles.  Citizens express loyalty to this constitution and its stated ideal. They do not express loyalty to any single leader or group of leaders. This is the most stable form of government if the ideals are respected. It offers the greatest possibility of freedom from fear, deprivation and slavery.
Chaos is the total lack of order. It sometimes goes by the term Libertarian. It creates the false impression that unfettered personal freedom is preferable to disciplined liberty and social benefits. In the final analysis it is inefficient. It provides no guarantee of the right to life, freedom from slavery and deprivation or security of the person. Chaos creates the illusion that political power is shared equally but it is nothing more than the Savage Reality with an acceptable name. It is inevitably replaced with some form of government when humans realize its short comings and inevitable savagery. More often than not an aggressive individual will impose control over the society and use it for his own purposes. The French Revolution and the rise of Napoleon is a perfect example. 
We have discussed the types of government but now we must discuss how a leader is chosen.
In chaos there is no leader, although one will eventually emerge and force some form of organization on other human beings.
In democracy the people choose who will lead, usually by elections held at regular intervals.
In theory an aristocracy could be elected, but more often it is a group of leaders who obtain power through some form of competition, either combat or success in business or other merit. 
An oligarchy, like a tyrant, obtains and holds power through military power and fear. Fear, deprivation and slavery are common.
A tyrant like an oligarchy obtains and holds power through military force, fear, deprivation and slavery
A monarch can obtain power through public choice, attainment of certain merit, military might, economic power, inheritance or other means. His primary method of maintaining power is to rule in the people’s interest and by maintaining law and order. He can establish a lineage so that sons and or daughters automatically ascend to the throne.
I think it is self-evident that a democracy is the preferred method of choosing leaders. But it is not as simple as “one-man one-vote” as people suggest. A communist country, or capitalist country for that matter, may allow the people to vote but allow only “approved” candidates on the ballot. A strong democracy depends upon an educated population so that the citizens can make good choices and not be fooled by conman antics. It also depends upon a strong election system run fairly and independently of the political candidates. Finally there must be an independent judiciary to rule on the constitutionality of any government actions. As I suggested earlier, a democracy may seem sluggish in comparison to a monarch or other power-concentrated form of government, but it has the greatest potential for a fair and stable society.
Nonetheless, for the average worker, democracy is one form of desirable government versus 5 unfavourable ones. These are not good odds, especially when the “Elite” benefit more from tyranny or an oligarchy and are constantly working to undermine true democracy. Preservation of your democratic rights requires constant vigilance.
What form of Distributive Justice will be practiced?
When one examines the transmission of food through the food chain one recognizes this general pattern. The sun sends energy to the earth. Most of this energy is gathered by plants, and along with water and minerals from the earth the plants transform the energy into food which is consumable by the majority of animals. Plants are the producers. Without plants there is no food. Animals do not produce food. They transform it. They pass it around. When an animal eats another animal it is eating transformed food that was manufactured by a plant. The bottom line is that animals are parasites who steal the food from plants.
The animals that eat plants are called Herbivores. By eating the plants these Herbivores transform this plant energy into their body tissues, not only allowing the Herbivores to survive, but also creating food for other animals called carnivores.
Carnivores eat the Herbivores and use the body tissues of the Herbivores to nourish their own bodies. Carnivores eventually die for many reasons, like old age, accidents or conflict, and their bodies are ravaged by decomposers which return nutrients to the soil. Carnivores, like lions and tigers, are usually admired by humans for their strength and killing ability, but carnivores are the least necessary part of the food chain. They make it more efficient, but the food chain could continue without them. If there were no carnivores, herbivores would  die from accidents, combat, lack of food or old age, and the decomposers would return their body chemicals to the soil, without the need of carnivores. It is ironic that we admire the strength and killing ability of the least important group in the food chain.
Omnivores are more efficient animals because they eat both plants and animals. Humans are omnivores, which is one reason we are so successful. But the food cycle is recognizable. The sun provides a necessary energy source to produce food. Plants are the workers who transform this energy into food. This plant food is eaten by plant eating animals. These plant eating animals are eaten by carnivores. And carnivores eventually return the stored energy and nutrients in their bodies to the earth. Elite capitalists would call this movement of food from the sun to plants to herbivores to carnivores to the earth the “trickle-down” effect. They see themselves as the powerful carnivores, consumers of the more plentiful herbivores. 
However, a more accurate description of the transmission of food in the Natural World is “the flow through effect.” Benefits flow from the sun to the plants, to the herbivores, to the carnivores, like rivers through a landscape, and if anything, like drought, infestations or even a nuclear winter, interferes with this flow, then all categories of plants and animals will die in large numbers. The more food is available in all categories, plants, herbivores, carnivores, omnivores, the healthier the planet is. Imagine how poor the earth would be if the sun were permanently blocked by thick cloud. Only a small portion of sunlight would “trickle down” to the earth and food would be scarcer.  These are the characteristics of the food economy in the Natural World and which we depend upon to survive as a species.
 This “flow-through process” of nutrient transfer in Nature must be reflected in a society’s benefit distributive justice system. Working people are like the plants, gathering the raw materials and transforming them into usable benefits. Without plants, the nutrient system of earth ends, even if the sun remains. Without workers, the economic system of the society ends. The question arises, “If workers are the primary producers of benefits, what is a fair system of economic distributive justice in a society?”
Does one person, such as a king, own everything and distribute benefits as he deems fair? Is there an oligarchy of Capitalist Elites, each in charge of a group of citizens, who distribute the benefits. Is there a central authority, elected by the people, who accumulates all benefits and then distributes them to all citizens according to social standing? Is there a so-called free market system, manipulated by an elite who own the means of production and justify a “trickle down” benefit distribution to satiate their own greed? Does choking the “flow-through process” of benefit production to a “tickle down” economy slowly strangle a society?
This central point of distributive justice was pointed out by Karl Marx. Whoever controls the means of production decides how benefits are distributed? He recognized this fact and tried to address the injustice he witnessed. Unfortunately, his answer for creating a better distributive justice system was seriously flawed, and promotes the advent of authoritarianism.
In so far as distributive justice of benefits is concerned, it must be recognized that whoever controls the means of production decides, in general, how the benefits will be distributed. Marx made the mistake of putting the means of production in the hands of the government, believing that it would indirectly be in the control of the workers if there was a democratic government. His mistake was he concentrated too much power into government hands. With so much power concentrated in the hands of a government the temptation for that government to become dictatorial is overwhelming. 
A government that controls legislative power, military power, appoints the judicial branch and then controls the means of production is a recipe for authoritarianism. It is a method of benefit distribution, but it is not desirable and does not achieve its primary goal of good benefit distribution.
I also agree with a statement made by the Italian philosopher, Vilfredo Pareto. He believed that power, whether political, economic, spiritual or socially obtained, naturally corrupts people. It is based on the idea that to become powerful, an individual, even a dictator, must come to compromises with other powerful members of the society. In so doing, even the most idealistic individual with good intentions finds himself compromising his position by negotiating with less idealistic selfish individuals to achieve a small portion of his agenda. In this way, great promise often falls short of its goals. Put the control of legislative power, military power, the judiciary and the means of production in the hands of any government and the natural corruption of politics is quick and assured. Limiting the power of any group is necessary to restrain the corruption. 
However, to return to our main point, whoever controls the means of production also controls the distribution of benefits and the method used. The distribution system can aim for equal shares among its citizens or reflect the inequality found in the universe’s general characteristics. Marx was correct. To get a fair share of benefits, workers must assume ownership of the means of production. His proposal to correct this injustice was seriously flawed. I shall propose an alternative.

How shall rights and responsibilities be defined?
Again, in this area of consideration, we can have a society where the average person has no rights but is burdened with responsibilities (often called duty). We can go to the other extreme where people claim rights but demonstrate no responsibility for their actions. Around the world there are a variety of social organizations which define rights and responsibilities in different ways. It is a complex question to reach a balance of rights and responsibilities which work for a particular social organization. At the heart of this struggle are these two questions. What actions that are common in the Savage world do citizens surrender to participate in a society? Also, what actions are imposed upon citizens as responsibilities to support a civilized society? Answering those two questions is the essence of defining rights and responsibilities.

When is it justified to revolt?
Some thinkers, like Hobbes, say never. He argues that the benefits of social organization always outweigh any attempt at revolt. Others, like Marx, will claim revolt is a historical destiny and must take place. Many take a more pragmatic approach and list certain conditions which must exist to initiate and justify a revolt against an unwanted authority. For some, the possibility of attaining power is enough justification to revolt. One can revolt for selfish reasons, idealistic reasons, pragmatic reasons, or just to cause trouble and shake things up. 

