
EXCERPT FRON THE BOOK
THE WAY TO CHANGE THE WORLD (2014-2016)

19.- Some of the Different World Order’s features

1. Prioritization in collective progress and not in economic growth, not even in
rich countries.

2. Globalization without borders.

3. “A  World  of  Organizations”  (Peter  Druker)  without  administrative  or
governmental structures. A world of free organizations and constant change,
where initiatives, entrepreneurship and innovation are not obstructed. It is
well known that on the balance between business organizations and NPOs,
the business sector generates more employment, taxes and wealth than the
social sector. Perhaps there should not be public police or Courts of Justice.
A world where private organizations, with or without profit motive, represent
all the humankind needs: organization, goods and services.

4. The business sector as a base for the creation of wealth, salaries, taxes, tax
collecting, employment, goods and services.

5. The social sector as a base for the creation of social justice, through the
representation of all collective and general interests, as well as for creating
rules, including laws.

6. General interest understood as a result of the integration of all the existent
interests, replacing the abstract concept which has prevailed in the industrial
system. The representation of these interests by means of the NPOs will be
defended in committees created for each decision and leaded by the most
competent people of directly related activities, as well as cross-cutting NPOs
members related to each decision. That way, they could replace the classic
model of the current governmental and intergovernmental bodies’ corrupt
permanent organic structures. From the sectoral organizations (business and
social) committee members will be elected for each decision that has to be
taken.  In fact,  in all  countries the governments try more and more that
social  agents  can  take  governmental  decisions,  by  means  of  social
consensus. About NPOs, the following is to be noted: 

The paradigmatic, but not exclusive case of this type of organizations
is  the  International  Labour  Organization  (ILO),  in  which  General
Conference and Board of Directors, the states take part by means of
tripartite delegations composed of government, business and trade
representatives. The same happens with the NGOs, in which, next to
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full member individuals and private groups, we can also see public
entities,  state  administration  bodies  or  even,  another  international
organization, acting as associated members.  As, for example, in the
International  Institute  of  Administrative  Sciences,  which  includes,
next to national and international sections, collective members, single
members  and  more  than  45  members  of  other  states.  Another
notable example is the Permanent International Association of Road
Congresses  in  which  five  international  associations,  275  public
entities, 374 collective members, 565 single members and 45 State
governments take part. (Calduch R.  1991)

7. Proactive societies that are focused in learning, including the psycho-social
learning, replacing the current reactive societies which are focused in the
pernicious  consequences  of  the  systemic  institutional  corruption,  the
indoctrination and the numbness of the people, spreading corruption, mental
disorders, diseases and criminality.

8. Balance  of  powers  between  organizations  and  collectives  (business,
managers,  employees,  self-employed  workers,  consumers,  etc),  in  every
field, including global decisions.

9. Transparency. The elimination of the economic privacy for all the people and
for public and private organizations. 

10.Automat  World  Bank,  with  only  deposit  and  withdraw  operations,  just
electronic,  without  offices  or  staff.  A  safe  bank,  away  from every  other
financial system. The size of all western economies would be reduced with
the deflating of the bubble that is  creating the continuous crisis  and the
dangerous instability that is making the system sink.

11.Copies of all bank transactions inside a global electronic system which would
detect tax evasion and criminal or corrupt operations. This system would
derive these incidences to qualified organizations.

12.Disappearance  of  cash.  It  is  worth  mentioning  that  most  of  illegal
transactions,  including  the  institutional  ones,  are  in  cash.  The  electronic
registration of all bank transactions would ease the traceability of all types of
operations.

13. Fair taxation, with the following changes, among others:

1.1. New lien on all bank transfers, from enterprises and individuals, to
tax havens, during the transition to a world without tax havens.

1.2. New lien on luxury goods and services.

1.3. New lien on the incomes that  people receive from their  parents,
when they exceed a certain monthly amount. Money transfers from
family members must be tax charged as if it was a working income,
including cars, houses or business shares purchase. Not charging this
kind of “presents” would be unfair for workers.

1.4. Lien on inheritance, in the same way as in point 3.

1.5. Single taxation for work or capital incomes. Usually, taxes on capital
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incomes are lower than taxes on working incomes, which is unfair
and decadent.

