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I grew up in a small town in a poor state. I learned, very
early on, that opportunities were limited unless we each took
responsibility for ourselves and moved to expand them. The kids
who grew up in Ft. Smith, Arkansas lived the ideas that are at
the core of my New Covenant approach to governing.
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We all knew that unless we helped ourselves, nobody was
going to do it for us. We worked hard, we helped support our
families, we studied hard. But we all also knew that government
was our indispensable link to moving up. We needed its
scholarships, we needed its good schools, we needed its good
teachers, we needed its help.

That was the partnership -- efforts at self help and a
government to provide the schooling to help us to help ourselves.

At night, I’d go home to a family that was afflicted by a
problem, my step father’s alcoholism. We loved each other as a
family, but we were in the grip of a disease that made our home
life one that was too often tormented and rent with conflict. I
loved my step-father, but I also learned the limits of love. No
matter how much we loved him, we couldn’t give him the discipline
he needed, the treatment he required, and the strength he had to
summon from within himself to cure himself and live a real life.

So my childhood presented me with the successes and the
failures of all that we now debate.

I saw failure when friends of mine, bright, able,
hardworking friends of mine, couldn’t reach the limit of their
potential because the schools weren’t that good and there was no
job training and there was no day care and there was no help from
the outside.

I saw failure when my step father, surrounded by all the
love and help in the world, couldn’t lick his problem because he
didn’t summon the internal self-discipline to take his life in
hand and change it.

And I saw success when there was a combination, a
partnership, a marriage of love and support on the one hand and
self help and discipline on the other. When those two were
combined, when they worked together, when they were both there, a
little boy from Hope, growing up in Ft. Smith, could one day be
the President of the United States.

So that is how I came to my philosophy. How I came to
believe that a combination was needed. A new covenant.

All of us went through similar generational experiences. We
saw our parents or grandparents, during World War II and in the
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fifties and sixties, sacrifice for us. We saw them do without so
that we could lead better lives. On a personal level, we heard
of the vacations they never took, of the joy they postponed, of
the living they left unlived. 1In public policy, the New Deal,
the Fair Deal and the Great Society mirrored that spirit of
sacrifice.

As a nation, we did without, we won a war, we bore high
taxes, we sacrificed to help our children, to build our future.

Then we saw many of our contemporaries turn inward. We
moved away from compassion, caring, investment for the future.
We moved to the era of narcissism, of self-involvement. Many
turned inward to drugs, self-indulgence, self-gratification. Many
embraced the eighties ethic of making money, moving up. Looking
out for number one became the slogan and cynicism became the
ethic. On a public level, we spent the money tax cuts gave us
and cared little about the deficit we racked up. The government
ran a deficit, businesses became fat and wasteful, consumer debt
skyrocketed. America turned inward and we lived for ourselves
with no real thought about tomorrow.

But now, we are living a new ethic -- the ethic of
commitment. We are divorcing less, smoking less, drinking less,
using drugs less, working out more, dieting more, paying more
attention to what we eat and drink. There is less promiscuity
and more use of condoms. We realize that actions have
consequences. Doing what we want as long as it doesn’t hurt
anybody is being replaced as our ethic by doing what is best for
ourselves and our society.

On a public level, we’ve learned that when we sweep
problems under the rug, they don’t go away. They fester, they
get infected, they grow and they become crises.

We know as a nation that when we cut money for housing, we
case more homelessness. That if we slash welfare, without adding
child care, we’ll have more latch key kids. That if we don’t
improve schools, we’ll have more unemployment.

But we have also learned that our grandparents and parents
didn’t have it quite right either. We’ve learned that a good
heart isn’t enough. That discipline and standards and
expectations and requirements are essential parts of helping
anybody. We’ve all had individual examples, like my own step
father, which brought home the reality that giving away help and
money and love, doesn’t solve the problem.

Funding schools won’t help unless we require high
standards. Welfare won’t work unless we require work. Health
care won’t cure unless people care about their own bodies and
health.

It is in this new ethic that the new covenant takes its



roots.

The new covenant differs from the Great Society in this --
it requires self-help, standards, discipline. It uses government
as a catalyst to help people to help themselves, not as a
replacement for self help. If offers a hand up not a handout.

It recognizes that government is itself a problem, a bloated,
over funded, wasteful, slow moving problem. It holds as a core
belief that spending must be cut, but investments in people must
be increased. It believes that regulations must be reduced, but
real protection of the environment strengthened.

