Hiding the Real Players Behind a Smokescreen of Artificial Faces

   One of the scams allowing those who commit the most egregious amoral actions to avoid responsibility is for corporation owners to set up absurd procedural matters in legal affairs. They can thus do things which would be illegal if you looked at intent or purpose.  Criminal charges are laid out against the corporation, not the people who commit the crimes. This makes it possible to commit crimes against humanity with impunity, because no corporation has to face the electric chair or prison time; everything ends up as a fine. This allows employees of large corporations to act in open defiance to society with total impunity, to act in their own interests, if it makes a profit for the company. It's not difficult to understand that this impunity contributes to the development of an asocial mindset in employees.
How this practice has been implemented?

Until the 19th century, all corporations in the United States were highly controlled structures, and it was considered normal when the articles of incorporation were canceled if they ran contrary to the common good. Corporations couldn't participate in politics; the law forbade it. Corporations couldn't vote, nor were they allowed to influence voters. They were forbidden from telling untruths about their products, and their first requirement was to submit their account books and ongoing business matters to government inspectors. If workers were injured or they had to work in dangerous or unhealthy conditions, federal and local authorities could initiate an investigation.

Business sharks considered such conditions too stringent. They wanted to feel freer to do what they liked, and they were looking for a way to achieve this. The solution came with the victory of the North over the South in the Civil War. Then, in 1868, the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution was adopted, designed to bring former slaves, now freed, under the full protection of the law. This and theThirteenth Amendment recognized all people as real persons, independent citizens, and not the belongings or property of others.

Railroads were the major corporations at the time. They tried to get every advantage possible from these amendments and began relentlessly demanding protection of their rights in different states, counties, and cities.They claimed that the corporation was an artificial person entitled to the same privileges and the same protection of the law as a real person. For example, they claimed that they were treated as "persons belonging to different social strata" (railway company property in different locations was taxed differently), and according to the Fourteenth Amendment, that amounted to unlawful discrimination.

Needless to say, there were no grounds for such a charge. What is "an artificially created person"? Has anyone ever seen him? In reality, nothing like this exists, and the attempt to introduce this idea into society was no more than an attempt to fool everyone into believing the illusion. And they succeeded.

They continued their court appearances almost twenty years. It reached its peak in 1877, when the Supreme Court heard four cases about conferred the status of 'person' on corporations. In each of these cases, the court ruled that interstate commerce was the proper venue for railway company statements, and therefore, the Fourteenth Amendment was inapplicable.
The court didn't recognize corporation as persons. But in 1886, by a sleight of hand so characteristic of sociopaths, they nevertheless seized victory in a tax case, when Santa Clara County opposed the Union Pacific Railway. This victory was achieved not outright by a court decision, but by a notation made by court clerk J. Bancroft Davis. (Davis had once been president of a small railroad.) In his summary of the case (routine secretarial work)  Davis wrote that the chief judge allegedly confirmed that the judges had recognized corporate individuals. He wrote this even though he knew that the judges hadn't even considered this particular issue. Later, though the summary had no legal status in itself, judges began to rely on it, "as a precedent" for law. This 'reliance' wasn't without pressure from corporations, of course.
But corporations are not usual people. They don't die. They have a superhuman ability to be in different places at the same time. They're always researching how best to shirk their obligations. They might as well write the laws themselves sometimes, given their economic impact. They don't pay taxes like ordinary people, and they similarly show a very low sense of moral responsibility, behaving like recidivist criminals.

As for tax exemptions, please note the benefits of incorporating in Delaware, the registered office of more than 50% of all state trading companies in the USA and 58% of the 500 largest companies in the world (according to Fortune magazine).
In Delaware,you don't have to pay state corporate income tax^^ on goods or services supplied by Delaware corporations operating outside of Delaware. In Delaware, there's no state tax^^ on interest income or other investment income for a Delaware holding company. In Delaware, there's no sales tax.&& Inheritance tax doesn't apply to funds of Delaware corporations operating outside of Delaware, which are in the hands of persons who aren'tDelaware  residents. In Delaware, there's a special court system that excludes juries. This is beneficial for companies. They needn't worry that a jury (of ordinary people) may come and unravel their business. A judge familiar with corporate law runs the case. In addition, Delaware corporations have a special "director protection", which allows corporations to shelter their directors from personal liability in connection with their actions as board members.
^^ Тут не отличается между налог для Делавэра или федералного  гос-а -- "нет государственного налога". Точно, они не исключены из налогов, к. для США, а тут фраза как будто пишет, что да ... исключены. . . добавил 'state'.
&& " В Делавэре нет налога на добавленную стоимость (НДС)" -- В США нету НДС вообще. поэтому, отменил на 'sales tax'. 
 As a result, decision-makers that influence the fate and life of the people, as a rule, are never convicted or punished for their actions.