1.6. Tax deductions on business investments,  the same way in which
social sector donations are deducted. Lien on disinvestment, if  the
money is not used to reinvest in other businesses.

14.All private and public organizations’ (including NPOs) accountings must be
managed  by  specialized  agencies  that  have  no  relationship  with  the
organization for  which they are  working.  In other  words,  as many small
companies, they should have to hire external accountant agencies, as to
outsource  the  organizations’  accounting.  Besides,  these  agencies  must
receive  bills  and  bank  information  directly,  at  the  same moment  as  the
organizations  do,  to  avoid  that  the  organizations  hide  bills,  using  the
financial engineering, until they think it is the correct moment to account
them. With this measure two benefits, among others, are achieved: 1) the
end of financial engineering and false accountings which lead to dangerous
enterprises’ bankruptcies and, even, states’ bankruptcies; 2) transparency,
which reduces the leaders’ excessive power. International media has always
echoed the national and international accounts’ falsity in many countries.
The  International  Great  Crisis  of  2008  proved  the  falsity  of  national
accounts, as in Spain or Greece. Actually, national accounts are not reliable
in any country in the world, due to the widespread financial engineering.

15.University  activity.  Universities  should create  or take part  in  all  types of
NPOs, including think tanks, since all kinds of sciences and, therefore, all
organizational  humankind’s  needs,  are  studied  in  universities.  Besides,
universities have, usually, qualified volunteers: the students, who are not as
polluted  by  the  system  as  teachers  are.  So,  universities  have  a  huge
potential  for  the  contribution  to  the  change  and the  construction  of  the
Different  World  Order.  Universities  join  knowledge  and workforce  for  the
contribution to social functioning.

16.A global army.

20.- The Different World Order and the social market economy

Private  property  was  the  key  factor  for  the  revolutions  which  generated  the
Industrial Revolution, and for the replacement of the middle age powers (nobility
and Church) with an administrative power. With the emerging of private property,
the nobility and the Church were not the owners of all  properties anymore,  so
business was created and, with it, the enterprises, which generated enough wealth
to eliminate the nobility and Church’s power. Private property was the key factor for
the end of the Agricultural Age and the beginning of the Industrial Age.

The wealth provided by the business world along the Industrial Age, made possible
the greatest achievements of humankind: Paid holidays, a synthetic material world,
etc.  But  it  also  generated  enough  wealth  to  create  the  macro-State,  which  is
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destroying this progress.

In the same way as the Agricultural Age model had to be changed because it was
not valid for the Industrial Age, on the current age changing, it is necessary to
change a system that has been inherited by a history made of clash of powers. We
can assert that the social sector is being the key factor for the end of the Industrial
Age and its replacement with the current Information Age. It might be paradoxical
that the social sector, which activity was the base of the macro-State, is now the
one that is replacing the public sector.

We live in an increasingly complex world.  This complexity helps increasing and
improving our vital possibilities, for our species and for our collective progress. We
approach  this  complexity  by  means  of  the  extension  of  scientific  branches,
university subjects, educational proposals, human activity sectors, public bodies,
professional  specializations,  goods  and  services.   Noticing  this  situation,  Alvin
Toffler spoke about decentralization in his influential book “The Third Wave” (1979).

On the following decade people talked about globalization which, superficially, looks
like the opposite and that is what some authors asserted, denying Toffler’s view of
decentralization. I myself included in my book “The Book of Talent” (2008) both
tendencies  coining  the  expression  “decentralized  globalization”,  echoing  the
multidimensional aspect of complexity. The decentralized globalization refers to the
afore-mentioned decentralization because of the increase of complexity which is
treated,  in  many  cases,  by  transnational  organizations  that  globalized  human
activity.  On  the  first  part  of  this  document  you  can  find  a  chapter  about
“decentralized globalization”.

