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Abstract

Thispaper isadiscussion of theevolution of thedirect democracy movement intheworld and
particularly inthe United States of America. This paper exploresfuture uses of the accel erating growth of
technology for democratic voting purposes and the uses educationa system for theimplementation of direct
democracy inthe United States of Americaand intheworld. With the advent of the Internet, modern
technology can be utilized to allow the publicto votedirectly viathe Internet, thus creating agovernment
closer tothe principlesof apuredemaocracy. Theimplementation of thisconcept would unfold, develop, and
occur inan evolutionary rather than arevol utionary way creating thethird House of the United States
Congress, the Public Assembly, aconcept which could be partialy accomplished by an amendment tothe
United States Congtitution. Thereal possibility of adirect democracy, through direct voting, onthelocd,
state, and national level now existswith these new technologies. Thisproposal includesaplanfor a
governmental structure supporting direct democracy. It aso suggest methodsfor teaching proceduresand
conceptsrelated to direct democracy through Sociad Studiesand Political Science coursesin educational,
public, and onlineinstitutionsbeginning with the early yearsof kindergarten up through adult education with

higher educationd ingtitutionssupplying training for certified votersof the PublicAssembly.



Related Quotations.

“All truth passesthrough three stages. Firg, it isridiculed. Second, it isviolently opposed. Third, itis
accepted asbeing self-evident.” Arthur Schopenhauer (1788-1860)

“We hold thesetruthsto be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their
Creator with certain undienable[inalienable] Rights, that among theseareL ife, Liberty , andthe
Pursuit of Happiness. That to securethese Rights, Governmentsareinstituted among Men, deriving
their just powersfrom the consent of the governed...” Thomas Jefferson (1743 - 1826).

“Democracy: “government by the people; especialy : ruleof themgority”, thefirst definition of
“democracy” inthe Merriam-Webster dictionary.

“Democracy arisesout of the notion that those who areequal in any respect are equal in all respects;
because men areequaly free, they claimto be absolutely equal .

In ademocracy the poor will have more power than therich, because there are more of them, and
thewill of themgjority issupreme.” Aristotle

“We are apeople capabl e of self-government, and worthy of it.” —Thomas Jefferson to | saac Weaver, Jr.,
1807.

“Noman hasgreater confidencethan | havein the spirit of the people, to arational extent. Whatever they
can, they will.”—Thomas Jefferson to James Monroe, 1814.

“My most earnest wishisto seetherepublican € ement of popular control pushed to the maximum of its
practicableexercise. | shall then believethat our government may be pureand perpetua.” —
Thomas Jeffersonto Isaac H. Tiffany, 1816.

“Thewill of thepeople... istheonly legitimatefoundation of any government, andto protect itsfree

expression should be our first object.” —Thomas Jefferson to Benjamin Waring, 1801.



“Themeasuresof thefair majority... ought alwaysto berespected.” —Thomas Jefferson to George
Washington, 1792.
“| subscribeto the principle, that thewill of the majority honestly expressed should givelaw.” — Thomas

Jefferson: TheAnas, 1793.

“Slenceisthevirtueof fools’ FrancisBacon

“What isnow proved wasonceonly imagined.” William Blake

“The best way to escapefrom aproblemisto solveit.” Alan Saporta

“That'sonesmall step for man, onegiant leap for mankind” Neil Armstrong

“Inunity thereisstrength” fromAesop’sFables, TheBundleof Sticks.

“I hear and | forget. | seeand | remember. | do and | understand.” Confucius

“No one can makeyou fedl inferior without your consent.” Eleanor Roosevelt

“Theonly thingwe havetofear isfear itsalf.” Franklin D. Roosevelt

“Everything has been figured out, except how tolive.” Jean-Paul Sartre (1905-1980)

“To errishuman— and to blameit on acomputer iseven moreso.” Orben’s Current Comedy

“I think thereisaworld market for maybefive computers.” ThomasWatson (1874-1956), Chairman of

