
[On Feb 21, 2014, Ronda introduced a first draft of the second Netizens book. She discussed its suggested title and the question of models for democracy in the era of the netizen. Her presentation follows.] 

Why the proposed title of the draft book is                                                                                 Models for Participatory Democracy in the Era of the Netizen.
While I was in South Korea in 2008, a friend asked if there is a model for democracy that could be helpful for South Korea – for example, some country perhaps in Scandinavia. Thinking about the question I realized it was more complex than it seemed on the surface.

What I realized is that it isn’t that one can take a model from the period before the Internet, from the time period before the emergence of the netizen. It is instead necessary that models for a more democratic society or nation in our times be models that include netizen participation in the society. Both South Korea and China are places where the role of netizens is important in building more democratic structures for the society. In general, South Korea appears to be the most advanced in grassroots efforts to create examples of netizen forms for a more participatory decision making process.(1) But China is also a place where there are significant developments because of the Internet and netizens.(2)

In China there have been a number of issues that netizens have taken up online which have then had an impact on the mainstream media and where the online discussion has helped to bring about a change in government policy.

In looking for other models to learn from, however, I also realized that there is another relevant area of development. This is the actual process of building the Net, a prototype which is helpful to consider when seeking to understand the nature and particularity of the evolving new models for development and participation represented in the Era of the Netizen.(3) 

Hence this 2nd Netizens netbook focuses in part on netizen developments in South Korea and China. The first article in the book, however, is Michael’s article Participatory Democracy From the 1960s and SDS into the Future On-line. (4)  It is this article that connects in a significant way the struggle in the 1960s for a democratic political structure in the US with the recognition that a communications infrastructure would be needed to make such a democratic political structure possible.
Describing this problem, Michael writes: “SDS leaders had an understanding of democratic forms which did not function democratically in the 1960s nor do they today.” 
To solve this problem, SDS took up to draft a statement of both the problem and its description and the means they proposed for solving it. The statement is called the “Port Huron Statement” 

Elaborating on the nature of the problem, James Miller, in Democracy is in the Streets (1987), his book about SDS and the development of the Port Huron Statement, writes (5):

"Politics became a spectator sport. The support of voters was marshaled through advertising campaigns, not direct participation in reasoned debate. A citizen's chief sources of political information, the mass media, typically assaulted him with a barrage of distracting commercial come-ons, feeble entertainments and hand-me-down glosses on complicated issues." (p. 85)
As a means of trying to make a change in the disenfranchisement of the American people from the decisions made by government in the US, the students drafting the Port Huron statement looked to a concept elaborated by a University of Michigan Professor, Arthur Kaufman, which  he called “participatory democracy.”

In a 1960 essay, "Participatory Democracy and Human Nature", Kaufman had described a society in which every member had a "direct responsibility for decisions." The "main justifying function" of participatory democracy, quotes Miller, "is and always has been, not the extent to which it protects or stabilizes a community, but the contribution it can make to the development of human powers of thought, feeling and action. In this respect, it differs, and differs quite fundamentally, from a representative system incorporating all sorts of institutional features designed to safeguard human rights and ensure social order." (Miller, p. 94)

I will quote now a little more extensively from Michael's article on SDS:
     A participant at the Port Huron Conference, Richard Flacks remembers Arnold Kaufman speaking at the convention, "At one point, he declared that our job as citizens was not to role-play the President. Our job was to put forth our own perspective. That was the real meaning of democracy--press for your own perspective as you see it, not trying to be a statesman understanding the big picture." (Miller, p. 111)

     After identifying participatory democracy as the means by which to wrest control back from corporate and government bureaucracies, the next step was to identify the means to having participatory democracy. In the "Values" section of The Port Huron Statement, the means proposed is a new media.
"As a social system we seek the establishment of a democracy of individual participation governed by two central aims: that the individual share in those social decisions determining the quality and direction of his life; the society be organized to encourage independence in men and provide the media for their common participation." (Port Huron Statement in Miller, p. 333)

In his article on SDS, Michael describes how the effort to create a personal computer by the Homebrew Computer Club in California, represented a continuation of the struggle to create the kind of media that would make participatory democracy possible.