This personal safety, the anonymity of the corporate structure, unlimited financial and political influence, sufficient resources to defend oneself before the law and public opinion -- all this gives the heads of large corporations the license to turn their noses up at the law. The government itself often paves the way for their activities around the world. If a company is found guilty of some offense, a fine may be imposed, but very rarely does the person who took the illegal action get put in jail.

On average, about 60% of the heads of major corporations are hardened criminals, as evidenced by a comprehensive study of the activities of 68 of the largest companies in America in the middle of the 20th century. In the 1990s, of the 100 ^^largest corporations in conflict with the law and receiving a conviction or penalty (over $150,000) in just the United States, 38 were for environmental crimes, 20 for monopolistic activities (setting prices, suppressing competition), 13 for fraud (inflated prices tend to be on government contracts), 7 for violation of election financing, 6 for violation of legislation regarding food and medicines, and 4 for financial fraud. Many of them were convicted of multiple crimes in the span of a decade.
^^ Как-то ... читатель может удивиться, сначало 68 фирм, тогда 100... Потом, если считать эти цифры, получается 88 . Если это значит, что 68 из 100 такие виновники, и разница между 68 и 88 от того, что нек. корпорации совершили повторные нарушения, ладно. Но пока читатель видит 68, тогда 100 и не может знать что случилось.
David Korten let fly merciless criticisms about the unlimited influence corporations have on culture in his book, "When corporations rule the world". Since then, dozens of new books with similar accusations have emerged. A whole movement has taken off, whose members are struggling to deny corporations the status of persons. This is because 'corporations', in fact, do not exist on their own; what's actually there are real people, half-anonymously operating under the corporation's name. Monsanto produces and sells genetically modified products to unsuspecting buyers. The IMF ruins people with its structural adjustment programs. The oil company Shell pollutes the African ecology. It's not the "company" doing this, though, but individuals who make and carry out these decisions. They're the ones committing all these atrocities. It's not the IMF, but the people who act on behalf of the IMF. There is no Monsanto; there are people who act on behalf of Monsanto. There are no corporate crimes. There are crimes committed through the 'corporation' by certain people, hiding behind its name.
Many criminals who have run or are scheming in wars can only vaguely be called human beings. Many of them aren't people at all. And at the same time, each is an instance of God. How have they descended to such a state of complete abnegation of love?  

The Definition of Evil.* 

  "People should be loved and things used. 
But now we love things and use people. "

 Swami Radhanath^^ 
* Footnote: the next few chapters are based on "Spiritual Economics", by Dhaneshvary Das.

^^ Я переписал порядок слов -- Радханатха Свами -- как мы пишем Dr. Jones  а не Jones Doctor.
We live in a material world and we need material things. It's not that we shouldn't use them, but that we need to think about what meaning we attach to them. Recently, more and more people have begin to experience a pathological addiction to inanimate -- dead -- things just because our modern "culture" is based on valuing material things, not relationships. This is taken to be quite natural. But it's very unnatural! More precisely, it's dangerous!
The essence of this whole book is a statement of the Vedas, which, depending on our focus in life (relationships -- spiritual- or material-level -- or dead matter), we can develop three different "tastes." Focusing on improving material-level relationships leads to prosperity and exaltation; communicating at the spiritual level leads to full prosperity and internal freedom; and yet focusing on material things alone (not relationships)^^ leads to the destruction of society and personal degradation.
^^ Добавил в последнее '(не отношения)' чтобы совершенно ясно выяснить 
Many psychologists of today say the same thing: focusing on inanimate (dead) things develops negative qualities in a person.
The good is generally defined as that which supports or enhances life. In contrast, evil is that which is directed against life; having a passion for death.