IBM, 1943



Introduction

Direct democracy isaconcept which beganin ancient Athens, Greecewhereall citizensvoted
directly onlegidativeissues. Inthe modern world, direct democracy was previoudy considered impractical
or impossibleto implement on alarge scale but it isnow possiblewith the advent of computer and I nternet
technologies. | think someversion of what | am proposing will happen inthe future since people should
determinetheir own future and methods of government whichis, after all, themeaning of democracy even
though thereisawaysres stance and skepticism to new ideas— though beginning 2500 years ago,
democracy can hardly be considered anew idea. The same peoplewho are concerned about Internet fraud
invoting are probably unconcerned about online banking transactions, which ishow practicaly al fundsare
transferred nowadays, and the sametype of technol ogy can be used in Internet voting. Also, perhaps some
legidatorsfed that their jobsand rolesare threatened but thisideainvol vesadding direct democracy tothe
representativelegidaturesand not replacing them.

Technology and socid movementsare changing theworld educationdly, socidly, politicaly,
environmentally, economically, and culturaly at arapid pace. Now isthetimeto utilize
moderntechnology to alow the publicto votedirectly viathe Internet, thus creating agovernment closer to
apuredemocracy. Thiscould be accomplished by an amendment to the United States Congtitution, if
necessary. Theimplementation of thisplan would unfold, devel op, and occur in an evolutionary rather thana

revolutionary way creating the 3rd House of the United States Congress, the PublicAssembly.



Rationaefor the Use of Direct Democracy

When the United States Constitution waswritten, theforefatherswrote an al-encompassingand a
sweeping document that istill relevant, has stood thetest of time, and haswithstood the difficulties,
controversies, and amendmentsthat have occurred duringitsexistence. But thisdocument waswritten
around 1776 and the society at thetimewasvery different fromthe society of today. Theforefathers, even
withal of their foresight and al-inclusivenesswere not ableto factor in dramatic future changesin
technology and, resultingly, in society. They could not haveforeseen afuturewith telephones, radios,
televisions, cars, airplanes, jet engines, rockets, computers, the Internet, etc. Now that the new technologies
arehereand will continueto grow, advance, and be perfected, we need to examine how thisaffects society,
the government, and the Constitution.

Initsmilitary campaignsthe government of the United States saysit wantsto promote and protect
democracy. But isthe United Statesademocracy? The U.S. isarepublic or arepresentative democracy.
Anexampleof ademocracy withinthe United Statesfederal government istheU.S. Congresswherethe
members debate and vote usually for asimplemgjority to win acase or areferendum or to passabill.
When apresidentia electionisheld today well over 100 million peoplecanvote. The United States
Condgtitution created the el ectoral collegefor, | have heard, several reasonsand one of themisto prevent
mob rule or for agovernment run by the uneducated (though now, most peoplearereceiving high levelsof
educationin comparison with the past of theforefathers). Another possiblereason that the el ectoral college
wasingtitutionalized was because, at thetimethe Constitution waswritten, if anational € ectionwereto be
held, tallying the voteswould be an almost impossibletask. Then, asack of votes, or theresultsof local
voting, would haveto be sent by amessenger riding horseback. Just carrying thevotesfrom California(or
Georgia, during thetime of the 13 colonies) to Washington, D.C. could takeweeks, that is, if they ever got
to their destination. Today, welivein avery different world where messagesare transmitted instantaneoudy

worldwide viatel ephones, computers, or the I nternet.



A Discussion Concerning the Concept of Demaocracy

Few would share Dr. Panglossand Candide sview (in Candide by Voltaire) of the philosophy of
optimismthat thisisthe best of al possibleworlds concerning how we are governed. But how could we
improveit? What iswhat Aristotle refersto asthe best form of democracy? Thispaper explores some
possibilities.