The new covenant differs from Republican budget cutters in
this -- all spending is not created equal. Spending on
education, spending on job training, spending on our future is
not the equal of spending on consumption and pork and government
subsidies. All cuts are not created equal. Cuts which cut health
care services are to be avoided, cuts which reduce health care
costs are to be embraced. Cuts which throw poor children out on
the street because their mothers didn’t marry are wrong. Cuts
which make people on welfare take jobs are right.

The new covenant does something we never do in our
politics -- it learns from our past mistakes. The past mistake
of generosity without demands for responsibility and the past
mistake of ignoring our responsibilities to build our future have
defined our failings as a nation. We are determined, through the
new covenant to avoid them.

And it learns from our successes. The success of
teachers in schools throughout America who enforce high standards
and give vast amounts of energy, love and dedication. The
success of parents who discipline their children and then provide
the love to make it all work. The success of Americans
throughout our land who seek common ground, who seek to move us
ahead.

These are the successes of the New Covenant.

(now go into common ground piece)










































PARTIPANTS: RESPONSIBLE CITIZENSHIP SPEECH: JULY 7, 1995

STATE FIRST NAME LAST NAME COMPANY
bc  ®ken Magkowitz L
John Marks Search for Common Ground
Susan Marks Search for Common Ground
Kimberly Marteau usia
Franz Mazter
Gerald McEntee Board of Directors- National Service
Robert McGee
Vince Meldrum Youth Service America
Sara Melendez Independent Sector
Hassan Minor, Jr. Howard University
Kenneth Mireles Hispanic Caucus Institute
Forest Montgomery National Association of Evangelicals
Colleen Montoya Hispanic Caucus Institute
Natasha Mullins
Dan Nadash
Leo O'Donovan Georgetown University
Tabitha Orlando
Mitchell Palmer
Scott Pastrick DNC
Ada Pena LULAC
Catherine Pinkerton NETWORK
Molly Raiser Chief of Protocal - State Department
Michael Ralsky
Tracey Rich
Malcolm Richardson President's Committeee on Arts and
Humanities
Richard Riley DOE
Art Roberts
Ginger Romero Hispanic Caucus Institute
Mark Rosenman The Union Institute
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Gerry salemme
David Saperstein
H. Bernard Schroeder
Eli Segal
Layla Sein
David Seldin
Neal Shenoy
Claudette Shwiry
Jennifer Snyder
Alejandra Solis
Santiago Solis
Patrick Straub
Terry Straub
David Straub
Kevin Sullivan
Bennie Thayer
Lelie Thornton
Craig Tilley
Paul Tipton
Christina Tovar
Rosie Valadez
Helen Veit
Gaylin Vogel
John Walters
Bonnie Weinstein
James Wendor £
Leon West
Anne Wexler
Carol Williams
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JULY 7, 1995

COMPANY

Religious Action Center

Americorps
The American Muslim Council Report

Communitarian Network

Arab American Institute

USX Corporation

Officeof Secretary Richard Riley

National Association of the Self
Employed

Department of Education

Association of Jesuit Colleges and
Universities

Hispanic Caucus Institute

The New Citzenship Project
Attorney-at-Law
Reading Is Fundamental

The Congress of National Black
Charities, Inc.

Peace Links
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STATE FIRST NAME LAST NAME COMPANY
DC Carolyn Young DC Service Corps
Than Young The Congress of National Black
Charities, Inc.
Timothy Zayac
IN Les LenKowsky Board of Directors- National Service
MA Ray Hammond Ten-Point Coalition
John Samaan Boston Rescue Mission
Lynn Samaan Boston Rescue Mission
Samuel Wood 10 Point Coalition
MD Loleta Bailey Liberty Magazines
Rhonda Dorsey MD Commission-National Service
Bowyer Freeman Bread for the World
Janet Salmons Magic ME
Marilyn Smith Maryland's Governor Commission on
Service
Sid Swartz Washington Institute for Jewish
Leadership & Values
NY Janet Dutrey Resolving Conflict Creatively Program
National Center
Richard Green The Crown Heights Youth Collective
Michael Lerner Tikkun Magazine
Wesley Michaelson Reformed Church in America
Orlando Rivera South Bronx High School
Joeseph Scelsa The John D. Calandra Italian Amer.
Instit.
Mort Sherman South Orangetown Central School District
Robert Sherman The Surdne Foundation
Debrah Sherman
Paola Vita Rebels With A Cause
PA Don Eberly National Fatherhood Initiative
TX Margarita Valdez
VA Eileen Bakke Mustard Seed Foundation
Ron Brandt Association for Supervision & Curriculum
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STATE FIRST NAME LAST NAME COMPANY