The Conclusion so Far. 
I think the argument for social organization is very clear and simple. Human beings are temporal beings and need to harvest benefits and avoid the deficits which our environment bestows upon us, if we are to have comfortable, stable lives and protect the genetic code. By flocking together in the natural world we obtained some benefit. We realized during our evolution that a social union can increase our access to benefits and reduce the deficits. Since human beings are the best tool designers, tool makers and tool users we know of, we use society as the ultimate tool to accomplish this goal. This part is logical and is supported by historical fact.
The next step is the difficult and controversial choice. What is the best way to organize a social union? As we have seen there are many possibilities.
For whom are the benefits increased and how are these benefits distributed? There are multiple answers to this question.
Does society follow the pattern of inequality found in the Natural Order or do we strive to reduce, possibly eliminate, inequality. Again, there are multiple answers.
How free does a citizenry need to be or is it necessary to keep them under some central control for the sake of law and order? A great number of opinions arise concerning this question.
These and many other questions need to be answered by social organizers. This is my answer for the best possible social union.

Commonwealth Capitalism is the best model
Let us review a few vital points.
1) Human beings are a product of our environment. Our existence may be the result of a large stroke of luck.  We were not created by a supreme being.
2) Human beings, as life forms, need to harvest benefits and avoid the deficits of that environment. No God provides. We need to do it ourselves.
3) The fact we are products of the environment and participants in the environment give us the natural right to harvest benefits and avoid deficits by any means possible.
4) The basic benefits we have a right to harvest are food, shelter, clean air, clean water, space and health. In the savage reality we are justified to use any means, including violence, to obtain these benefits.
5) Realizing that organizing into social groups can improve our access to these basic benefits, human beings become participants in a social organization, giving up the right to certain violent actions in return for peaceful and enhanced access to the basic benefits that the environment offers and that a social union can create.
6) Organizing into social groups and observing the laws of a social contract can also offer 3 basic freedoms. These are freedom from fear, freedom from deprivation and freedom from slavery. It does not mean the freedom “to do whatever I want.”
7) To accomplish these goals of supplying the basic benefits of food, shelter, clean air, clean water, space and health, as well as the 3 freedoms of freedom from fear, freedom from deprivation and freedom from slavery, the guiding principle of a society should be,
“Social union is meant to provide the greatest number of benefits and the greatest reduction in deficits for the greatest number of people possible.”
Now we shall touch briefly on a very important point. We shall discuss it further when we talk about the right to revolt, but I will introduce the idea now. 
Those who would use the social organization as a means of control and benefit denial will separate the justification for benefits from the control of actions. They will point to some code embedded in the natural order, often claiming it is sourced from some God or other natural or superior force. They will claim that actions like murder and theft are banned by a higher power, usually coupled with the threat of some form of eternal damnation. This is totally false. There is absolutely no proof of such a code embedded in the Natural Order. In fact, the opposite is self-evident and observable.
As we have discussed, there is no God or God –like power. There is no proof of such an entity. Like any myth, it is a falsehood which has been repeated so often and for so long that it sounds like the truth. Richard Dawkins calls this a meme. It is something a social grouping cherishes and passes from generation to generation, similar to a gene, except it is social based, not genetic based. The Elite foster this idea, so they can separate restriction of action from attainment of benefits. If the average person is to take full advantage of the benefits of a social organization, that person must rid themselves of this propaganda. Any person has a natural right to food, shelter, clean air, clean water, space to live in and health. 
You are a product of this reality. You have the right to basic benefits and the use of any action to attain them. Nobody, no God, no Church, no Government, no Dictator, no politician, no spiritual leader should convince you otherwise. To have basic benefits denied to you while restricting your actions is a form of dictatorship, even if it did come from a God, which it does not. However, to surrender the right to certain actions for the attainment of enhanced benefits is a reasonable free choice. It is a contract, written or de facto, to which all citizens are signatories.
When you are a member of a society, you surrender the savage tendencies to some actions, like murder and theft, to participate in a movement that increases benefits for its members in a more peaceful, stable and organized way. If the social grouping you are part of does not do this for you, then you are a slave to the Elite.
Do not let your leaders and the Elite of the society separate restriction of action from benefit distribution. You agree to limit your actions for an “enhanced” share of benefits provided in a peaceful and efficient manner. Society must provide you with a means (usually a job or social benefits) so that you can obtain your basic needs, otherwise you are justified in using whatever means necessary to obtain those basic benefits. Remember this social principle.
“Social union is meant to provide the greatest number of benefits and the greatest reduction of deficits for the greatest number of people possible.” 
So what benefits, in general, should we expect from a well-organized and just society, beside the stable supply of the basic benefits of food, shelter, clean air, clean water, space,  and health. That would be the 3 freedoms. They are:
a)  the freedom from fear.  
b)  the freedom from slavery.
c)  freedom from deprivation.
A society is meant to provide the greatest number of benefits and the best reduction in deficits for the greatest number of people possible. Now let us return to those five important questions every social union must answer and discover why Commonwealth Capitalism is the best answer.
What are the reasons for Unification?
Here I will simply repeat myself.
The reason for social union is basic. It is to increase benefits and decrease deficits for as many people as possible. This increase in benefits and decrease in deficits, beyond the basic needs of every citizen, could be referred to as wealth.
Basic needs are more easily attained through social organization and citizen participation. Access to food, shelter, clean air, clean water, space and health is increased significantly in a social union. 
Social organization allows for a number of specific benefits like specialization of work. People can concentrate on tasks at which they are talented, interested and most productive. Some people may be police officers, soldiers, lawyers, drivers, technicians, etc. etc. etc. It frees certain individuals from the general task of defence and benefit gathering to pursue scientific investigation to promote better means of production. It allows for the development of educated tradesmen and organizers. It allows medical research not possible in the savage state to promote better health. Then there are the academics who foster new ideas. It promotes better social relations, more recreational opportunities and more stable lives. It increases the production of food, shelters, roads and transportation. The list of societal benefits can seem endless when compared to the Savage Reality.
All this sounds simple enough, with significant benefits, if we all just follow the rules. But there is always that big problem. That is the problem of power. Any social grouping needs  leaders. A leader needs power. Who has power in the society? How do they obtain it? How do they use it? How should power be limited and distributed in a social organization?
 Power is the ability to influence or direct the unfolding of events, the distribution of benefits and the making of law. How Power is held and maintained in a society is of fundamental importance. If the average  person is to have influence over the direction of events, the distribution of benefits and the formulating and enforcement of the law, then that person must have power in the society.
History has shown that trying to choose a leader who will “take care of us” is self-defeating. The power necessary to “take care” of a society is equivalent to authoritarianism. Those who wish to be taken care of soon find themselves enslaved. Power corrupts and absolute power corrupts absolutely. Again, to paraphrase Voltaire, we must be willing to cultivate our own garden, or we soon won’t have a garden. 
If the average person is to obtain and maintain a fair share of the benefits, then he must be willing to obtain and exercise Power in the society. That means supporting a social organization that gives him/her that power.
Remember. You are a product of the Natural World. You have a Natural Right to food, shelter, clean air, clean water, space and health. You agree to limit your actions in order to obtain these benefits more easily. You also strive to obtain the 3 Great Freedoms, freedom from fear, freedom from deprivation, freedom from slavery. By obtaining and holding power in the society, the average citizen can achieve these goals.
Who shall Lead the Society?
It only makes sense that the average citizen would support a democracy. This is because average working people make up the majority of the citizens. It only makes sense that average working people would use that social power to elect governments that are sympathetic to their plight.  It only makes sense that in that democracy the average working person would vote for a Labor Party, not parties that cater to the Elite. I think it is very remarkable that the largest democracy in the world, the “land of the free”, has no Labor Party. It has two parties who represent two different groups of the Elite, and a President with more power than some kings. It only shows that even free democratic countries today have not attained the “democratic” ideal. They are still manipulated by a moneyed elite.
Working people and the poor should never elect a businessman to a government position because businessmen see everything, even basic necessities, as commodities, from which they expect a profit. They are in the habit of squeezing workers out of decent pay and benefits in order to raise profits for themselves and their shareholders. Businessmen never represent the best interests of workers or the poor. They want to extract profit from everyone in the society at any cost. Anyone who advocates otherwise is merely spreading propaganda for the greedy elite. Businessmen run their companies like dictators. They expect their directions to be followed without question. They try to run countries the same way. 