Itissaid that the United States hasademocracy in theform of arepresentative democracy so that
thevoting public can eect their political leaders. However, democraticaly el ecting politica leadersdoesnot
solveall social problems:. “Hitler, it will berecalled, wasdemocratically elected.” (Coe, 1985, p. 15).
Joseph Schumpeter, the author of Capitalism, Socialism, and Democracy stated that “ democratic politics
wasastrugglefor control of the political processin order to usethe stateto further one’'sowninterest.”
(Coe, 1985, p. 38). “ Schumpeter rejected the classical theory of democracy (which herecognized as
bourgeoisin origin), with itsemphasison the common good and the popular will, and proposed atheory of
competitionfor political leadership.” (Samuels, 1985, p. 105) Somemay consider thisview cynica and
othersmight view it asaccurate, but thefact remainsthat the people who arethe onesthat are supposed to
berepresented areleft on the sidelines of the governmental decision making processes. John Naishitt says
in hisbook Megatrendsthat society ismoving from representative democracy toward participatory
democracy and that “the new leader isafacilitator and not an order giver.” (Naisbitt, 1982, p.188).
Oneway around, or rather to confront, the problem of having only political |eaders determinegovernmental
policy istohavethegenera will represented and the only way thiscan be determined isthrough more
democratically direct procedures.

Concerning democratic practices, it can be said that afree market economy isatype of direct
democracy where each consumer votesfor particular productsor serviceswith hisdollarsor whatever
currency isusedinhiscountry. Of course, in acapitalistic free market not everyone hasan equal amount of

monetary voteswhereasin ademocratically political election every voter istheoretically equal invoting

power.



Theancient Greek word demokratiawasambiguous. It meant literally ‘ people-power’.

But who werethe peopleto whom the power belonged? Wasit all the people- al duly qualified

citizens? Or only some of the people- the masses ? The Greek word demos could mean either.

There satheory that the word demokr atia was coined by democracy’s enemies, membersof the

richand aristocratic elitewho did not like being outvoted by the common herd, their social and

economicinferiors. If thistheory isright, democracy must originally have meant something like‘ mob
rule or ‘dictatorship of the proletariat’
http://mwww.bbc.co.uk/history/ancient/greeks/greekdemocracy 01.shtml

“Democracy arisesout of the notion that thosewho are equal in any respect areequal inall
respects, because men areequally free, they claimto be absolutely equal. In ademocracy the poor will have
more power than therich, becausethere aremore of them, and thewill of the majority issupreme”
(Aristotle). Karl Marx said, “ democracy istheroad to socidism”, astatement which could put some
devoteesof democracy onthe offensive. However, some people could view capitalism asaform of
economic democracy where each consumer “votes” with hismoney by purchasing what he desiresand
capitalism also hasademocratic or socidistic dant toit when acompany isowned by shareholdersor
people owning shares of stock inthe company and thisisalso the casewith taxation aswell asinsurance
whichisshared by al whoareinsured.

John Hobbes, in hisbook Leviathan, viewed society asaleviathan or whale, agiant living organism
with each part having asynergistic effect in contributing to thefunctioning of thewholeorganism. Usingthis
analogy of agiant organism associety, theintelligentsaand the educationa system would represent the
brain, the policeand military would be theimmune system, athl etes could represent the muscles, artists
would represent the eyes, musicianswould bethe ears, farmerswoul d be suppliersof nutrients, chefswould
bethe sense of taste, chemistsasthe glands, factory workersasthe digestive system, construction workers

asgrowth mechanismsand hormones, protective agencies asthe skin, and so on. Philosophersand
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theol ogians havelong debated the exi stence of the soul: isthat the part of the giant organism of society, the
leviathan, that has been missing fromitsbody? By adding the Public Assembly would we be adding the

needed, missing body component, the mind/soul, to the body politic?



Thelssue of Voter Competence

Concerning direct democracy, theissueof voter competenceisreally what the debateall boilsdown
to. Voter competenceiswhat every oneisconcerned about in relationship to thefeasibility of direct
democracy. Or, inother words, do the votersreally understand what they are voting on and onthe
consequencesof that vote?