As a result of this growth of complexity, along 20th century, all types of statisms, as
communism, Rule of Law, Social State and public services, failed. Even though, the
macro-State made some relevant contributions on which the new social model must
be based, among others:

1. Public treasury, derived from the fiscal state.

2. Globalization in education (thanks to public treasury)

3. Globalization in healthcare (thanks to public treasury)

4. Aid  for  people  in  need,  derived  from the  social  state  (thanks  to  public
treasury)

5. Cultural, economic and social globalization.

At the sight of the uncontrolled macro-State’s growth and its devastating effects on
society  and  progress,  along  20th century,  numerous  authors  evoked  the  liberal
theories which maintain that the State must only ensure the private property (using
laws, police, judges and prisons). Opposite to liberalism, it must be said that, as
mentioned above, the main contribution of macro-State has been the creation of a
public treasury through taxes, which makes possible a more equitable and more
potentially progressive society. On the other hand, the system            – private or
public – must protect human rights, especially people’s integrity and security and
not  only  the  private  property.  To  end,  the  social  sector’s  success  prevents
liberalism, as it creates a cohesive society, defending collective interests, including
those which are directly related to business activity, as workers’ and consumers’
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interests. Therefore, liberalism has no place in the current societies.

At the same time as the industrial system was failing, the Different World Order has
been developing for decades. Many decisions have been globalized, the enterprises
which provide the best products and services have been globalized, millions of NPOs
have  been  created,  and  also  many multinationals  which  represent  most  of  the
collective  interests,  transnational  bodies,  etc.  There  is  already  an  alternative
structure to the industrial order, even if  this is the one which holds the highest
power (now increasing).

It is usually asserted that the Information Age which follows the Industrial Age,
began in 1944 with the United Nations’ constitution. The UN’s Universal Declaration
of Human Rights  (UDHR),  signed in 1948, is  probably the ideological  and legal
support of the Different World Order, even if it should be revised.

In previous chapters we have talked about some progressive and decadent aspects
of  the  current  system.  We  have  pointed  out  some  of  the  emergent  system’s
features.  We  have  even  talked  about  the  difficult  relationships  between  the
emergent order’s new structures and the old order’s structures. We have also talked
about the transnational bodies that, even being emergent order’s structures, their
intergovernmental character makes them similar to the decadent order’s ones.  

The Different World Order must preserve the current industrial system’s benefits
and eliminate its disadvantages, as far as possible. Young people want to change
this decadent system, but middle-aged and elderly people are afraid of losing the
privileges they had attained in the past and the rich countries, of losing them in
regard to the poor counties. That is why they fear the change of the system and go
on supporting the current one, making the western decadence last for more than a
century and hindering the change. Even though, the industrial system’s privileges
are already menaced because the system’s crack has arrived and the more popular
support The Breed has, the more traumatic will be its fall.

There are social activists who have conservative ideas, others have socialist ideas,
others do not have a specific ideology, but we all agree with the idea of changing
this  dehumanizing  and  self-destructive  system.  This  link  makes  the  change
inexorable. It is just a matter of time. We get together to demand specific and
relevant changes of the system; besides, an activist growing minority is making
real  changes,  as  we are  convinced  that  the  system’s  leaders  are  not  going to
change it radically, it has to be us, the activists, with our NPOs and associations,
those who will make the system change.

There is a consensus between politicians and intergovernmental leaders: business
globalization  and  the  social  sector  make  part  of  the  system’s  decadence
solution, especially for the development of all  the countries in the world. Even
though,  no-one  asserts  that  the  social  sector  can  be  necessary  or  part  of  the
solution, but the fact that intergovernmental bodies exist,  confirms the leaders’
(The breed) lack of reliability.

On  the  other  hand,  most  people  assert  that  multinational  enterprises  are  the
problem and that the governments must resolve it, by participating more actively in
the market. The indoctrination and numbness to which they have put us through,
has ravaged the people. Even a high percentage of people stand up for communism
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which  would  make  the  private,  business  and  social  sector  disappear,  without
considering its failure in all countries in which it has been adopted. This confusion is
the result of the hate generated by an obsolete socialism and the macro- State,
towards private organizations. People identify private with enterprise, at the same
time they help the social sector. Most people are not conscious enough about the
social  sector’s  capacities  and that  is  why they,  erroneously,  appeal  to  the self-
destructive macro-State.

In short, the system’s inertia, the maintenance of the minority’s privileges and the
majority’s resistance to change, make part of the system’s change problem. On the
other hand, governments and intergovernmental bodies are allowing the increasing
private sector’s intervention in governmental and intergovernmental decisions, even
if, for the moment, it is just at advisory level.