Businessmen already have a source of power. They have economic power. Making them the political leaders of a society gives them, and their elite friends, too much power to decide the direction of benefit distribution. The average person would be better off electing professional politicians, who are concerned with structuring a stable and prosperous society for all citizens, rather than a businessman whose priority is a stable and prosperous situation for himself and his elite friends. 
The working class should use its majority position for its own benefit in the political structure of the country.  They must rid themselves of the idea that business leaders who are successful businessmen would also be good government leaders. Business leaders are successful because they are greedy and ruthless and will do what they need to do to further their own cause, and the cause of their rich friends, not the cause of the general public. To the “Elite” the average citizen is merely a pawn, one to exploit for production and to exploit as a consumer but never to endow with real power. 
The working class must learn that to get a fair deal from social organization it must control elections and choose worker friendly politicians. It must choose leaders of unions and professional politicians, not greedy, power hungry businessmen. The working class must get and use power by supporting and controlling the democratic system.
Working class people must remember that the tool of society is often hijacked for the personal gain of an “Elite” class. How many politicians have promised tax cuts, and then given the majority of those cuts to their rich friends while cutting back benefits for the working class? How many times are you going to be fooled? The average citizen must always be on guard. The old saying, “Any beneficial tool can be turned into a weapon,” is unfortunately very true. 
When a people elect a government it must be clear that they are choosing a leader and his proposed agenda. An election victory must not be interpreted by the leader as the people submitting to his/her will. An election victory is a temporary contract between a leader, his party, and the people. An election victory is not a “Do as you want” card for a chosen leader.
In my opinion, every leader of every party should be required to publish a written agenda for the next term of government to the people of the country. If he varies from that agenda, without good reason, that constitutes a breach of contract and the leader and his party is subject to removal from office and an election implemented. This would be done through a public referendum and sanctified by the judicial branch. It would be the role of the loyal opposition to obtain the appropriate number of names on a petition to hold the referendum, have the referendum run by an objective body and then have the courts enforce the results of the referendum. 
The cost of a just society is eternal vigilance by the loyal opposition and by the people themselves. It starts by electing leaders who are sympathetic to your cause. But if you are fooled, and elect a leader who doesn’t keep their word, there must be a legal, peaceful method to remove such a corrupt regime. Use the democratic system to advance your cause. Most importantly, keep the dictators under control, or they will control you. 

What Form of Distributive Justice Will Be Adopted?
All human beings have an economic system. We are not self-sustaining and therefore must harvest benefits and avoid the deficits of the environment which created us if we are to survive. That is an indisputable fact of life. 
As products of this environment it is our one natural right to harvest the necessities to sustain life, such as food, water, shelter, etc. The fundamental purpose of any fair economic distribution system of a society is to eliminate deprivation and assure the necessities of life to all its citizens. This one primary principle is the cornerstone to political stability in a society. The balancing act is to distribute benefits and eliminate deficits in such a way as to ensure the needs of all citizens are met, while at the same time rewarding those individuals who are leaders in the economic life of the nation. The statement seems easy enough and yet even the wealthiest nations with the greatest capital production fail to fulfill this directive. At the time of writing the United States is the richest nation in the world, and yet they have the fourth highest child poverty level in the world, they have a 20% senior poverty level and no universal health care system. This is symptomatic of a selfish “Elite” who strive to gather wealth and power for themselves and impoverish other citizens to do so.
This unbalanced distribution system is true in most societies, whether tribal, feudal, capitalist, socialist or communist. That is because whether the society is tribal, feudal, capitalist, socialist or communist, an Elite emerges which accumulates power and tends to cultivate a culture of privilege. Since self-interest is the primary motivator of human beings, and leaders find themselves in positions of power, they over-reward themselves at the expense of the average person. Because the universe demonstrates natural inequality, the elite cultivate the belief they have a natural right to over-reward themselves. The Elite in many countries live in 60 million dollar mansions while many children go to school with empty bellies and their families live in squalor. The Elite send their children to private schools and the best universities while other people are homeless and illiterate. 
It is true that capitalism has proven itself to be the best producer of new wealth in history. Of that there is no doubt. The evidence is clear. However, despite this strength of creating capital, it’s weakness is that it is a very poor distributor of benefits. The Great Depression of the 1930’s is one good example of that. The irony is that capitalism, although a good wealth producer, is also a good excuse to keep people poor. When the economy fails and a third of the population is in poverty, the capitalists don’t need to give a damn. The marketplace, the God that they worship, has spoken. When stockbrokers rob their clients legally by selling stocks unnecessarily and paying themselves a fee to do this unnecessary work, in essence transferring money from their clients’ accounts to their own accounts, all legal in the capitalist system, they don’t need to give a damn because the marketplace has spoken. When a person who has paid their mortgage faithfully for twenty years, suddenly loses his job and misses a couple of payments, the bank can foreclose and take everything because the marketplace has spoken. The marketplace is a cruel and inhuman beast that can generate a lot of wealth, but also a lot of misery, and the Elite who can take advantage of it love it because they don’t need to give a damn about the victims. The marketplace is both their benefactor and their enforcer and their justifier.
So how do the Elite maintain their luxurious positions in society?
First, they pay themselves extremely well. At the time of writing, while the average worker in a company might earn about $56,000 per year, company executives earn an average of $16.2 million dollars per year. That means the average Elite individual earns about 29,000 per cent more than the average worker. That gap in wages is grossly indecent.
I’ve heard the argument that executives must be paid well otherwise why would they do the job and I agree. But if a company manager gets 500 per cent more than the average worker, rather than 29,000 per cent more, I think that would be incentive enough to take the position. That extra 28,500 per cent per executive would help fund pension plans and health care for the average person, and the executive could still afford a better house and car than the average worker.
Second, with their extremely high salaries they can hoard large quantities of capital which produces a second source of income, which is often tax protected by special tax credits. The average worker cannot afford to save such large quantities of capital. He struggles to pay his taxes, pay his rent, pay for food and support for his children.
Third and most importantly the Elite use their wealth to control the government. Whether it is kissing up to a king, being part of an oligarchy or funding the political party that upholds their Elite position in a democracy, they control the government and thereby receive preferential treatment, like big tax breaks or government funding for their next project.
It would be foolish to suggest that those who lead should be paid the same as those who follow. Good management deserves to be recognized and rewarded. But, like any system, a distributive justice system can be corrupted so that it does not meet the prime directive of “the greatest number of benefits and the greatest reduction of deficits for the greatest number of people possible.” The proof of that is in the numbers. In Canada, one per cent of the population controls twenty-five per cent of the wealth. Ten per cent of the population lives below the poverty line. In an industrialized advanced society, this is unacceptable and grounds for a revolution. 
The Elite demonstrate 2 basic characteristics which are indicative of over-rewarding no matter what economic system you employ. Inefficient use of capital, or what sociologists call wealth-wasting, is one. Overspending on luxury items is inefficient use of capital. Rich people like to demonstrate their wealth and the power that comes with it. The man who lights his cigar with a twenty dollar bill instead of donating that twenty dollars to a worthy cause is a small but perfect example. The Elite prefer expensive cars and large mansions to feeding and educating children. Expensive cars and large mansions stroke their egos and highlight their success. Healthy and educated children are not so flashy, and an educated population may be threatening. The Elite like military parades that show off the strength that they command. They like squads of soldiers that march in unison and obey orders rather than doctors and nurses in public funded health care. Hospitals aren’t sexy. Soldiers marching in unison carrying the latest killing technology are sexier than daycares. The Elite would rather fund a gestapo-like police force than fund a good public education system. The spoken message is “look what we have to defend you,” while the underlying message is “look what we have to control you.” 
The corruption of the flow-through system to a trickle down economy is another reason for a sharp division between rich and poor. A system which intentionally strives to restrict the flow of social benefits from an Elite class to a working class is doomed to social unrest. In 1919 there was a very important legal decision made in the United States which involved Henry Ford being sued by the shareholders of the Ford Motor Company. Although he had his faults, Henry Ford had the advanced social view of wanting to raise the wages of his workers so that they could afford to buy more, most particularly his cars. He was motivated by self-interest but he recognized the importance of the three characteristics of economic activity, namely, supply, demand and a medium to express demand, that medium being money. You can have all the demand in the world, all the supply in the world, but if there is no medium, like money, to facilitate that exchange, the economy stagnates. Again, the Great Depression of the 1930’s is a case in point. The shareholders of Ford Motor Company wanted Henry Ford to restrain wages and distribute the money as dividends to the shareholders so they could pool capital. In the end, the courts ruled for the shareholders, declaring Henry Ford needed to pay dividends to the shareholders instead of increasing wages for the workers. This was a serious blow to workers as it made shareholders the priority beneficiaries of production and workers, the people who actually produced the benefits, became secondary beneficiaries. It set the tone for employers to restrain wages of the real producers of benefits in favor of large payouts for investors. Restraining wages meant restraining the medium for the expression of demand and therefore restricting the growth of the economy.