To addressthat i ssue, theidea presented in this paper involves creating asection of thevoting public
consisting of certified voters. These certified voterswould undergo atraining programin order to obtain
legidativevoting licenses. Concerning certified voters one question that needsto be addressed is: what
should bethedifficultly level of thecertification requirements. Should thevoting certificatebeaseasy to
obtain asadriver’slicense or asdifficult to obtain asamaster’ sdegree (or even aPh.D.) — | tend to think
it should involveatraining program similar in depthto amaster’ sdegree, infact, it could be offered asa
master’sprogram through schools, universities, and colleges. All qualified (meaning willing to spend thetime
to study for the certificate) citizenswould bedligibleas candidatesfor these certificatesand scholarships,
loans, or grants could be offered for those needing financia assistancein obtaining them. Thecertified voter
would be someonewho would go through atraining program probably similar to amaster’slevel graduate
degreeto obtain alegidativevoting license—alicense which can berevoked in proven cases of felony or
abuse of thevoting system. The certification would be periodically renewed through renewal examinations
and based al so on prior voting activity. Sothat, in thisway, citizenswould have amoredirect say inthe
development of their communitiesand in how they aregoverned, which, after al, isthemeaning of
democracy or agovernment of, by, and for the people.

Somemay say that thelegidatorsare already serving thewill of the peoplethrough their expertise.
Areweall conditionedtothink that legidatorsareexpertsinal legidativeareas? Itisimportant toreaize
that legidatorsare not expertinall issueseither — they arejust €l ected to represent aconstituency; very

oftentheir only expertiseisin being apolitician and getting el ected. Charismaisall well and good, but does
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apolitician’scharismaor entertainment or speaking ability initself solved| socia ills? Of coursenot, but
oftentheelectorate votesonly for oneissue or for the most likable candidate making an el ection apopul arity
contest or, asismost often the case, the votersvotefor the most famous or recognizable namethusthe
politician’sneed for keeping hisor her nameinthenewsand for the huge advertizing budgetsrequired for
politica campaigns.

Inagenerd eectional registered voterscan voteincluding illiterate or uneducated votersand
indeed al citizens should berepresented in ademaocracy, however, complicated legidativeissuesto be
voted on should be understood by thevoters. My suggestionisto requirelegidative votersinthe public
voting section to have avoting certification so that complex issues can be understood. Thevoterswould
vote according to thelegidation’svoting category. | ssues could be discussed and decided by either by
publicvotesor by votesof thelegidativevoterswhichincludestheelected legidatureaswell aslegidative
certified voters. Thevoting category would be determined by expert committeeswho areuniversity
committees gppointed by Congress.

Therewould beno limit asto the number of certified voters so potentially al registered voterscould
become membersof the certified voting public. At thebeginning of the processthe number of certified
voterswould not belarge but conceivably the concept could evolveto the point that millionsof voterscould
be membersof thevoting Public Assembly.

Billscould bewritten and submitted by the public to the expert committeesto havethem drafted
into the correct form to be voted on.

Asmentioned, theissuesthemsal veswoul d be divided into categories as determined by the expert
committeeswhich are university committees appointed by Congress. For example, if thereweretobea
vote on whether to make English the officia languagein the United States, then abill would bewritten and
the expert committees might decideto includethat asacategory 7 issuesothat al registered voterswould

voteonthat issue.



Tablel

TheVoting Categories

Below isasuggested arrangement of voting categoriesand the chart indicateswhat segment of the

voterswould vote on each of theissues;

Category Function and Issues Judicial | Executive | Senate [ House C(\e/gttiz:esd Resi)stt:rr:d
J Use, Application, and Interpretation Disputes °
1 Classified Information for Executive Branch and Corollaries °
2 National Defense ° ° °
3 Military Development ° ° °
4 Immigration, Emigration ° ° °
5 Foreign Policy and Trade, Wage war ° ° °
6 Economics, Taxation, Citizenship, Research and Development ° ° °
7 Social Issues: Population Control, Abortion, Euthanasia, etc. ° ° ° °
8 Education, Crime and Punishment, Food Production ° ° °
9 Natural Resource Retrieval and Maintenance ° ° °
10 Health, Welfare, Health Care Insurance ° ° °
11 Creation of Public Institutions, Public Transit, Space Exploration ° ° °
12 Bonds, Infrastructure Development and Spending ° °
13 General Elections, Recalls, Initiatives, Referendums °
14 Election tie °

Concerning issuesthat evoke emotional responsesfrom the public, somereferendumsand votes

could requireasecond vote afew months after theinitial votein order to verify them.