One of the first to study the meaning of "evil person" in detail was the famous German psychologist Erich Fromm. Exploring evil, he defined it as necrophilia and narcissism. Necrophilia is often understood as a desire for sexual relations with a corpse or a pathological desire to be close to a dead body. Although both may be a special case of the psychosis itself, the word "necrophilia" is broader in meaning: literally, it means "love for the dead." From a psychological point of view a necrophiliac is one who is excited by and enjoys everything devoid of life (an attraction to inanimate things in Vedic texts is called parthiva-rasa).
A love for the dead is called necrophilia; and so then a love of life is "biophilia." Both of these conditions can coexist in the same person and in the same society. What's important is which is stronger. Those in whom necrophilia prevails will unconsciously suppress the opposite impulse. They'll harden their hearts and convince themselves that their actions are just a natural reaction to the circumstances. Their own consciousness will stop them from even thinking about how they might behave differently.
People realizing that they have  necrophilic tendencies may change, but those who don't notice it in themselves will continue to justify their sick thoughts and deeds at every turn, fatally risking their becoming a complete necrophiliac, lost to life, with almost no chance of return. 

Here is an excerpt of Erich Fromm on necrophilia:
"A necrophile loves everything that does not grow, everything mechanical. A necrophile is driven by the need to convert the organic to inorganic; he perceives life mechanically, as if all which lives are things. All life processes, all thoughts and feelings, he turns into things. Memory is more essential to him than experience, just as is possession, rather than being.

 A necrophile enters into a relationship with an object, flower, or person only if he possesses it, so a threat to possession is a threat to him. If he loses the opportunity to possess, he loses contact with the world. Hence his paradoxical reaction, which is that he would rather part with his life than with his possession, although obviously, by losing his life, he ceases to exist and with it, to be the owner. 
   He likes to dominate others, and his dominance is expressed by killing life. He is full of a deep fear of life, insofar as life is uncontrollable and not orderly by its very nature.

A very important feature of a necrophile is his characteristic reliance on force which, in his view, is the ability to turn a living thing into a corpse. He's truly tempted by such an opportunity. In the end, all power rests on the power to kill. Maybe I would not want to kill a person, I would just like to take away his freedom; maybe I'd just like to humiliate him or take away his property, but no matter what I do in this direction, behind all my actions stands my ability and willingness to kill.
A person loving what's dead inevitably loves strength, too. For such a person the highest human achievement is not the creation but the destruction of life. The use of force is not a restriction imposed by circumstances to take transitory action; it's a lifestyle."
This description clarifies much of what we see today in the world. Judging by the fruits of their actions, many rulers of the world are genuine necrophiles. They rule with the goal of pleasing themselves, regardless of the consequences of the other 7 billion people, not to mention the remaining living beings. People everywhere live as leaders of society have established it to be, and because of that many hardly think about their own development. They're simply trying to live well, as best as possible under the circumstances. But given that the society is focused on death, they too become necrophilic. According to Fromm, necrophilia’s motivating factor is evil. This is one of the reasons that Swami Bhaktivedanta^^ calls the current civilization 'soul-destroying'.
^^ опять поменял поряок -- титр и фамилия.
Although evil has been a central theme in religion for many centuries, it's been virtually absent from psychology until recently. In his book, "People Lie. Can We Hope for Deliverance from Human Evil?", famous American psychologist Scott Peck claims that 'evil' is not some personified, mystical 'devil', opposing the authority of God, but rather the behavior of people who have turned away from God.
The evil people about whom Peck is writing are self-absorbed, incapable of sympathizing, greedy to the extreme, and able to lie calmly. They recognize only brute force and don't respond to kindness and gentle handling. In dealing with others, they are the cause of confusion, frustration, anxiety, and frustration. Their devastating influence, though often unnoticed, is very real however. They're always eager to shirk responsibility, strongly disagree that they've made a mistake, and instead try to lay the blame on others, to find a 'scapegoat'. They don't recognize their mistakes, never try to change, and don't look for help in this regard. Peck writes: "For the purposes of moral evil, the key words are 'image', 'appearance', 'exterior'. Although they have no incentive to be good, they nevertheless very much want to look that way. But this 'goodness' is just a sham. It's a lie. That's why he calls them 'people of the lie.'
 (pg. 208-217)