Both of these characteristics are indications of a distributive justice system that over-rewards an Elite class while forcing the average citizen to struggle, surviving paycheck to paycheck, with no security from starvation and homelessness, never mind a comfortable retirement. This is a formula for social unrest, and as the Elite cling to and defend their fortunes, the political system drifts towards authoritarianism.
For capitalism there is a third reason for social inequality. The Free Market System is too easily manipulated by the Elite. For all the claims that it is a fair system, history has proven otherwise, which is why so many regulations have been enacted by governments in an attempt to prevent manipulation. Taking advantage of prior knowledge of company actions which affect stock prices is difficult to combat. Falsely created demand as in the gold price fixing of 1869 also demonstrates how the marketplace can be manipulated. Price fixing among bidders for contracts is commonplace but difficult to prove. There is one consistent factor, however. The Elite, who claim that the marketplace is a fair and objective distributor of wealth, profits by these machinations. The average worker does not.
How do workers counter the advantages which the Elite have?
First, and most importantly, they must take control of the political system. There must be a labour party which, when democratically elected, will pass legislation that supports the working man and restrains the wages which the Elite pay themselves.
Second, the working class must create a large reservoir of capital. Capital is the money necessary for research and development of new economic opportunities. Capital, well invested, generates a good economic return. It is in this area where the Elite truly differentiate themselves from the average citizen. When a small portion of the population can measure their capital wealth in billions, and the majority struggle day to day to achieve their basic needs, there is a severe mismanagement of wealth within the society. The working class must take advantage of capital accumulation through large independent pension plans. This will accomplish three things.
1) Provide workers with a good pension after retirement.
2) Give workers a united voice in the boardrooms of the marketplace.
3) Restrain the power of the Elitists.
Third, the union movement must be made as strong as possible. Unions will not control the pension funds. Their job will be to protect worker rights and negotiate fair collective bargains.
One Elite capitalist, who went to jail for fraud, once commented that to be successful, a country must put capital in the hands of those who are creative with it. I agree, but that does not mean the Elite should own everything. People who are creative with capital should be employed as capital managers, not as capital hoarders. Everyone has a natural right to attain the basic necessities. Nobody has a natural right to deprive another of the necessities of life. That is how the Nazis murdered millions of people in World War Two. They placed millions of people in concentration camps and then deprived them of good food, medicine, and freedom. They surrounded villages and deprived the inhabitants of food and water. Is an Elite capitalist, who lives in a 60 million dollar mansion and drives a million dollar car, any different if they deny a family the basic necessities of life and justify this misery by pointing at their God, the marketplace? 
So, think of capitalism as a racehorse like Secretariat. It is fast, powerful and capable of outdistancing any of its competitors. It has this one problem, however. It must be disciplined to run around a track or it doesn’t win the race. When capitalists over-reward themselves, they are like Secretariat running wild. They are fast and powerful while they run over everyone in the crowd. They do not cross the finish line of “The greatest number of benefits and the greatest reduction in deficits for the greatest number of people.” Capitalism, like the military, like the police, like any citizen, must be disciplined to achieve its primary goal or the society loses. 
How do we guarantee that every citizen gets, at the very least, the necessities of life if the capitalist system can reward or crush as it runs. My answer is Commonwealth Capitalism, which leads to the Workfair state, not the Welfare state.
These are the necessary steps to attain the Workfair State.
1)  There must be a Labour Party which will enact legislation favourable to workers and control Elitism. Please note I said control not eliminate.  It will be democratically elected and compete against other parties. It will not be a one party state like communism or authoritarianism. Above all else it will support public education, a national publicly funded health care system, large worker pension funds and easy union recognition and a progressive tax system. Economic leaders will be rewarded, but only after everyone’s needs are met.
2) Workers must gain power in the marketplace. They do this in two ways. First, by using their buying power to purchase from worker friendly companies they send a message that fair treatment equals reward. This is a role unions can fulfill. Identify worker friendly companies. Second, workers become important players in the investment market. They use their combined savings for their retirement in one large fund to buy up investments like stock and real estate. Half the money in these funds will come from profit sharing. Five per cent of all company profits prior to dividend payments, and after reduction of manager’s salaries, will be deposited into the retirement fund to slowly transform the marketplace into a worker controlled economy. Workers will also contribute five percent of their wages to the fund. These funds will be professionally managed and objectively audited on a regular basis. Managers will be paid a salary and not a fee for transactions.
3) The majority of workers will be unionized. The primary purpose of unions will be to protect worker rights and to negotiate contracts. Unions will not manage the retirement fund. 
The first step to the workfair state is that workers must re-educate themselves. They must realize there are three methods of benefit attainment in a society which the Elite have always taken advantage of. Those three methods are good wages, capital investment and government control. Workers must learn to take full advantage of all three methods.
Some social thinkers will argue that capital needs to pool in the hands of an Elite so that we can pursue research and development. I argue that pooling capital in a few hands is a social meme left over from feudal times when kings and lords owned everything and lived in castles and the rest of the population was vassals and serfs and lived in mud huts. There is a need for investment capital, but there is no reason why that capital ownership should not be spread across the general population for the benefit of all. It does not need to “pool” in the hands of an elite, it needs to flood into the hands of the overall population. The marketplace needs public access, not feudal control. Like water in a reservoir, it is for the use of all.
The greedy Elite will never agree to a fair distribution system. They believe in the marketplace as an objective magistrate that awards wealth or poverty fairly, even if it creates misery. They believe in the inequality of the universe as a hard and fast rule that should be echoed in the social contract. The Elite feel they are superior and believe they deserve the lion’s share of the nation’s wealth. They understand that control of the means of production through capital, the benefit distribution system through position and the political system through influence allows them to become incredibly rich while the working class struggles. Karl Marx suggested armed struggle to overthrow the powerful Elite. I understand his frustration and anger. In essence he was suggesting a type of eugenics to eliminate the greed gene from the human race. Eugenics is not a viable solution to the problem. His concentration of economic, military, political and social power in the hands of a single government agency was also an unfortunate formula for authoritarianism. Too much power in too few hands is the enemy of freedom, democracy and social justice. Feudal systems, single party systems, and Elitist Capitalist systems all demonstrate this. Again, businessmen already have economic power. It is a mistake to give them political power as well. I will suggest a different method.
First of all, it must be admitted that benefits are garnered from three basic sources. First, they are the result of work and the production of goods and services. Second, they are a result of capital investment and research. Third, they are a result of government benefit redistribution. Whoever controls the means of production, the benefit distribution system and the government derives the most advantage from benefit production.
The Elite know this and they have control of the means of production, the benefit distribution system and the government, even in democracies. This is how they maintain their grip on power. Workers must imitate the actions of the Elite.
Workers must elect politicians that are sympathetic to their situation and who accept the prime directive of social union. There must be a Labour friendly party. Society should create the greatest number of benefits and reduce the deficits for the greatest number of people possible. Not just for the Elite.
The working class must gain influence in the means of production and the benefit distribution system. In light of that landmark decision in 1919 against Henry Ford, it is logical that workers become shareholders in the means of production in order to get a fair share of benefits. To that end, there must be worker investment funds, similar to the Teachers’ Pension Plan in Ontario or the Caisse Populaire in Quebec, which are separate from unions. These large pension funds will provide a good pension after retirement but also provide a voice in the boardrooms of the nation for workers. This could be funded by a profit sharing scheme, whereby 5 per cent of all business profits would be deposited in a large fund for the general benefit of all workers. This way, not only would workers earn a good wage, but be rewarded dividend bonuses for efficient production. Workers should also contribute a further 5 per cent of their wages to the fund. All government wage based pensions should be eliminated and all wage based pension contributions should be directed to the workers fund.  It should operate like an investment and retirement fund for workers, with workers earning units of investment, similar to mutual fund units, as their contributions increase. Again, it should be separate from unions. Unions will protect worker rights on the job. Unions will negotiate contracts. Unions will identify worker friendly companies. The investment fund would give workers a voice in the boardrooms of corporations, which government pensions do not do, and a pension after retirement. These investment funds must be managed by salaried directors and audited regularly to guarantee honest management.