VA Mimi Carter Thomas Jefferson Middle School
John Castelli
Peter Edman The Trinity Forum
Janie Gilmore Educational Media Development
Darrell Green Washington Redskins
Os Guinness The Trinity Forum
Natalie Holmes American Association of School

Administration

John Lauber The Trinity Forum
T. David Legg The Trinity Forum

VT Matthew Kireker
Charles Kireker Twin Birches
Bennett Kireker
Marie Kireker Vermont School Board

Count: 189
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PRESIDENT WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON }b}l\
A NEW COMMON GROUND L%ik‘ﬁ
GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY
JULY 6, 1995 )

I have asked you here today to discuss a matter of deep
importance to America. You, who have done so much to build
community across this land, understand our national need to find

a new common ground.

It is fitting for us to talk here at Georgetown. As a student, I
learned about finding common cause here. When I arrived in 1964,
I already had some understanding of this -- from my schools, my

church, my home. I grew up in the South at a time when so many of

us struggled to live together against a past that drove us apart.

But, I learned so much more during my time here, as our country
confronted new obstacles to our age-old striving to give meaning
to "E Pluribus Unum." We saw it in the clash of cultures and
generations. And we saw it in the rage and fear and violence that

erupted in the streets of this city after Dr. King was slain.

Fortunately, we also learned something here more uplifting and, I
believe, enduring about the American spirit. Sitting where you
now sit, I heard the words of a professor named Carol Quigley. He
taught that America was the greatest country in history because
our people have always believed in two great ideas: first, that
the future can be better than the present. And second, that each

of us has a personal, moral responsibility to make it so.



I ran for President to apply that lesson to our effort to meet
the challenges of a new century. I returned to Georgetown in 1991
to call on Americans to forge a New Covenant based on opportunity

and responsibility to overcome the obstacles of our own times.

When I ran for President, we had too many Americans who saw the

global economy as a dog-eat-dog world. Too many Americans Ocyhg”“,
believed they could lose everything in the next minute. That they 972%7
were out there all alone -- without the help of a government that

cared and without the ties of community or, too often, even

family to help. They had stopped believing that the future could

be better than the present. Or that they could take personal

responsibility to change that course for the better.

For the past two-and-a-half years, we have worked hard to change
that, to provide more opportunity and demand more responsibility
from everyone. We have strengthened our economy, expanded
educational opportunities so hardworking people can compete and
win in the global economy, increased trade, and created jobs that
will keep our citizens and our families strong. We have fought
against violence and the tools of violence that threaten the
safety and security of our people. In all this, we have worked to
keep the American Dream alive for our children and grandchildren

as we enter a new century.

In my administration, we have helped our schools teach better



citizenship, responsibility and values. We have created
Americorps, our national service initiative, to give new meaning
to the old American principles of community and country. And I
have spoken out, on many occasions, to say that we are all in

this together and we shall rise or fall together.

But, for all we have done, it is not enough. The great irony of
our age is that the forces of opportunity lifting us up also
contain within them the power to tear us apart. The new global
economy which holds out so much promise in ideas, technology and
jobs, also places tremendous pressures on our families, our
communities, our values. Pushed too far, mobility can become
dislocation. Industriousness can become overload. Those pressures
can lead to frustrations, and those frustrations can lead us to
turn against one another in blame, rather than toward one another
in common purpose. Most Americans do their dead-level best to
cope with those frustrations in their daily lives. But we have
seen, in the shadow of Oklahoma City, how some people who live at
the margins of our society express their frustrations through

violent acts that strike at us all.

Some people, in and out of politics, want to look around for
someone to blame -- whether it is the government, or the
entertainment industry, or global corporations. Some who are rich

-\_____.._.—;______._r""-—__‘_"‘--—______‘
say it is the poor. Some who are poor say it is the rich.




The truth is, we all must share the responsibility. As President,
I have spoken out often on the need for greater responsibility in
all sectors of our society. I am proud that many in my

administration, including Tipper Gore, the Vice President’s wife,
have led the way to bring more responsibility and stronger values

to many parts of our lives.

They have shown this is a time not for pointing fingers but for
joining hands. We have watched old walls of tyranny and hatred
torn down abroad. This is no time to build new walls at home. The
real question now is not, who is to blame, but, what are we going

to do about it? And that is why I want to talk with you today.