Concerning theissue of the public not being ableto discuss and negotiateissuesin the manner of

discussionsbetween legidators, there can be more use of technological communication systemsto achieve

these objectives. Also, someissuescan beresolved incrementally or in stagesof completion.
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Issuesthat can be Considered for Direct Legidation:

I ssuesthat could be discussed and decided by either by public votesor by votesby legidative
votersincluding theelected legidatureand thelegid ative certified voters. Thevoting category isdetermined

by the expert committees asdescribed previoudly.

masstrangt

nationd rail system

attracting industry, high and low technology

factories, businesses, schools

tax base and methods of acquisition and expenditure

terrorism containment

military requirements

culturd diversty

maintenanceof cultural heritageand traditions

protection of minorities

welfare

taxes: sales, wage, flat, nationd, state, local, customs, tariffs, property, etc.
ordinances, civil laws, requirements

internationa relaionships. travel, busness, communication, citizenship, aliances, immigration
persona freedoms

governmentd systems

governmentd structuring

hedlth care

formsof education: home, public, private, vouchers
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treatment of minorities, non-nativelanguage speakers
treatment of mentdly ill, retarded, delinquent
treatment of physically disabled

specid education

deve oping specid taentsthrough education
Spacetravel

medical research

educationa devel opment and spending

past, present, and future event recognition
congtitutional issuesand amendments

citizens rights

law enforcement issues

definitionsof libel, dander, insult, comedy, sdtire, art, music
definitionsof eroticism, obscenity, pornography
freedomsof press, speech, expression

property rights

travel regtrictions, visas, passports

safety regulations (building codes, food, drugs, manufactured goods).

licenseissuance (automobile, professiond, trades, skills, etc.)
formsof societal punishmentsand rewards

establishment of anational language

ratingsof manufactured and cultural products

societal word definitions

relationship definitions. family, marriage, etc.

16



standardized testing

cartification

societal recognitionsand rewards

sdariesof publicofficias

minimumwage

insurance premiumsregulation

pricecontrol

rent control

establishmentsof national systems

choiceof national or regiona symbols(song, anthem, bird, tree, flower, etc.)

awards, smilar totheNobel prize, for American Achievement in various categories (best
invention, nove, citizen, etc.)

rolesof federa, state, loca governments

eugenics

geneticengineering, cloning

product and service safety regulations

Though there are many more possibleissuesthat can be discussed and voted on through

democratically direct procedures, thislist suggests some of the possibilities.
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Table?2

SomeArgumentsAgainst and For the Use of Direct Democracy

Against

For

Only advantaged people having access to the Internet.

Everyone has access to the voting centers

Not every one has a computer now.

Soon computers will be as plentiful as telephones.

Mob rule by the uneducated; tyranny of the majority

Many people now have advanced educations.

Too radical a change

The U.S. Constitution was a radical

document when it was introduced.

Too complicated

Can be done with computer, Internet technology

People what to keep things the way they are.

A welcome, needed change

[lliterate, uneducated, and untrained people voting

[lliterate voters also vote in regular elections;

voting certification is needed for some legislation.

People voting for issues they are not trained in

Legislators do not have expertise in all areas either.

Internet misuse and abuse

this system could be more closely regulated

along the lines of online banking.

People do not want radical, revolutionary changes.

The American Revolution: radical and revolutionary.

It is revolutionary.

No, it is not; it is evolutionary.

People are conservative and do not want to change.