I am not talking socialism here. I am not talking communism. I am talking Commonwealth Capitalism and The Workfair Society. I am talking about workers liberating the free market from the Elite and getting their fair share of benefits.  Workers must exercise influence over the capitalist system or they will never get a fair share of the wealth. They must obtain, control and contribute large sums of capital to the country in which they live so that they can fully reap the rewards of the capitalist system. Again I emphasize this is not socialism, nor communism, it is Commonwealth Capitalism and the Workfair Society. The goal is that the working class, the majority of the people in a country, will control at least 51% of the wealth in their country. At present, in Canada, one per cent of the population controls 25 per cent of the wealth. Ten per cent of the population lives below the poverty line. This is an unacceptable distribution of wealth. Commonwealth Capitalism means bringing democracy to the economic system where everyone has a vote in the board rooms of the nation, not just the Elite, and a better share of the nation’s benefits. 
This shared wealth shall be saved in retirement funds which in turn will invest the capital in the marketplace. This means having a voice in the boardrooms of large corporations. This means having a good pension after retirement. Having a good pension means full participation in the marketplace to express demand and expand the economy after you have finished your working life. 
This is not the only step, however, to getting a better share of the benefits. As I said, the Elite will be reluctant to surrender their advantages. They will not agree, out of the goodness of their hearts, to surrender their advantageous positions in society. They must be prodded into doing so. In conjunction with the establishment of worker capital funds, another step is having the majority of the working class belonging to unions to safeguard their rights and negotiate contracts. Along with this economic control and union job protection, the working class will need to have a political party, a Labour party, to enact labour friendly legislation that will redistribute wealth into this labor fund and protect worker rights. The working class must bring the ruthless, greedy and aggressive Elite under control if it is to harvest a fair share of the social benefits. Statistics show an increasing gap between the wealthy and the other classes. This must be reversed. Commonwealth Capitalism and the Workfair Society is the best way to “increase the benefits and decrease the deficits for the greatest number of people.”
How would such a wealth redistribution take place? I have already mentioned a profit sharing plan for collective pension funds. I have already mentioned a united union front. Another answer I would suggest is electing a Labour government that would institute a fair tax system. One suggestion I would make is a flat rate income tax system. Get rid of all the tax shelters and loop holes the Elite give themselves. A fair tax system should have basic deductions available to all persons and then a flat tax rate that applies to everyone equally. I would promote a flat tax rate of 33%. Success in a fair marketplace depends on three factors: hard work, good skills and luck. People should benefit from their hard work and good skills. Government should equalize luck for its citizens, therefore a flat tax rate of 33% on all income over the basic deduction would seem appropriate to equalize luck. I would consider excluding capital gains from taxable income to encourage investment. Further, if good government cannot function on 33% of disposable income then something is wrong with their management skills.
 Another suggestion is to get rid of any value-added tax which taxes the poor classes. Substitute a luxury tax on those who practice wealth wasting. To live in a 60 million dollar mansion and drive a million dollar car while children go to school hungry or retired people eat dog food is a crime against humanity. These immoral people should pay a luxury tax because of their greed. To own 60 million dollars and have it invested in an economic enterprise that provides good jobs to people is not wealth wasting, it is an example of social responsibility. Tax the ego-inflated selfish people who have an ego bigger than their social conscience. If they are going to waste wealth on unnecessary displays of their ego-stroking instead of investing in the job market make them pay extra to support social programs like unemployable insurance. If a member of the Elite can pay millions of dollars for a painting by a dead artist, then they can also pay to house and feed a homeless person with mental health problems. To the rich who live modestly but supply the means for others to prosper, I say not only let them live in peace, but offer them recognition, maybe a medal, for their contributions to their society.
The first step taken by any newly elected government should be to examine the books and eliminate any unnecessary expenditures and outdated programs before proceeding with their own agenda. As an example of good government I often point to the CCF government of Saskatchewan from 1944 to 1960. It inherited a provincial debt of $218 million in 1944. Clarence Fines, with the use of balanced budgets, reduced that debt to $0 by 1953. He produced surplus budgets from 1953 to 1960 and Saskatchewan was the first province in Canada to establish a publicly funded health care system without borrowing a penny. That is good government by good leaders of a Social-Democrat party. Everyone should benefit from that kind of government, one that focuses on distributing benefits to all of its citizens, not just the Elite.
In the end, when the arguments are over and all has been said and debated, it is a question of what values a society decides to enshrine. What do we value the most? Do we worship the number of billionaires a society can produce, or the elimination of poverty? Do we admire leaders wielding chain saws on a stage while they cut government programs? Or do we admire leaders who eliminate the government debt and introduce a National Health Service? Do we vote for a convicted sex offender and convicted felon, a man who participated in an insurrection, because he claims to have 6 Billion dollars, or do we seek a leader who was a war hero, supports civil rights, an international alliance for progress and a reduction in nuclear bomb testing. In my opinion a leader and a society should have a social conscience, not a wealthy ego.
How Shall Rights and Resposibilities Be Defined?
Human beings have only one natural right. That is the right to survive and do whatever is necessary to maintain that survival. We are a product of this environment and need to harvest benefits and avoid the deficits of that environment. In other words we have the right to act in our own self-interest to obtain the necessities of life. This is not a right to become wealthy by depriving others of the necessities of life. To intentionally and consciously deprive people of the necessities of life is not a natural right.  To live in a 60 million dollar mansion while children go to school hungry is not a natural right. It may be legal in a social organization that panders to the Elite, but it is not a natural right. It is deprivation and a crime against humanity.
So when we speak of societal rights and responsibilities what is the goal? A system of Distributive Justice divides up the economic gains of a nation and eliminates deprivation. The goal of a system of Rights and Responsibilities is to eliminate fear and slavery as much as is humanly possible. 
The Savage Reality imposes no responsibilities on us. We are not required by the Natural Order to act in any specific way. The Natural Order does not require us to take care of our children, to respect the life of another, to feed the poor, to not take slaves, etc. We are not even required to act in our own self-interest if we don’t want to. In many religions there is a prescribed punishment for not acting in a “responsible” way. You may go to hell or be reborn as a lower life form or whatever. These models are lies imposed upon the general population by an Elite who want compliance and need an excuse to demand that compliance. The truth simply is that the Natural Order and the Savage Reality impose no responsibilities on us, not even our own self-interest. Because we are products of our environment, we have the right to harvest benefits that sustain our existence, but we have no responsibilities imposed upon us by the Natural Order or Savage Reality.
In truth, when it comes to law and custom and accepted social norms, the Natural Order and Savage Reality are mostly chaos. There are consistencies in the Natural Order like gravity, the atomic forces, electromagnetism etc. but these are not laws. Scientists mislabel them as laws. These are natural occurring consistencies.  Law, custom and social norms are a result of human invention and human acceptance. Human beings have established a standard of acceptable actions and a list of prohibited actions which promotes the increase of benefits and the decrease of deficits for the common good. So, in the best of societies, how are these laws, customs and norms maintained.
First, there must be a written constitution that defines Rights and Responsibilities based on the elimination of fear and slavery as much as is humanly possible. 
Second, the constitution must be respected and accepted by the general population. This is done through good education, enforcement through the police and the increase in benefits to each citizen which results from  respecting and accepting the constitution.
Third, the constitution takes precedence over any individual. The constitution is the social contract that binds a nation together. That does not mean it cannot be amended, but it can only be amended with the agreement of the citizens of a nation, not on the whim of some elected official. To violate the constitution is a serious crime. Leaders who violate the constitution provide a reason for armed revolt.
The most important right in a constitution should be a reiteration of the one natural right everyone has. That is the right to the basic necessities of life. Food, shelter, clean water, clean air, space, education and health are the basic necessities of life. A natural right must be acknowledged and respected or socially imposed responsibilities mean nothing.
Liberty is the right to freedom of action insofar as it does not interfere with another person’s right to freedom. Liberty is disciplined freedom. It is not the right to do as one pleases whenever one pleases. It is the right to act within a framework of acceptable actions and is imposed upon all members of the society equally, even the leaders and Elite. It includes the elimination of slavery.
Included in Liberty is the freedom of speech. This is the freedom to express and defend any idea or opinion, but does not include the willful expression of false statements or fraudulent verbal attacks upon any person or group of individuals. 
Included in Liberty is the freedom of economic pursuits within the framework of legal boundaries laid out in the law. It never overrides the natural right of another citizen to the necessities of life. An individual or group does not have the right to deprive another individual or group of the necessities of life.