With your help, I want us to put aside partisan politics and
unite this country in a massive effort to promote civility, stop

violence and rebuild the American community.

We learned more in Oklahoma City than just the force of hatred
and violence and division. We saw the best of the American
spirit . . . concern for one another . . . neighbor helping
neighbor . . . understanding and caring and tolerance. That'’s
the American spirit. That’s what keeps the American Dream alive

for our children.

It should not take chaos or catastrophe to bring out our

character. We must revive the search for virtue and the common



good in our everyday lives. The message is clear: Here, at the
edge of the 21st century, let us unite to condemn hatred,
intolerance and violence. Let us rebuild a new common ground of
respect, civility and civil order. That is what makes America

strong. That is the best of America.

I believe we can do this, because I know we have done it before.
Many of you were fortunate enough to have the experience I had of
growing up in places where people did come together to help one
another. My grandparents and my parents taught me about equality,
justice and the worth of every individual. It did not always come
easily for all of them, but many of the people I grew up around
believed we could work in unity -- and because we believed it, we

helped to move one another forward.

But we must not believe those who would have us think we can
simply wish our way back to the way things were. Life is not that
easy, and the forces the world places on us are not that simple.
Our challenge is to reapply our basic values in the context of
different times. We must do everything we can to transform our
thoughts, our words and our actions, so that we promote civility,

community and common purpose, not rancor, division and hate.

We should begin with the way we think about one another. In many
ways, we have become a nation of "others." White, black. Men,

women. Liberal, conservative. We have all come to categorize the



other person, to count them out of our group and into another
group that we suspect of not sharing our values, our concerns,
our virtues. Some of this came out of the best of impulses:
People of like backgrounds or interests have, in recent decades,
found a new freedom to express their shared heritage and
strengths. And much good has come out of this, for all of us. But
we must make sure that our diversity remains a strength for all

of us, and not a force for divisiveness.

If you see yourself as other, you are less likely to feel you
have a stake in building a common future of harmony and
prosperity. We must not forget the sternest lessons of our
century: The danger that can arise when people think of each

other as categories of difference.

We must begin by letting go of the presumptions we make about
people whom we do not know -- whom we regard as too different.
Let me put this in personal terms. All of us have been guilty of
false presumptions. Think about the presumptions that apparently
led to the Oklahoma City tragedy. Many of those who died were
hardworking government employees, who have been routinely and
derisively referred to as "bureaucrats." When Hillary and I
visited the loved ones of those workers who had been killed, I
realized that they gave their lives performing the most vital
services to people -- sending out pension checks, ensuring public

safety, taking care of our children. And I vowed right then and



there never to use the term "bureaucrat" again derisively. That

is the kind of presumption I am talking about.

We all must take personal responsibility to suspend our
presumptions about people who are different than we are, to stop

treating each other like enemies. We are all Americans. That is

the best presumption to start with. @LL%VYJM&A
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Beyond our thoughts, we must take responsibility for our words.
Words have consequences. Words and discussion and debate are the
very currency of our democracy. Democracy does not mean we all
agree with one another, or share a single set of ideas. If it
did, we would never change in this country and never make
progress. But democracy does mean we have pledged not to permit
our disagreements to destroy our community. It means we have
promised to respect one another even when -- especially when --

our ideas are different.

That is what the Speaker of the House and I reaffirmed in New
Hampshire last month. Everywhere I have gone since that
discussion, people have told me how impressed they were with the
civility of that moment. They told me how good it was to see us
meaningfully debate our differences, without the angry words and

name-calling so much a part of political debate in our country.

I challenge all of our political leaders to tone down the



rhetoric and to remember that hate is not a family value. Beyond
left and right, there is a frontier of civility that we must
defend. And we must be vigilant in the face of the people who
would breach that frontier, whether they speak from the left or
the right, through microphones or newspapers or in front of

television or movie cameras.

When voices advocate racism or sexism or dehumanization of
individuals of any kind, it does not matter that they are our
allies on other issues or that they attack others with whom we
disagree. We must reject their attacks outright. We must do that
if they are the voices of the left [(Farrakhan, with quotes to
come] or of the right [NRA, with quotes to come]. If we do not,
how will we have the moral authority to teach our children they
are wrong when they use the worst kind of racial epithet in a
high school yearbook as a sick joke, which is what happened in

one high school recently?

When our words become weapons in angry hands, we lose our
capacity for cooperation and compromise. When speech is a club,
clubs become knives and guns, and violence replaces speech as the
broker of our differences. We cannot afford that in our

democracy.