Also Michael points to the creation of the ARPANET and Usenet (and subsequently the Internet), as the kind of communications infrastructure needed for participatory democracy.
Describing Michael’s contribution to understanding this transition from the political critique and goals of the new left of the 1960s and the free speech movement and personal computer pioneers like the Homebrew Club in California, Giovanni Ziccardi, in his book, Resistance, Liberation and Human Rights in the Digital Age, writes(6):
Hauben elucidated this shift, remarking that some of the people who were involved in student protests continued their efforts to bring power to the people by developing and spreading computer power in forms that were more accessible and affordable for individuals. “(Hauben 1996)
According to this scholar (referring to Michael), three steps can be identified:

1. the first step is the creation of the PC. The personal computer movement of the

1970s, first of all, created the personal computer;

2. the second step is the mass production and diffusion of affordable computers. By

the mid 1980s, protest movements forced corporations to produce computers

which everyone could afford;

3. the third step is the birth of the Internet. Finally, Internet, a brand new communication

medium, grew out of the ARPANET research that started in 1969.

These communications advances, outlines Hauben, coupled with the widening availability of computers, transformed the spirit of the 1960s into an achievable goal for modern times (Hauben 1996 ) ; in fact, in modern times, there are indeed thousands of digital dissidents around the world who risk their liberty to protest and to oppose repressive forms of government and strategies aimed at controlling the behavior of the population.(7)
In their struggle in the 1960s, the SDS pioneers recognized the need for a communications platform to make a more democratic political system a reality. Michael not only documented this insight, but also documented that the Net has now made this communications platform a reality. 
Thus there is the potential, he proposed, to carry forward the objective of a participatory democratic political movement and vision and to make it a reality.

I want to consider this concept of participatory democracy and look at whether or not it is an appropriate concept for not only the title of the 2nd Netizen Netbook, but also, for understanding the developments of the past period of time documented in the book and as a helpful  vision for the future.

In the article "The State of Participatory Democratic Theory" by Jeffrey Hilmer, there is a useful clarification. Hilmer proposes that the current state of theory of what is participatory democracy is very weak, and that it often is confused with another form of democratic practice, that of deliberative democracy.(8) Hilmer explains that participatory democracy was a concept brought into prominence by the practice and theory  of SDS in the 1960s. According to Hilmer, “The theory of participatory democracy seems to have originated with Arnold S. Kaufman’s call for a ‘participatory politics.’”(p. 45)

Participatory democracy, as Hilmer describes it, was conceived of as a broad ranging democratic process impacting many sectors of society and institutions. Deliberative democracy, on the other hand, was more narrowly conceived of as the emphasis on “national public deliberation “ among citizens on matters of common  concern toward determining what is in the best interest of society, or what Rousseau called the “general will.”
Hilmer differentiates between deliberative democracy which focuses on the mode of discussion, on “deliberation” and participatory democracy which has a broader mandate, that of opening up the different institutions and sectors of society an egalitarian decision making process, involving input from all who want to offer input.

Essentially Hilmer says that due to the more limited experiences of participatory democratic practice after the 1960s, the theory also gained less attention and development. Instead there was a substitution of the more narrow practice of deliberative democracy for the broader practice of participatory democracy.
Hilmer also points to the importance of developing the theory of participatory democracy as a way to support and strengthen the practice. And he proposes that as there is more experience with participatory democratic practice, there will also be more attention paid to developing the theory.

Exploring these issues in the process of working on the second netizen netbook is a helpful process as it will make it possible to begin to clarify what practice the Net makes possible, and how that practice relates to an emancipatory vision for the future of society.
As an introduction to this draft I have chosen some quotes to focus on from Chapter 1, Michael's article  "Participatory Democracy From the 1960s and SDS into the Future On-line"

Quoting from the Port Huron Statement, Michael points out that SDS recognized the striving for democracy which SDS argued does not yet exist in American politics:
"For Americans concerned with the development of democratic societies, the anti-colonial movements and revolutions in the emerging nations pose serious problems. We need to face the problems with humility; after 180 years of constitutional government we are still striving for democracy in our own society." (Port Huron Statement in Miller, p. 361)