Unlike the public sector, the social’s sector larger power can
ensure justice, equity and progress

The intergovernmental  bodies are  frequently  used by some politicians to  try to
reduce the system’s corruption, taking unpopular decisions which would damage
them if they used national bodies, due to the generalized populism and the big
support  the  statism  has.  But  at  the  same  time,  new  privileges  and
intergovernmental corruptions are being created, which are even more dangerous
than governments themselves, rekindling conspiracy theories (hypothesis). In fact,
for years, the media has been publishing continuous corruption cases among the
intergovernmental bodies’ leaders.

Along 17th and 18th centuries, the system based on the power of the Church and the
nobility, which had remained for more than one millennium, was eliminated. A few
decades before, no-one would have believed that it could happen. Once a certain
level of democracy was established, during 19th century some social achievements
were obtained, understood as the existence of anti-powers and effective to reduce
social injustice which was making the system untenable. Now it is necessary to end
with that system’s heirs: politicians and public servants.

It is a fact that most people rely on the private organizations’ goods and services,
otherwise they would not exist. Furthermore, a growing group of people mistrust all
public services which are imposed and usually with a monopoly system. Making an
analysis through another perspective, in the market, clients buy freely what they
want and to whom they want; thus, we can assert that the market activities and
organizational structures have been chosen freely, in a decentralized way by the
thousands and millions daily goods and services purchases. On the other hand, in
the public sector, services and fees are imposed even if they are not demanded. In
short, we can assert that people are more involved in the market than in the public
sector. In other words, people have a bigger influence in the market’s decisions
than in governmental decisions. In this sense the market is more democratic than
the public sector which services are decided by The Breed.
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It is a fact that millions of people help the social sector’s NPOs as volunteers, at no
charge and millions of people even donate money. But no-one works for the public
sector for free or make donations.

It  is  a  fact  that  thousands  of  enterprises  help  the  social  sector’s  NPOs  as
volunteers, at no charge and thousands of enterprises even donate money. But
none of them work for the public sector for free or make donations.

It is a fact that there are increasingly more NPOs which activity focuses in helping
public sector’s victims. This fact reveals that the public sector acts against people’s
rights,  using (and abusing of)  its  institutional  power,  even among the personal
public  servant’s  quarrels.  Meanness  is  a  very  recurrent  feature  among  public
servants.

In the Different World Order, private organizations, with or without
profit motive, will participate in all collective decisions

There are no legal and legitimate activities that the public sector or the
intergovernmental bodies can do better than the business sector, the social sector

or a combination of both.
There are no governmental decisions which cannot be taken in the private

organization’s market (enterprises and NPOs), if the market is organized for
taking them.

The market is more participative and democratic than the public sector.

In the first part of this document, it was said:

An European Union report that  studied the consequences of  10 years of
privatizations contributed to it by concluding that privatizations had created
more jobs, had improved the quality of existing services and had created
new services.

It  is  worth mentioning also,  that  privatizations have created many more taxes,
wealth, innovation, sustainability and progress.

Private  sectors  (business  and  social)  can  develop  ALL  of  the  public  sector’s
functions, and with the undeniable advantages of the market, as: cheaper, better
quality, more services, more employment, more innovation, generating more taxes
and more collective wealth. While the public sector ensures decadence, the market
provides progress due to its innovation. This progress derives from the existence of
competency  and  the  free  choice  of  entrepreneurs  (supply)  and  consumers
(demand).  The market’s meritocracy provides the reward for  the effort and the
results, ensuring innovation and entrepreneurship. On the other hand, the lack of
motivation makes public servants do always the same, without changes and with
poor results, ensuring decadence. The State’s monopoly eliminates the exigency of
the demanding part (citizens), which private sectors have, discouraging innovation
and impelling decadence.
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In abusecracy, the public sector has eliminated the possibility of complaining about
the services that are provided. It should be noticed that all large structures are
decadent and, in the market, only those which overcome decadence with a good
innovation level can survive. Logically, in the market there are mechanisms to impel
innovation and to penalize enterprises which provide outdated products or services.
This does not happen in the public sector, for which it is always decadent.

Because of all this, it is said that the welfare State is, actually, the State’s welfare
and not the citizens’ welfare, who are the ones who pay for it, usually, in a coercive
way, against their will.