Finally, beyond our thoughts and words, we must take the actions

to renew our sense of community. As President, I have worked to



rebuild community across our country. Americorps. Community
development banks. Empowerment zones: All reflect our larger
commitment to help people make the most of their lives and to

give them the tools to work together.

But my actions as President must go beyond all of that, because
what it takes to rebuild community and civility is about much
more than government action. I believe my responsibility is to
show that there are real, concrete ways for us to work towards a
stronger American community. And I want to convince our people
that there is far more that is right and good about what we are
doing as Americans -- and what we still can do -- than what is
wrong about America and divides us. As I said when I was
inaugurated as your President: There is nothing wrong with

America that cannot be fixed by what is right with America.

That is why I will devote time in the weeks and months to come to
celebrate and focus on the best of America -- what is working to
help pull us together. When I travel across this country, I meet
many people like you. In every town, community and state I visit,
I meet remarkable people who are doing their part and urging
others to do more. The community leader bridging racial divisions
through a sports league. The principal who makes her school into
a place for youth to play and study in the evening. The
entertainer setting up a foundation to reach at-risk children.

This is what works in America. These are the real American



heroces. And I want America to know about them and be inspired by

them.

We must challenge everyone to do more. And that is especially
true of leaders from sectors of influence in our lives. Business.
Entertainment. Media. Sports. Education. I will meet with leaders
from these and other sectors of American society and challenge

them to join me in our efforts to renew the American community.

I will ask business leaders to build on examples of corporate
responsibility -- providing on-site day care to make our people
good workers and good parents and investing profits back into the
training of the most important asset any business has: its

workers. I will not demonize entertainment leaders. That is too

o T E T :
easy. The hard part is to find ways with them to use our media

and entertainment outlets to strengthen families, reinforce
values and provide positive role models. I will remind those in
sports and entertainment of the responsibility that comes with

fame and rewards.

I want to meet with American citizens across this nation who are
working everyday to build bridges and promote healing. People
who understand that citizenship means more than paying your taxes
and mowing your lawn. It means behaving with decency, restraint
and deep caring for one another as fellow Americans in a diverse

but unified nation.
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We must do all this in the face of real and profound challenges.

We know that. But our challenges are no greater than those we

have faced -- and overcome -- together throughout our histoiy.

Think of all the times we have come through. We did it a ”V%ﬁ&vw\'
= /

generation ago during civil rights era. We did it i;_wfﬁﬁing theffc/# <

L
Cold War. We did it in the great fight against fascism in World CJZP4;di,

War II. We did it in Oklahoma City.

We must never forget, we have faced up to our challenges before.
Abraham Lincoln, who saved our Republic in its hour of greatest
need and redeemed the promise of our freedom, said something very
important in his first inaugural. The country was coming apart
at the seams over the issue of slavery. We were headed into our
deepest conflict. But he had the understanding to say: "We are

not enemies, but friends. We must not be enemies."

I say to you today, my friends: Let us find a new common ground.
Let us stand up for the future of our children. And though we
may disagree, let us take up our greatest responsibility to one

another: Let us not be enemies, but friends.

Thank you and God bless you.
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[What follows are three mets of remarks, written in
egpaech format but intended as idess for a opoach rather
than thut speech ltselfr 7 hove found it esasisar in the
short time available to write ag 1f I ware composing a
speech rather than in abetractions ahout what one might
inolude in guch a spaeech.

T have nnt incorporated into these remarks, but do
dimcuss briefly at the end, the barest outlines of what
a "campaign for renewed c¢ltirzenship" might look like.
Clearly, such themes need tO ba integrated into the
speach itself.

May I tinally suggest that if you oan get hold of a
copY Of my gpeech in Prague (a oopy should be available
at the USIA), there are themea thorae that might well
be relevant to this apeech ~~ dittoc the essay on QIYIL
80CIETY in the February/March 1995 THE NEW DEMOCRAT)

1._Themaes _and idoas for the.speech:

Wa ask much of our democracy: that it preserve our freadoms,
that it achieve our conmon goals, that it aaminister tne
common good, that it govern in our name and tor our ends;
and aalso that it leave us alone! But democracy does not run
on automatic piloti it ie fueled by our active engagement,
It givee mu0Oh but in return ls aesks much of us - above all,
it asks us to be citixens.