People want to live under a democratic system.
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A Review of Literature Conerning Direct Demaocracy

In The New Challenge of Direct Democracy (1996), the author, lan Budge, saysthat direct
democracy involvescitizensdiscussing and deciding how government isto governinstead of having these
decisonsmadeby legidators, bureaucrats, or parliamentarians. Hisbook challengesthe current notion that
representative democracy isthe correct and most feasibleform of democracy and thusthreatensthe
established existence of these current formsof governments, asany new system doeswhenitisinitialy
introduced. Hestatesthat with the new communication inventions, tools, and devel opmentsthat direct
democracy isnow technically possibleand desirableinthe body poalitic. Inthebook, theauthor describes
direct democracy currently inuse, particularly in Switzerland, and addresses suchissuesas structura
congtraints, technological limitations, the dispensing of information to thevoters, the concernsof minorities
within ademocratic system, and the political units (such asminoritiesand organizations) withinademocratic
system.

By far the most popular practical objection to direct democracy relatesto the
very feasibility of massdebateand voting. For practically thewhole of themodern
period, indeed, the possibility of direct democracy hasbeenraised intheoretical
discussion, usually inregard to theidealized democracy of Athens, only to haveit
pointed out that the size of modern statesrendersaface-to-face meeting of citizens
impossible. Thisholdswhether the statesin question have haf amillion or 200
millioninhabitants. Inneither case could thecitizensphysically assembleto debate
policy. Without the possibility of face-to-face discussion, debateisimpossibleand
must be delegated to Parliament. J.S.Mill, in Representative Gover nment, (1910, pp.
217-18) typifiesthisform of argument. The possibility of direct democracy at

nationa leve israised and dismissed with thisreasoning in three sentences.



(Technology now makeslarge scale communi cation possible and virtua face-to-face
meetings are possi blewith telephones, computers, the Internet and even video
cameras.)
Budge describeswhat direct democracy in ancient Athens, Greecewaslikeas
initiated by Solon and devel oped by Pericles:

Thecity-state of Athensbetween 450 and 350 B.C. isthe best known exampl e of
direct democracy. Thecity and surrounding territory had an estimated 80,000
inhabitants. Only adult maleAthenian citizensparticipated inthe popular Assembly,
however, excluding children, daves, foreigners, and women. Withinthese severe
limitsthe potential membership was probably of the order of 20,000-30,000, but
actual attendancemuch less, at most 6,000 —even though citizenswere paid to attend
(Bonner, 1967, pp. 47, 108).

Intermsof rea sizethereforetheAthenian Assembly was probably not much
larger than some congtituent assemblies of our own day. Itspowershowever were
total. Notonly didit legidateonall policy, it a so decided onitsimplementation
downto theleast important details. Theofficialswho carried through itscommands
werechosenfor limited periodsand by lot, so that they lacked any authority or
power basein relation totheAssembly. Individualslike Pericleswhowielded great
influencedid so by their continuing ability to carry the Assembly with them through
their eloquence—and , importantly, through building up apolitical organization not
unlikeamodern political party (Bonner, 1967, pp. 45, 61).

Debate and decision-making carried onin thismanner werevery time-
consuming. A large part of theadult citizens timewasexpected to be spentin

Assembly andinpolitica discussion. Thisided of amost total immersionin public
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havereviewed on the educationa effectsof participation and onitsmoral worthwere
first rehearsed by Greek thinkers. (1996, Budge).

Thomas Cronin’seva uation of the achievementsof direct legidation a so raisestheimportant
guestion of out comesrather than smply the‘ processcharacteristics of initiativesand popular
referendums. Hasdirect | egidation had any of the negative effectswhich thosedistrustful of populism
havefeared—threatsto minority rights, over-weaning use of majority powers, preferencefor left-wing
over right-wing positionsor viceversa, covert predominance of businessinterests, inconsistency and
ingtability of policies?

Cronin’sjudgement on all theseisbasically favorable. Innone of these aspectsdoesdirect
legidation seem noticeably inferior or evenwildly different from the measures passed by State
legidaturesinthe same period (Cronin, 1989, pp. 196-219)

In SwissDemocracy W. Linder notesthe similarity between Swissand American usesof direct

democracy and listssomeof their characteristicsasaresult of usingdirect democracy:

1. Government responsivenessisenhanced

2. 90%of legidationisstill carried out by the parliament and not contested.