Liberty means the freedom to own private property, again insofar as it does not deprive another of shelter and space. On this point I will make a clear distinction. Possession is the physical act of controlling something. Possession can occur in the Savage Reality and the Social Reality. Ownership is a social institution, recognized by an established and functioning constitutional authority. Ownership exists in the Social Reality, not the Savage Reality or the Natural State.
The freedom of movement, that is to move about the country to seek employment, education and to seek better living conditions.
The freedom of democracy in that any individual elected by the recognized democratic process of the constitution has the right to lead the country but only within the framework of a constitution that clearly defines the limits of the leader’s power, how he is to be elected and removed and defines the rights that citizens always retain.
Freedom of religion is the right to believe and practice your chosen spiritual path, but only insofar as it does not interfere with another’s freedom of religion.  
The security of the person includes the right to life, to good food, clean water, clean air, decent shelter, health, education and public space.
Among the responsibilities are the need to respect the constitution, the law, to respect fellow citizens, participate in social roles necessary for the functioning of society I.E. jury duty, acting as an honest witness, voting, etc. and the responsibility to support and encourage the social programs that benefit all citizens and help eliminate deprivation.
I will make one more comment about freedom. In some countries the ability to accumulate wealth and use that wealth as one chooses is seen as a freedom. As long as it does not interfere with another’s freedom, I have no problem with that notion. 
But, if people are living in the street, starving, with no health care or education while the Elite drink champagne and eat caviar in their 60 million dollar mansions, that is a problem. True freedom is
1) freedom from deprivation
2) freedom from fear
3) freedom from slavery
for everyone.
If the elite can drink champagne and eat caviar in their 60 million dollar mansions while others suffer from deprivation, live in fear of losing their shelter, and are slaves to poverty paying jobs, then it is not the land of the free. It is the land of the Elite and the land of the oppressed.
Further, I have never heard a more hypocritical display of Elitist propaganda than this. There was an entertainer, a singer, with an estimated fortune of over 100 million dollars, singing a song about some poor broke cowboy. This rodeo performer, the protagonist of the song, had lost his wife, his girlfriend, his saddle and had suffered injuries. But everything was okay because, despite his desperation, he was “free.” Yes, he was free to suffer while some rich Elitist made a fortune out of his misery by singing about it.
Then there was the brilliant social thinker who expressed the opinion that workers should be “free” to choose a wage lower than the minimum wage. They should be “free” to choose poverty. Of course, so you can take advantage of them and pocket the difference. They should be “free” to choose deprivation. 
Then there was the brilliant capitalist who argued that an “agreed upon” wage is key to employer-employee contracts. On the surface this is true, there needs to be agreement, but he didn’t say “fair” wage, meaning it left him “free” to hire at poverty wages as long as he can coerce workers into accepting that wage.
I avoid the use of the word “freedom” when talking about a constitution. I prefer the word “Liberty” which is disciplined freedom. Too often people use the word freedom to mean “I do what I want.” Liberty, on the other hand, is freedom from deprivation, freedom from fear and freedom from slavery, for everyone, while implying respect for others. 
What Justifies Revolt?
In his book, The Leviathan, Thomas Hobbes argues that any civil state, no matter how bad, is never as bad as the Savage State. So, in his opinion, there is no justification for revolt against the civil authority. One should try and improve society for sure, but never overthrow it. I, for one, feel this opinion ignores the possibility of the civilized state being used as a weapon by a leader against its own citizens. It ignores the very real possibility that the “civil state” could be worse than the Savage State.
I think this question is central to justification of revolt. Is the state, most particularly the government and its social power, being used as a weapon against its own citizens? Are the citizens being deprived of the necessities of life? Are the citizens living in fear of their own government? Are the citizens being enslaved? If the answer is yes to one or all of these questions, then the prime directive for unification is being violated and a revolt is justified.
 There are 3 ways to enforce social behaviour over savage behaviour. The first and most efficient way is education, whether formal or informal. This is the attempt to engrain in every young person the attitudes and moral obligations a society considers vital. It is an attempt to make socially accepted behaviour second nature in all its citizens. In general it can work well, although not with all people. 
The second way is to make the people prosperous so they know the benefits of social union. People who accumulate benefits are reluctant to disrupt the social organization.
The third way to enforce social behaviour is through force, i.e. the police force or armed forces. For those who prefer to live as savages or those who have broken the law due to difficult circumstances, being convicted of a crime and then punished is another way to enforce social behaviour. It is not the preferred method but sometimes necessary.
By contrast in the Savage Reality the only form of enforcement is force. Power, or the perceived power, over others is the only way to enforce compliance. As stated, in the Savage Reality, there are no social conventions or accepted behaviours. There is only the ability to act.
If a state relies on force and fear to achieve compliance then this is an indication revolt may be justified. The state is acting like it is in a Savage Reality. It is acting like it is at war with its citizens. Without doubt it is violating the prime directive for social unification. “The greatest number of benefits and the greatest reduction in deficits for the greatest number of people.” This does not mean the State cannot act with force in certain specific situations where the law of the land is being violated. But it does mean that force and fear should be secondary actions, and any government that uses force and fear as their primary tool of control is in violation of the prime directive.
So we have 5 questions to be answered when discussing a justification for revolt.
1) Is the society supporting some form of slavery?
2) Is the society depriving people of the necessities of life?
3) Is the society using force and fear to control the country and its citizens?
4) Is a segment of the population singled out and persecuted for any reason?
5) Is there a legitimate peaceful means to change the government to eliminate slavery, deprivation, fear and/or persecution?
If the answer to any of the first 4 questions is yes and the answer to question number 5 is no, then revolt is certainly justified. 

The conclusion so far.
If the human race was logical the justification and maintenance of the social order would be obvious. Human beings are products of an environment which provides both advantages and disadvantages to maintaining our lives. Society is the effort by a group of people to increase benefits and eliminate deficits, especially fear, deprivation and slavery from their world through a social order based on the directive, “The greatest increase of benefits and the greatest reduction of deficits for the greatest number of people.”
 This directive is a reflection of a beneficial attitude towards social union. Not everyone holds this attitude. Many people maintain a flocking attitude towards society in which defence and order are stressed, but after that it is every man for himself. In a simple explanation, a person will ask, “How much do we want to correct the natural inequality that is a characteristic of the natural world?” A beneficial society would aim for a major correction, so that all people get the full benefit of society. A flocking society would encourage full competition among its citizens within a legal framework so that the elite would harvest the most benefits. Those deemed useful to the elite would get a comfortable share of the benefits. Those deemed expendable would get the bare minimum, if that.
At this point it may be worthwhile to recall Darwin and his thoughts on the Survival of the Fittest. Darwin stressed that when he spoke of the survival of the fittest he was NOT talking about individuals but about species. Even the most physically fit and intelligent individual could be struck down early in life because there are too many deficits in the environment to overcome as an individual. A species, on the other hand, can innovate collective survival strategies, and therefore secure the survival of the genetic pool of the species more reliably than any individual. This, once again, gives evidence to the value of social union and the prime directive, “The greatest number of benefits and the greatest reduction of deficits for the greatest number of people possible.” It provides the greatest reliability for the survival of the human genetic pool. Nonetheless, as logical as this thinking is, there are roadblocks to its implementation. Workers must accept that most of the Elite do not have the workers’ best interest at heart. In fact they treat workers like pawns in their power seeking exploits and must be forced to share the wealth. For that reason I propose this plan.
Worker Action. 
There are four sources of power in any society. There is economic power, physical power, social power and spiritual power. Economic power explains itself. You have enough money to influence the direction of society. Social power is being part of a large active group, like a union, which can influence the direction of society by its superior numbers. Physical power refers to power as possessed by the police or military, which are controlled by the government. To have physical power you must control the government. And spiritual power refers to having moral justification and gaining wide support because of that.
So how do workers gain power in the society to influence its direction to their benefit. 
To obtain social power join the union movement to represent your interests at the job level. As the old saying goes, “There is strength in numbers.” Being a part of a union and the union movement is a source of social power within a society. Having said that, it is important that members of a union stick together and make a united front in their demands for adequate compensation for their work. The author has witnessed multiple times in negotiations when union members have faltered and the worker position is weakened because of support for the cause crumbling from economic fear. It’s almost as if any worker can be tough in the alley, but is a wimp in the negotiating room. Business leaders count on that to defeat worker demands. It is important to exercise social power through union solidarity. 