We ares a diversified country -- pluralistio from the very
beginning. We celebrate our many diffarvencas and so we
ahauld, but Gheao diffewoncca san nlen hermane faunlt linea
along whioh we divide and separata fram one anothar. We
cherish our libsrtiss and o we should, but these libaerties
ocan baecome sanctuaries of selfishness and an excuse for g
isolation. We revel in fraeae apeech, and &0 we must, but free
speech can also incite and anger and divide and folarize.
Our differences call out for common groundr our liberties
denand the counterweight of responeibility; our free speech
requires civility.

In a dAiversifiesd and free soocisty then there is a spacial
nesd for the glue that holde democracy together: the gilue of
common citizenship.
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RESPONSIBLE CITIZENSHIP AND AMERICAN COMMUNITY SPEECH:
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STATE
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CA

DC

MA

NC

NY
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VA

LAST NAME

Ladner
Marks
Gay
Rosenman
Jones
Benero
Early
Beggiani
Wendort
Brooks
Sein
0'Donovan
Dionne
Benero
Marks
Etziont
Dunn

Hamnond
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Lerner
Scelsa

Green
Eberly

Lauber
Castelli
Carter

Legg
Edman

FIRST NAME

...............

Amos
Witliem

Joyce
Susan
Gail
Mark
Thomas
JoSeph
Jemes
Seely
Jemes
Robert
Layla
Leo
E.J.
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John
Amitai
James

Ray
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John
Janet

Lloyd

Micheel
Joeseph

Richard
Don

John
John
Mimi

T. David
Peter
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COMPANY

........................................

Third Baptist Church
The Caucus

Howard University

Search for Common Ground
Entrepreneurial Ocvelopment Institute
The Union Institute

Washington Area Habitat for Humanity
Assoc. of Junior Lcagues

Smithsonian Institution

Our Lady of Lebonon Moronite Seminary
Reading Is Fundamental

The Episcopal Church

The American Muslim Council Report
Georgetown University

The Washington Post

Assoc. of Junior Lcagues [ntnl.
Search for Comnon Cround

George Washington University

Baptist Joint Comittec

Ten-Point Coalition

Boston Rescuc Mission

Boston Rescue Mission

Magic ME

Character Counts Coalition

Tikkun Magazine

The John D. Calandra ltolian Amer.
Instit.

The Crown Heights Youth Collective
National fatherhood Initiotive

The Trinity Forum

Thomas Jefferson Middle School

The Trinity Forum
The Trinity Forum
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, THE FUTURE OF CIVIL SOCIETY
' By Benjamin Barber

Walt Whitman Professor of Political Science, Rutgers University

I am grateful to Penn Kemble and Joseph Duffey and to the USIA for asking me to join you this afternoon. For they
know at home | am somewhat of a mischief maker, someone unlikely to talk in 'have a nice day' cliches about
democracy. I think they encouraged me to come as they know that more than anything else democracy is about
making mischief, asking questions, confronting power, challenging dogmas -- even when they are the dogmas of
democracy. They appreciate that even after two hundred years the Americans are not necessarily closer to realizing
democracy fully than nations of only twenty years or two years experience of democracy. Issues of race and class
still trouble America, too. Penn Kemble yesterday asked people in the audience to raise a hand if ethnic strife was a
major problem in your country. | raised my hand.

It is in the nature of democracy that it is a process, not &n end, to an ongoing experiment -- not a set of fixed
doctrines.

Its ideals, unless we repossess them generation to generation, become little different than eny other ideology. The
open society means a society without cloture. A society open to challenge and criticism. When a nation announces

the work of democracy is finished, it's usually democracy that is finished in that nation. In the skeptical spirit of
democracy I would like to this afternoon ask some hard questions that | think we as educators need to face. Questions
whose answers affect all democrats nonetheless the young democrats. Let me pose and then address four related
questions.

First: Is democracy exportable? Is it a formal commodity to be delivered by post or FedEx or fax by those who
possess it to those who do not?

Second: [s democracy a function just of political institution and written constitutions and bills of rights? Can
liberty be won by writing or borrowing a document or designing a parliament.

Third: Is democracy synonymous with markets? Does the defeat of communism and the triumph of capitalism
guarantee the establishment of democracy?

And fourth: Does democracy depend on powerful leadership, heroic politicians and the statesmen on Churchills,
DeGaulles, Roosevelts and Havels?

Now the short version of my talk today is no, no, no, no, and no. (applause) You wish..