3. Participationindirect democracy isspotty and favorsthe more educated and
prosperous

4. Directlegidationdoesnot produce unsound legidation or unwise or bad policy

5. Direct democracy caninfluencethe agendain favor of issuesimportant toless
well organizedinterests.

6. Better financed interestswill usudly win campaignsfor referendumsand
initiatives. Theinfluence of money islinked to the professionalization of

campai gn management asthe better financed side can afford more expertise.

7. Direct democracy strengthenssingle-issueand interest groupsrather than political

partieswith larger, general interest programs. (Linder, 1994, pp. 143-145).
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projects has exerted acons derabl e attraction for theoristssince, theargumentswe
havereviewed on the educationa effectsof participation and onitsmoral worthwere

first rehearsed by Greek thinkers. (1996, Budge).

Thomas Cronin’sevaluation of theachievementsof direct legidation alsoraisesthe
important question of out comesrather than smply the ' processcharacteristics' of
initiativesand popul ar referendums. Hasdirect legidation had any of the negative effects
which thosedistrustful of populism havefeared —threatsto minority rights, over-weaning
use of majority powers, preferencefor left-wing over right-wing positionsor viceversa,
covert predominance of businessinterests, inconsistency and instability of policies?
Cronin'sjudgement on al theseisbasically favorable. 1nnone of these aspectsdoes
direct legidation seem noticeably inferior or evenwildly different from the measures
passed by Statelegidaturesin the same period (Cronin, 1989, pp. 196-219)

In SwissDemocracy W. Linder notesthe similarity between Swissand American uses
of direct democracy and listssomeof their characteristicsasaresult of using direct
democracy:

1. Government responsivenessisenhanced

2. 90%of legidationisstill carried out by the parliament and not contested.

3. Participationindirect democracy isspotty and favorsthe more educated and
prosperous

4. Directlegidationdoesnot produce unsound legidation or unwise or bad policy

5. Direct democracy caninfluencethe agendain favor of issuesimportant toless
well organizedinterests.

6. Better financed interestswill usudly win campaignsfor referendumsand
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initiatives. Theinfluence of money islinked to the professiondization of
campai gn management asthe better financed side can afford more expertise.
7. Direct democracy strengthenssingle-issue and interest groupsrather than political

partieswith larger, general interest programs. (Linder, 1994, pp. 143-145).

Animportant point ismade by V.O. Key about public opinionsand beliefs as shaped

by dlite cues (endorsements) asmentioned in CitizensasL egidators. “ Studiesof mass

opinion change contend that the attitudes of the el ectorate are shaped by the political

rhetoric of dites, that ‘ the voice of the peopleisbut an echo. Massopinionisnot self-
generating, inthemain, itisaresponseto cues, the proposals, and the visions propagated

by thepolitical activists.” (Key, 1996, 2). Thisbrought to mind hearing avoter ashewas
exiting the pollsduring the 2004 USA € ection and explaining why hevoted theway he

did and almost exactly echoing theline stated by president Bush that judges should not be

activisssmaking laws, “they should only interpret thelaws’.

In Direct Democracy: The Politicsof Initiative, Referendum, & Recall (1999), Thomas
Cronin explorestheworkings of democracy and thevariationsof democracy in usetoday andinthe past.
Theauthor analyzesthe history of democracy and its possible continued evolution. Hestatesthat in early
Americamost peoplewere ambival ent about the concept of democracy. Most thought el ectionsexisted
only to select leadersto rulethem and not for the public to ruleitself yet Thomas Jefferson supported the
right of the peopleto rebel against unjust rulersand Alexander Hamilton thought the proceedings of
government should be based on the consent of the people. Later on, the populistsand progressives

thought that more democracy was needed using the methods of initiative, referendum, and recall.
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Today, thereisdiscussion about using moredirect democracy procedures and direct electionsas
well aselectronic town meetings and tel edemocracy. The public hasbecome disenfranchised with theissues
of taxes, regulation, inefficiency, thearmsrace, ecological problems, etc. sincepublic policy ismadein
distant capitalsby unknown agents. Direct democracy inthe United States dates back to Massachusettsin
1640 with itstown meetingsutilizing mgority rule and embodying three main principles. consent of the
governed, rule by law, and representation of the people. During that period, the peoplewere primary and
governmentswere secondary and subservient to the people.