To have economic power a person must have large sums of capital. It is not likely that an ordinary individual worker can accumulate a large sum of capital but if workers were to have a large member controlled pension fund that invests in the country’s economy, that would give a larger economic voice to workers in the marketplace and a good pension after retirement. In other words, workers must become Commonwealth Capitalists. They must take control of the means of production by combining their capital as a commonwealth to displace individual rich investors and become the economic power of the nation. In this way they can control the means of production and reap its rewards. They can also control the outrageous salaries some company executives pay themselves by being the controlling interest in large enterprises.
It must be noted that a government pension, even if well-meaning, does not benefit workers in a capitalist system. Workers must control their capital to influence policy and the marketplace. Allowing others to save for you means you surrender that power to the Elite. There needs to be government regulation, but workers must control their capital to gain power and influence in the marketplace.
Successful examples of this kind of pension/capital accumulation would be the Ontario Teachers’ Pension Plan in Ontario and the Caisse Populaire in Quebec. Capital investment means power in the marketplace, power in the boardroom and a better quality of life after retirement.
It must be recognized that this will take time. Pension plans with substantial capital take years of small contributions from hordes of workers to become influential. But it can be done.
Making investment in enterprises also means encouraging workers to shop at the enterprises where their money is invested. Pay yourself by buying from yourself. K.C. Irving used this strategy in building his financial empire in New Brunswick. Workers should do the same. Identify companies in which workers are invested and buy from them. This is not a new idea. The co-op system originally implemented in England to break the company stores is an example of worker buying power making social change.
It must also be stated that as machines take over more and more of the tasks in the economy, affluence will come to those who own the enterprises and the machines. Workers today must move to become the owners of the means of production or they will find themselves being welfare recipients rather than producers and earners.
In so far as physical power is concerned I would not advise taking to the streets in violent protest unless absolutely necessary. Marx was wrong when he advocated the necessity of a violent revolt. I have already touched upon the reasons that justify revolt. Instead workers would want to control the police and the military by becoming the elected government. For that reason it is important to start and support a Labour party to represent your interests at the government level. The Labour party should extoll the virtues of the flow-through economy, and rid workers of the trickle down economy. A Labour party should also support strong social programs like Medicare, Employment Insurance, Education and strong Labour laws.
Workers should never vote for a businessman. They are business people and do not have the best interest of the workers in mind. These are the people who give big tax breaks to their rich friends and leave workers to struggle to raise families while paying the lion share for government. These are the people who give away public land so their rich construction friends can build more luxury homes. These are the people who slowly starve socialized medicine so the system will fail and their rich friends can open private hospitals and private clinics that charge outrageous prices for health care. These are the people who will bribe you with little kickbacks and then rob you of hard earned benefits, destroy labour laws and offer your children a second rate education while supporting private schools for the rich. Never vote for a business man. They went into business to become rich. That already gives them power. Giving them leadership of the government concentrates too much power in their hands. They see controlling the government as a means to maintaining and enhancing the Elite, not promoting the welfare of the average worker.
And finally for spiritual power, whatever religious philosophy you may believe in, I encourage you to accept the fact that only human action can change the world for the better. No God or Supreme Being is going to interfere on behalf of the average citizen. No promise of going to a Heaven is going to sway a member of the Elite to be more compassionate. As Voltaire extolled, “We must cultivate our garden.” To that end, make the commitment to the social directive. We must endeavor to create “a society that provides the greatest number of benefits and the greatest reduction in deficits for the greatest number of people possible.” This should be our prime directive. This is the Golden Rule of social unification. This should be the first step of any social journey. This is the means to a more equitable distribution of wealth, personal growth and the prevention of social entropy.
A Society needs to be supported and guarded by its citizens.
Sociological studies have demonstrated that society can work when a  majority of human beings are socially adjusted to make it work. This  majority realizes that a good social framework can make life secure and wealthier. They accept that, in return for responsible behaviour and respect for fair laws, they will receive many benefits in return. They also accept the principle of direct and indirect reciprocity. Direct reciprocity is simple to define. You do something for me and I will do something for you. There is a direct connection between the two parties to the action and a benefit passes in both directions.
Indirect reciprocity is much more difficult to understand and is difficult to define to someone who is unwilling to recognize its benefits. There is no direct passing of a benefit from one party to another, but rather benefits are passed around the body of the society. An example is I do a good deed for person A without receiving a direct benefit back. Some time later person A does a good deed for person B without getting a direct benefit back. And it goes on in a circular motion until at some point a person does me a good deed without receiving a direct benefit. This is a simplified example of indirect reciprocity. 
Social benefits like unemployable insurance, socially funded education and socialized medicine are examples of a more formal indirect reciprocity. Citizens who are fortunate and successful economically pay taxes into a general pool of capital so others can have a minimum standard of living. In return, the less fortunate are less likely to engage in rebellious or criminal activity, have an opportunity to advance themselves through education and socially funded programs and can become contributors in the future if given the right opportunities.
On the other hand there is a significant minority of people who cannot or will not recognize this indirect form of reciprocity. For various reasons, such as their own greed, lack of understanding, a false definition of “freedom” or mental health problems they resist compliance with social norms like indirect reciprocity and cause problems. That is not to say they are all criminals, but they “flock” instead of “socialize.” They offer resistance when co-operation would be more productive. A society must guard against letting an anti-social individual from becoming a leader.
Returning to the main point of this section, however, a society needs to be supported by its citizens in 2 ways. It needs to be funded and it needs its citizens to be responsible participants.
A society needs to be funded. The old adage applies here as everywhere else. You get what you pay for. That said, citizens have the right to expect a good return for their money. They can expect good programs delivered as efficiently as possible. Every government, after an election, should go through the government finances with the intent of eliminating outdated programs and unnecessary expenditures. Too often new governments are in haste to implement their platforms and forget to streamline expenses. Again I point to the Tommy Douglas government in Saskatchewan that eliminated the government debt in 9 years through sound fiscal management.
Entropy is a natural process. When spending is wasteful that is entropy in action. When an individual struggles to stay alive, that is a battle against entropy. Governments must struggle against entropy as well, by being efficient and effective. Wealth wasting is entropy, whether by government or individuals who live in luxury rather than investing in enterprise and job creation. There is no moral justification for an egomaniac to live in a 60 million dollar mansion when kids are going to school hungry and/or living in desperate conditions. An uneducated population in a modern society contributes to social entropy. Capital is a benefit which needs to be used effectively and efficiently for all citizens of a society.  
 The traditional and most efficient way to fund a government is through taxes. I do not believe that government should be business owners. This concentrates too much power in the government’s hands. In the same way electing a businessman as a President or Prime Minister concentrates too much power in too few hands, having the government run businesses is power overly concentrated. This was the downfall of communism and explains why communism morphs into dictatorship so easily. The economy should be run by a business class of people. Capital for Research and Development should be spread among the citizens of a country. Government should be run by professional politicians. Business leaders should never be elected as government leaders. Politicians should not be running companies. Supporting companies with infrastructure and good laws, yes, but not running the day to day operations of a company. The goals are too different.  Therefore, in keeping with the principle of separating government from business, all citizens should be fairly taxed, a flat tax, according to their ability to pay so that all citizens can take advantage of:
a)  a minimum income that provides sufficiently for a family’s needs. The minimum wage of any area should be based upon what is determined to be the poverty line. This helps eliminate deprivation. 
b) a quality publicly funded education system that allows them to participate in the social and economic life of the society and also allows individual development. Education is also a fundamental step in teaching the values of the society to the young and encouraging personal discipline.  This also helps eliminate deprivation and provide social security.
c) a quality publicly funded health care system where all resources go to health care, and do not end up as profit in the pocket of private investors. It is important to note that health care not only stresses curing disease but preventing it as well. Directing people away from smoking and drinking in excess is just as important as cures to diseases that are caused by smoking and drinking. This helps maintain security of the person. 
d) a police force, court system and military force that protects all citizens without favouritism. This helps eliminate fear.
e) Guardian public agencies and non-profit private foundations that defend the right to safe food, clean water, clean air, decent shelter and public recreational space. These are the moral repositories.
f) Regular free and fair democratic elections.
Citizens must also be willing participants by following the rules and living up to their responsibilities. Far too often people will claim their rights but try to avoid their responsibilities. They want to have their cake and eat it too. In the short term, this attitude may make sense to some. It never makes sense in the long term. If this attitude becomes prevalent it marks the advanced entropy of any society. As already demonstrated, social organization is highly vulnerable to entropy.
 We must remember that society is a human construct and humans are imperfect. The Savage world is the baseline of human action. Social attitude is like a veneer over the savage world. The thicker the veneer, the stronger the society. People, especially angry people, can be convinced to abandon a civil attitude and embrace a more savage attitude, as in Nazi Germany. As well society, like any tool, can be weaponized, as in Stalin’s Russia. Also, social organization can be a tool for selfishness by imposing slavery and deprivation on others. It is the erosion of a beneficial social outlook and the social entropy which follows that must be guarded against.