The solution is to transfer the public service to private organizations
(business and social)

We have already seen that parliamentarian democracy is decadent, and therefore,
the Different World Order must be based on another system. A social organizing
system has to be based in the predominance of a wide social sector if it wants to
work, although, probably not as big as the public sector of the countries in which
the welfare State has failed. 

Why isn’t it necessary for the Different World Order’s social sector to be as big?

It could be as big, but to survey the same services not so many resources would be
needed, because many of the public functions will be cheaper and better done by
entrepreneurs, business organizations and NPOs. 

The  characteristics  of  western  democracies  are  decadence,  corruption  and  the
endowment  of  privileges  to  a  minority  damaging  the  majority;  so  they do  not
represent the general interests and they defend abuse, corruption and criminality of
the minority.

This new humankind’s organization model is based on private organizations, useful
for every area, from the social one, to the Different World Order. I have named it
“market social democracy”.  It is worth noticing that one of the EU’s supposed
identity features is “the social market economy” even if, actually, it has always been
a “decadent market economy that serves public and private abusocrats”. Europe will
be decadent as long as it maintains the industrial system, based in representative
democracy and the intergovernmental system. In other words, the social market
democracy maintains the European brand “social market”, understanding market as
the group of private organizations (with or without profit motive).  

“Social market economy” is usually interpreted as if the market depended on the
general economic interests. On 20th February 2016 Google registered 28.900 visits
with the expression “democracia social de Mercado” and 2.170 with “Social Market
Democracy”. In general this expression was used, even in University areas, as an
alternative way to describe liberal democracies, which are supposed to have a free
market. I do not consider this use correct, because it mixes economy with political
system, specially, if it is compared to the meaning of the “social market economy”
given in this document.
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The social market democracy is the only possible democracy, since citizens are the
ones who give shape to society, by means of their daily actions of buying, granting
o  volunteering  in  private  organizations.  In  this  model,  changes  in  people’s
preferences generate changes in the current structures,  in a flexible, quick and
direct  way,  without  leaders’  interventionism.  That  is  why,  the  social  market
democracy is the only really direct democracy and it makes it difficult for populism
and  corruption.  Free,  clear  and  direct  actions,  without  intermediaries,  without
interventionist  manipulations,  without  global  representatives,  because  the
complexity management cannot be decentralized. Only disturbed commanders and
commanded can believe and support a centralized complexity management.

People’s  inertia  towards  the  abuse  of  Catholic  Church  and  nobility  made  some
managing administrative minorities, further on supported by the majority, replace
the established power (Church/nobility) with administrative managers, generating
the political class. A change that the majority wanted, but could not believe it was
possible, until the popular thinking began to change. At the end, they realized that
the majority’s power is always stronger than that of the managing minorities, so
they expelled the Church and nobility from the power. This change generated the
cultural,  scientific,  economic,  politic  and  social  revolutions  which  ended  in  the
Industrial  Revolution. This  was the transition from Agricultural  Age to Industrial
Age, a new organizational system for a new age.

It is commonly accepted that, for decades, we have been making the transition
from that Industrial Age to the current Information Age; therefore, it is logical to
consider  that  there  will  be  a  new  change  of  system  which  will  replace  the
representative democracies and the dictatorships. This change must be deeper and
it  should finish with the “minority’s power over the majority”,  generating a real
democracy which would be defined as:  A government of the people for the
people.

The market rules ensure a better democracy with the private
sectors than with the public ones; therefore, the real democracy is

the social market democracy

The difference between parliamentary democracy and social market democracy is
that, while in the first one we choose a leader who will take most of the decisions
that more affect our lives during a certain number of years, in the social market
economy,  the  representation  is  not  conferred  for  years,  instead,  it  would  be
conferred through free and daily decisions of purchase or association, providing that
specific representation just for an specific area and assigned to specialized people
who are  involved with  it,  not  like  politicians,  who,  logically  cannot  know about
everything.  In  other  words,  while  parliamentary  democracy  implies  the
centralization  of  decisions  and,  therefore,  a  dangerous  power  concentration,  in
social market, decisions are clearly decentralized. In parliamentary democracy, the
leaders take decision about every type of matter, therefore, they do not know much
about none of them. Instead, in market society, decisions are taken by those who
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have a high knowledge and have demonstrated they can manage really well in each
specific area.político.