This lack of democracy in American society, Michael writes, contributes to the  political disillusionment of the population. Tom Hayden and SDS were deeply influenced by the writings of C. Wright Mills, a sociology professor at Columbia University until his death early in 1962. Mills' thesis was that the "the idea of the community of publics" which make up a democracy had disappeared as people increasingly got further away from politics. Mills felt that the disengagement of people from the State had resulted in control being given to a few who in the 1960s were no longer valid representatives of the American people. In his book about SDS, Democracy is in the Streets, James Miller wrote:
Describing the impact that the denial of access to input on the political decisions made by the ruling strata, the Port Huron Statement elaborates on the feeling of personal helplessness it claims dominated American society in the 1950s. 
"The American voter is buffeted from all directions by pseudo-problems, by the structurally initiated sense that nothing political is subject to human mastery. Worried by his mundane problems which never get solved, but  constrained by the common belief that politics is an  agonizingly slow accommodation of views, he quits all pretense of bothering." (Port Huron Statement in Miller, p. 337)
The 1960s was a period of time when the American people were recovering from the devastation of the red-baiting and persecution of the McCarthy period in the 1950s. The Port Huron Statement instead of looking at the impact of McCarthyism, however, seems to characterize the 1950s as a period of apathy. The upsurge in the civil rights movement during this period sets an example for the student movement of the 1960s.(9) Michael quotes the Port Huron Statement:

“We had behind us the so-called decade of apathy; we were emerging from apathy. What's the opposite of apathy? Active participation. Citizenship. Making history. Secondly, we were very directly influenced by the civil rights movement in its student phase, which believed that by

personally committing yourself and taking risks, you could enter history and try to change it after a hundred years of segregation.  And so it was this element of participation in democracy that was important. Voting was not enough. Having a democracy in which you have an apathetic citizenship, spoon-fed information by a monolithic media, periodically voting, was very weak, a declining form of democracy. And we believed, as an end in itself, to make the human

being whole by becoming an actor in history instead of just a passive object. Not only as an end in itself, but as a means to change, the idea of participatory democracy was our central focus." (Miller, p. 144)

Summing up what he sees as the significance of the Port Huron Statement, Michael writes:

     It is important to see the value of participatory democracy as a common understanding among both the leaders and members of SDS. While the Port Huron Statement contained other criticisms and thoughts, its major contribution was to highlight the need to more actively involve the citizens of the United States in the daily political process to correct some of the wrongs which passivity had allowed to build. Richard Flacks summarizes this in his article, "On the Uses of Participatory Democracy"(10): 

"The most frequently heard phrase for defining participatory democracy is that 'men must share in the decisions which affect their lives.' in other words, participatory democrats take seriously a vision of man as citizen: and by taking seriously such a vision, they seek to extend the conception of citizenship beyond the conventional political sphere to all institutions. Other ways of stating the core values are to assert the following: each man has responsibility for the action of the institutions in which he is embedded ...." (Flacks, pp. 397-398)
A significant objective of SDS was to create a prototype of participatory democracy, but they still needed the communication system they had deemed critical as the infrastructure for participatory democracy. Michael writes:
The leaders of SDS strove to create forms of participatory democracy within its structure and organization as a prototype and as leadership for the student protest movement and society in general. Al Haber, the University of Michigan graduate student who was the first SDS national officer, describes the need for a communication system to provide the foundation for the movement: 

The challenge ahead is to appraise and evolve radical alternatives to the inadequate society of today, and to develop an institutionalized communication system that will give perspective to our immediate actions. We will then have the groundwork for a radical student movement in America. (Kirkpatrick Sale, SDS, Vintage Books, NY, 1974, p. 25)

In an article about the 50th anniversary of the Port Huron Statement (published in The Nation) Tom Hayden recognizes the role of the Internet and Netizens for fulfilling the vision that the Port Huron Statement pioneered. Hayden writes(11):

“On the other hand, there are sources of hope now that we couldn’t imagine in 1962. The technological revolution of the Internet and social media is propelling a global revival of participatory democracy. Facebook and Twitter are credited with a key role in movements from Cairo to the volunteer campaign for Barack Obama. For the next generations, perhaps the most important issue for participatory democracy will be ownership and control of the means of producing and distributing information….” 
So here we are today in 2014, almost 20 years after Michael recognized the potential of the Net and Netizens to create a more democratic world, and then in 1995, when he read the Port Huron Statement and about the SDS efforts in the early 1960s, he recognized that his intuition about what was coming into existence was in fact an objective of the SDS 35 years earlier.

In the past 20 years there have been many efforts by netizens around the world to explore the potential of the Net and efforts by scholars and netizens to assess their achievements. 

Whether this process can help to establish the practice and theory needed to build more democratic forms and institutions, is still to be determined. But the first Netizen Netbook helped to nourish and inspire this endeavor. With this beginning effort to put together a second Netizen Netbook, we hope to realize Michael’s encouragement that there would be a second book to carry on the work done by the first volume .
--------
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