The Need for a Moral Repository
As we all know there is a legal component to any society. It involves the passing of laws by a recognized authority, a power like the police to uphold the laws and a court system to enforce those laws. This is a formal organization of the society.
However, there are situations where bad laws have been enacted, and to counter these moments society needs a repository or repositories of moral reflection.
These repositories can take many forms. It can be found in a free press which is capable of criticizing any government decisions. It can be found in spiritual groups which uphold a set of moral commandments. It can be found in an elected opposition to the ruling party which brings every move of the ruling party into question. It can be found in any organized group like unions or interest associations which can express opposition to bad lawmaking. Dictators try to silence these repositories. One of their first acts is to eliminate sources of criticism so they are free to impose their will on the society. Good democratic leaders welcome moral judgements. The result is social debate which helps guide a society down the right path.
Moral repositories do not have legal power. Their power comes from a free expression of opposition to bad laws and actions. It is social power and spiritual power of the majority. Also there is the choice to not comply with laws that are considered unjust. There may be consequences such as conviction and imprisonment or fines for such social action, but if the cause is so unjust to spark widespread opposition, then such action is justified. The name Doctor Martin Luther King jr. comes to mind in connection with unjust laws.
I will propose 7 criteria of moral consideration under three broad Categories which a repository of morality can use for making judgements of bad laws.
Respect:
1) Respect all people, especially your elders, unless they commit such acts which lose your respect.
2) Respect the law if it is just. Protest against injustice, so that society will demonstrate equality, liberty and prosperity for all.
3) Respect the security of the person. Do not enslave any other person.
Reciprocity
4) Do unto others as you would have others do unto you.
5) Do no harm to others except in self defence.
Generosity
6) All people require decent food, shelter, clean water, clean air, health  and space to flourish. To deny anyone such necessities after your own needs have been met, is a crime against humanity.
7) Do not waste wealth. No person or family needs a huge 50 room mansion or 100 cars or any other display of arrogant wealth. If you have wealth beyond your needs then invest it in enterprises which create jobs so that others may prosper. Otherwise donate to charity or public works. It is the capitalist system not the capital-waste system.
A law may be legal but at the same time unjust. To be just it must be both legal and morally acceptable. A society needs moral repositories to discuss the justice of legal matters.
Final Conclusion
We had talked earlier about homeostasis, both for individuals and for societies. Homeostasis for a society is “the state of balance among all its members whereby they achieve the greatest number of benefits and the greatest reduction in deficits for the greatest number of people possible.” The necessary benefits for a stable society are:
Food, shelter, clean water, clean air, space, education and health.
Freedom from fear, freedom from deprivation, freedom from slavery.
The society needs to provide a good education system to accomplish this goal. The society needs a good publicly funded health system to counter disease and the misery that disease causes.
However,
the sad truth is that the ideal social organization is beyond our reach. Society is a composite reality, made up of people, with competing attitudes, and people are imperfect. 
A) The ability of human beings to do unthinkable harm to each other is beyond measure. When one thinks of the wars, murders, rapes, tortures and deprivation visited on humans by other humans it is truly disgusting and interferes in a society’s progress. The brutality of Leopold II in the Congo is a classic example. Forced labour, torture, murder, kidnapping, and the amputation of hands and feet are “crimes against humanity” perpetrated on a population by an “Elite” King. Add to that the worship we often bestow on butchers like Julius Caesar, Alexander, Genghis Khan and Napoleon who killed millions and committed genocide in many cases while building their private empires, is there any hope for humanity? Why do we admire such killers? They were not defending their homeland from intruders. They were stealing the homelands and wealth of others.
B) Human beings have a number of faults like greed, envy, lust, anger, pride, self-indulgence and laziness. Often humans find these faults hard to control. When they are the faults of powerful men, then society is in true danger. 
C) If you accept the conflict model of Society, then you accept that conflict between individuals and groups is a “normal” occurrence. Society, and civilization in general, needs methodologies like courts, judicial inquiries and mediation groups to resolve these conflicts peacefully. Unfortunately, it seems human beings are more inclined to be confrontational than conciliatory. The need to justify one’s position, even if demonstrably wrong, often overrules the desire to reach an acceptable compromise. 
A lot of entertainment lately focuses on violence, specifically some hero beating up a dozen or so “bad” people. Often heroes have some mystical control of guns so that they never miss even when they don’t aim.  I recognize this “violence” against “bad people” stems from our desire to teach these “bad people” a lesson. We all want to see “evil” eliminated from the world. However, when violence is promoted as an answer to every problem we take another step closer to the Savage World. Are we justified when we bomb a country, killing its citizens, destroying its infrastructure, when we disapprove of its government?
This is a serious flaw in human relations. The human race, in general, respects a person who insists upon imposing his will on a situation more than a person willing to reach a reasonable and peaceful solution. This unfortunate attitude, often demonstrated in our respect for murderous leaders who built empires while killing thousands, is a major stumbling block. We respect carnivores, the most unnecessary animal group, not peaceful producers. Is this an attitude we can change over time? I have my doubts. Sometimes I think we are doomed to self destruction.
I have heard many times that a certain attitude was prevalent in a certain era and we shouldn’t judge certain people about their attitude towards slavery, human rights etc. because a certain attitude was common at that time. However, the golden rule has been around for centuries, and a form of it is found in every major religion in the world. This moral directive, “Do unto others as you would have others do unto you,” in whatever form it takes over the centuries, is a longstanding moral base line by which to judge people in any era. It is a sad truth that, although preached and taught for centuries, it is often ignored by individuals, by society, by nations when greedy self-interest is a factor or when one benefits through violence.  
D) It is easier for a small group of elite powerful people to organize a movement for their own benefit than it is for the masses to form a cohesive unit and advance their interests. Too often I have seen working class action fall apart because some members within the movement lost their nerve. 
So I ask the same question that I posed when discussing the basic characteristics of the universe. What can we change and what can’t we change about human beings?
Can we change the historical truth of man’s inhumanity to other men? Or is it too easy to relapse to a Savage Reality? Is civility really a very thin veneer over a naturally brutish human race? 
Can we rid ourselves of the faults of greed, envy, lust, anger, pride, self-indulgence and laziness? Highly unlikely. Eugenics is not good science.
Will the large working class ever learn to organize itself, stand up to a smaller Elite and take control of the means of production? Or will we continue to admire our oppressors?
Despite these problems, can we achieve a society in which the large majority of people are healthy, happy productive members of a peaceful organized social structure? Yes, I believe so, but it will take a major effort. To return to Voltaire once again, “We must cultivate our garden.”
The universe is naturally unequal, and that inequality, no matter how much we try to counter it, persists in social organizations. Our task is to narrow the boundaries of that inequality so that all citizens have adequate food, shelter, water, air, space, education and health as well as enjoy freedom from fear, freedom from deprivation and freedom from slavery, while rewarding good leadership.
Making choices is a necessary process for human beings. Choices have consequences. Good and bad choices will be made. However, for the average working person I would suggest the following steps are good choices.
1) Use pension funds, under the control of workers, to create large reservoirs of commonwealth capital. This will accomplish 5 things:
a) economic returns on investment to supplement savings, which in turn are invested in economic growth,
b) a pension after retirement,
c) a gradual shift of economic power to the working class without violence that will provide a voice for working people in the boardrooms of business,
d) some guarantee that their jobs will not be shipped elsewhere, 
e) Less strike actions as workers will be able to vote themselves a reasonable pay raise. This also means less interruption of production.
2) Support a Labor Political Party that will pass legislation favorable to the working class. Most important on the agenda should be to get rid of huge tax breaks for the rich and encourage pension savings among the working class. Get rid of all sales tax or added value tax. A flat tax system and a luxury tax, I believe, would be a fairer system.
3) Join a union to represent your interests to your employer. A union will protect your rights as a worker and negotiate better collective agreements.
4) Accept the moral and spiritual principal that “A society is meant to provide the greatest number of benefits and the greatest reduction of deficits for the greatest number of people possible.” Participate in a moral repository that measures the justice of laws and actions.
In the end, with all its imperfections, a good social organization can offer enough benefits while reducing natural deficits to justify participation in a society by its members. It must always be remembered, however, that society is a tool, and a tool can be weaponized. Citizens must maintain power in their society, they must prevent the concentration of power in a few hands, or else they will serve masters, rather than being masters of their own house.
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