The belief that democracy can be exported, to take the first myth, that it is no more than a form of government, the
second: that it issues directly out of capitalism, the third: that it is dependent on the heroic leadership and the fourth
myth: that it represents four of the most seductive and dangerous myths of would-be democrats today. And I want to
say something about each of them. About the first one, it is really we Americans and Western Europeans, and and not
those of you in Eastern Europe and Russia, Africa and Asia and other transitional societies, who need most of all to
remember that democracy is never a gift from one people to another, but the hard-won fruit of costly local struggle. It
is something to be taken, not something to be given, as many of you have shown us again, and as America once two
hundred years ago showed the world.

Moreover, while there are universal ideals that undergird the struggle eve. , where, democracy's forms are as various
as the struggles through which it is won. In the years before the American revolution, puritan Massachussetts,
progressive Pennsylvania and the slave South, all had different political systems. And our regional institutions today

are marked by these differences. Democracy grows up indigenously and in country after country it looks different,
feels different. The Swiss celebrate communal rights, not individual rights -- gemeindefreiheidt, not abstract
personhood. Great Britain has no separation of powers, while we Americans think the separation of powers is
indispensible. Ethiopia's new constitution tries to address tribalism. Poland is a deeply Catholic nation and cannot
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efface Catholisism as it develops its own new political institutions. Ireland has no separation of church and state,
Germany is federalist, France centralist. These differences among the established democracies suggest that there is a
great room for similar differences in new democracies.

And new democracies need to find their own appropriate institutions and would do well, I believe, to look to their
own histories and cultures for sources of inspiration. Does the Russian Mir, the Russian village community, hold out
some promise? Romanian fraternal organisations? Even the old Workers Council of the Soviet Union, the Soviet,
may yet have some promise, but not dominated by Bolshevism and Communism. To reject Communism need not
mean throwing away alternative economic strategies like employee stock ownership plans or cooperatives. In the
ancient world, people used to say, "Distrust the Greeks, especially when they come bearing gifts." New democrats
might do well to distrust old democrats, especially when they come bearing the gift of advice. And I include my own
advice, as a fit subject for suspicion. The only way the unique American experiment in democracy can be imitated or
borrowed is to make sure each nation sees its own forms of democracy as equally unique, as equally experimental in
their own right. This becomes even clearer when we look at the question of political institutions, the political
manifestations of democracy.

Which moves me to the second point, for the belief in the exportability of democracy rests largely on the myth that
democracy is no more than certain formal political institutions, which can be handed around from country to country
like so many used cars. A few new parts, a little adjustment to climatic conditions, and you can drive them anywhere.
But democracy is not an automotive blueprint. It cannot be imposed top-down, it grows bottom up. Constitutions do
not create democracy. Democracy creates constitutions. Bills of rights do not create rights. They codify rights already
defined, fought for and won. America had a hundred and fifty years of experience with local civic cultures and civil
liberty before it codified that experience into a constitution and a bill of rights. Great Britain still hasn't gotten around
to writing down the principles of constitutional liberty by which it has been living for many centuries. What is a bill
of rights but a piece of paper? "Parchment parapets," James Madison said, from which no defense of real liberty,
Madison thought, could be waged. Without citizens thtere can be no liberty, and without civic culture and education,
there can be no citizens -- which is why your work as educators, as NGO organizers, as community people, is so
vital. Democracy, said John Dewey, is not a form of government, it is a way of life, a set of ingrained attitudes, a
culture of independent thinking, as well as cooperation, of conflict as well as consensus. The old Soviet Union
actually had an extraordinary bill of rights. I was amazed as a graduate student to read it. It was a better bill of rights
than the American bill of rights.

But of course it was worthless, it was a piece of paper. And without citizens it had no meaning.

Russia today and other members of the former Soviet Union have many of the formal institutions of democracy, but
the struggle in those nations, as you know so well, is to give these institutions a foundation in civil society, in civil
religion, in habits of the heart that foster tolerance and reciprocity. And that takes time. Patience is democracy's
greatest virtue, and always in short supply. You are expected, those of you in new and transitional democratic
nations, to do in six months or six years what we have not yet finished doing in sixty or six hundred in the
extablished democracies. And yours of course is no easy task because there are rivals for your attention in the new
and the old democracies. The real educator of the young in America, in Europe, in Africa in Asia alike is neither
school nor church nor synogogue, nor mosque nor family but television and film. Can an hour of civics once or twice
a week in school rival MTV? Can an election campaign draw as much attention as a prime time soap opera? Can we
teach peace while film celebrates violence? What are a handful of NGOs, or even 25,000 non-governmental
organizations, compared to McDonalds or Microsoft? Or the Walt Disney company? Mr. Cooke reminded us last
night that for better or worse the film is the great tutor of our times. Unhappily, usually it's for worse. And I noticed
most of his chosen films were twenty, thirty or forty years old. It's hard to find films like that in recent years. The
lessons of Oliver Stone, Kevin Costner and Arnold Schwarzeneger are not civics lessons. Nor can they be. Their aim
1s simple: profit and return on investment. They are not selling democracies; they are selling movie tickets.