In the Different World Order, private organizations, with or without
profit motive, will take part in all collective decisions

As a conclusion, we have to build a world of organizations for welfare societies
with a united humankind

How do we decide the distribution of the public funds?

Should we distribute the public funds in activity sectors as all states do with general
budgets, should we do it in projects, in a combined way or in a different way?

In any case, we should consider the following aspects:

1. Macro-State has created really expensive reactive public services to promote
pork-barrel,  which  generates  injustice,  corruption,  indoctrination  and
numbness; therefore, the priority would be to learn how to live (private,
professional and social life), instead of dedicating resources on expensive,
reactive services: healthcare, attention services, police and courts.

2. Focus in learning, including self-learning, to replace the dangerous education
and teaching businesses. It is much cheaper to help teaching how to live,
than  to  try  to  educate.  While  trying  to  educate,  pupils  are  usually
mistreated,  helping  them to  learn  is  teaching  them to  live.  It  is  much
cheaper to heal healthy people (people that know how to live), than to heal
sick people (indoctrinated and stupefied people). Healthy people who know
how  to  live  require  less  attention  services  than  sick,  indoctrinated  and
stupefied people. Healthy people do not violate others’ rights.

3. Priority  in  Nature  preservation  and  pollution  prevention,  both  for
environmental sustainability and general health.

Who decides?

There could be three different proposals, made by tree committees created for the
three different matters, among the members of the sector’s Board. Then, there
should be a referendum to decide between the three alternatives. Probably, it would
be convenient to have two referendums:  a popular one and another for all NPOs’
leaders.  We  should  remember  that  all  general  interests  must  be  correctly
represented  by  the  NPOs and  in  higher  levels  representing groups  of  NPOs by
activity sectors and, maybe, by some other criteria.

In both cases, NPOs which assign the funds for each activity sector will be needed.
NPOs created by each activity sector’s NPOs, in such way that they represent the
sector’s  interests,  preventing  that  these  managing  bodies  generate  their  own
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interests. They must consider each NPO’s level of success to assign them more or
less funds. This success must be considered as an electoral or democratic result.
This way, the macro-State’s anti-democratic manipulations would be avoided. The
first  factor  to  be considered is  that  the business sector  usually  provides better
goods and services than the social  sector,  better in  terms of  quality  and lower
prices, generating more employment and taxes.

Logically, each sector’s NPOs will create, in turn, the NPOs and the groups of NPOs
that they need to do a better service. So a NPOs’ structure cannot be established
from the beginning, as the public  sector, erroneously, has done. It will  be each
sector to build its own structure. 

It should be noted, that the public sector has built macro-structures to centralize
power, but market’s dynamism will change the structures for a better adaptation to
each moment’s circumstances,  that  is,  the existing needs and possibilities.  This
way, a flexible and dynamic society will be created to replace the slow and static
macro-State society.

If we do not privatize the “Nations-State”, macro-State will destroy the societies
and we will  end in the well-known conspiratorial NOW, where an economic elite
enslaves  the  rest  of  the  population.  Another  terrible  alternative  would  be
communism, where a global government would impoverish and subdue the whole
population,  making the human rights  disappear.  We should remember the book
“The Road to Serfdarm” (1944) written by Friedrich Hayek (Economy Nobel Award),
as well as the many films which describe a really violent system that eliminates
every right and freedom.

In  fact,  the  Wikipedia,  until  2013,  only  considered  the  conspiratorial  theory
(hypothesis) of “The New World Order”:

The New World order conspiracy theory proclaims the existence of a plan
designed with the aim of imposing a totalitarian government – collectivist,
bureaucratic and controlled by elitist and plutocratic sectors – at a global
level.

The social market democracy represents a real “Open Society”, more than the one
Karl Popper in his influential book titled “Open Society”, published in 1945, in which
he supported the representative democracy as the right politic system.político.

The alternative to social market democracy could be the famous
conspiratorial New Order

The current information Age is creating a New Culture (New Consciousness), a New
Management (see  www.nuevomanagement.com), a new organization system that
can be the Social Market Democracy and the Different World Order.
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