And there is a difference.

Which brings me to the third and, I think, most difficult myth. No, democracy is not synonymous with the free
market place. The freedom to buy a Coke or a video of the Lion King is not yet the freedom to determine how we
will live together, and under whar kind of regime. Coke and McDonalds and MTV, we don't want to forget, are also
in Singapore, and in China, and the Middle East, and in the places where there is no democracy, as well as in Russia
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to'think that all these things can be left to the market, to do what democratic governments are supposed to do, is &
tecrible kind of myth.

What then can we do if democracy is not to be borrowed or fashioned from a few political reforms or secured by
privatization? Does it take heroes to bring us liberty? Here I come to the final point I'd like to make, the final myth. I
think, and I believe many of you share the conviction, that the quality of democracy depends not on the quality of
leadership, but on the quality of citizenship. Fascism and communist regimes, dictatorships to be sure, need great
leaders to survive.

They are nothing more than their lcaders. That's all they've got. Democracy needs effective citizens, ordinary women
and men, doing extraordinary things on a regular and continuing basis. In his play Galileo Brechtol has a wonderful
scene in which one character says to another: Pity the country that has no heroes. And the other replies: No, pity the
country that needs heroes. Democracy is a form of government which needs no heroes, and successful democracy is a
country that needs no heroes. Back in the 1890, Eugene Debs, the popularist leader in America, was at a particularly
grim meeting of followers and, having been defeated in the elections, their economic program stood no chance in the
larger society. And one of his followers got up and said,

"Mr. Debs, you have to lead us and get us out of this darkness that we are in." And Eugene Debs replied, "I will not. [
cannot. And even if I could, I would not. For if I could lead you out of this darkness, then I could lead you back in
again." In too many new democracies, 1 sce the spectre of men and women led out of the darkness of communism by
heroes and then, dissappointed, being led back into the darkness of nationalism by some of the same heroes. We need
societies immune to that kind of heroism, the societies in which the citizens are their own leaders and conduct their
own business unheroically every day.

The work of democracy is, in other words, our work, the mundane difficult unending tasks of civic education. The
work of nongovernmental organisations trying to create a transnational a transcorporate civil society. And 1 would
start maybe by renaming nongovernmental organisations. What a terrible term. No good thing can come from entities
defined in the negative. Surely they are more than 'nongovernmental', they are public. They are also noncommercial,
noncorperate, yet still voluntary, They are non-private in the sense of privatistic without being coersive or statist.
And they are non-statist without giving up a common concern for justice and the public good. They are our great
strength, 1 believe. They are not nongovernmental, they are procivic. Let's call them 'civic organizations' or 'civil
associations', that stand somewhere between overbloated governments and overbloated private corporations, defining
a vital domain where liberty can breed.

This domain belongs to us. It's our domain. Civic space is our space. But for the most part it exists exclusively in our
imagination nowadays. In reality there are malls, shopping arcades, movie houses and bureaucracies, but little real
civic space like the one we created here in the last couple of days. I'm not sure what kind of future civil society has,
as the title of this session is "The Future of Civil Society". I am pessimistic in ways you've seen, partly because the
myths I've talked about are so widely shared, so powerful, so insidious. I do know that without a robust civil society
there will be no citizens, only consumers of goods or subjects of oppressive states. And without citizens there can be
no democracy. The good news is that we do have a choice. The educators, the community organizers, the NGO
people in this room, and people like you everywhere can make the difference. But the work is hard, and the obstacles
are multiplying. The myths are still spreading. About two hundred, two hundred and fifty years ago, well before the
French Revolution, Jean Jacques Rousseau said, "Liberty is a food easy to eat and hard to digest." If we are not
careful. in New York and in Washington, no less than in Prague, Moscow, and London and Paris, as well as in
Ethiopia and Singapore, we are likely to produce in the coming centuries not free societies, but only permanent civic
indigestion. Thank you for you indulgence.


















































































