Citizeninitiativeswill promotegovernment respons venessand accountability. If
officidsignorethevoiceof the people, the peoplewill have an available meansto
makeneeded law. Initiativesarefreer from specia interest dominationthanthe
legidative branches of most states, and so provide adesirable safeguard that can be
caledinto usewhen legidatorsare corrupt, irresponsible, or dominated by
privileged specid interests. Theinitiativeand referendumwill produce open,
educational debateon critical issuesthat otherwise might beinadequately
discussed. Referendum, initiative, and recall are nonviolent meansof political
participation that fulfill acitizen’sright to petition the government for redress of
grievances. Direct democracy increasesvoter interest and election-day turnout.

Getting the citizensinvol ved in the deci s on making processwould makeinterested
inpoliticsand would thusdleviate gpathy and dlienation.

Finally (althoughthishardly exhauststheclaims), citizeninitiativesare needed
becauselegidators often evade thetoughissues. Fearing to beahead of their time,
they frequently adopt azero-risk mentaity. Concernwith stayingin officeoften
makesthem timid and perhapstoo wedded to the statusquo. Oneresult isthat
controversid social issuesfrequently haveto beresolvedinthejudicia branch. But

who elected thejudges?  (Cronin, 1999, 11)
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Bowler, S., Donovan, T. and Tolbert, C. (1998) in CitizensAsLegislators: Direct Democracy in

the United Sates containsfactua information and statistics concerning direct democracy onthelocal, state,

and nationd levelswith listingsof theresultsof numerousinitiativesand referendumsthroughout the history

of theUnited States. “Thisbook focusesprimarily on onecommonly used featurearising fromthe

Progressive Era: thecitizens initiative.” (Bowler and Donovan 1998) “Toitsadvocates, then, direct

democracy would provide openness and end evasive partisan legid atures, mitigating the corrupting

influencesthought to operatewithinthem, and would dsoimprovethequality of publiclife. Voter interest

would be stimulated ascitizensparticipated directly in drafting and approving legidation. Thenew, open

processwould thusingtill civic virtue by s multaneoudy educating and involving themasspublic (Haynes

1907, Barnett 1915, Beard and Schultz 1912, and Key and Crouch 1939).” Thecitizens' initiative seemsto

beatrend that isgrowing but the most of thereferendumsnow areinthewestern half of the United States

andinFlorida

Since South Dakotaadopted theinitiativein 1898, hundreds of these’ citizen’ -

drafted laws have appeared on ballotsin American states. David Magleby notesthat

from 1898t0 1992, over 1700 initiativeswere placed before U.S. voters. Among

statesusing initiatives, themost during thisperiod, 274, appeared in Oregon, with

232 appearingin California, 160in North Dakota, 150in Colorado, 133in
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Arizona, and 91 in Washington (Neal 1993). Hundredsof additional referendawere

placed beforevotersby legidatures. Most initiativeswereregected by voters, yet

38% passed from 1898 to 1992 (M agleby 1994, 231).

In Direct Democracy in Switzerland (2002), Gregory Fossedal exploresthe history of

Switzerland asrelated to direct democracy and the devel opment of the procedures of direct democracy in

Switzerland. Hementionsthat:

The Swisspolity, asan historical and on-going exhibit of theexerciseof a

ddliberativedirect democracy, isapersuasiverebutta to the stand of elitesfrom the

Greeksof yesterday to the elites of today who hold that exclusionary representative

democracy, initself, isabetter form of democracy than adirect democracy in

partnership with representative democracy....In aword, an effectiverebuttal tothe

stand; you can'’t trust the peopl e...Switzerland answersthe potentia question of the

political scientist or citizen: What happensif we place so muchfaith in the people

that we make them lawmakers? (Fossedal, 2002).

In Switzerland, many issuesare settled through the use of public referendum wherethe majority
vote determinestheinstitutionalization of alaw or socia practice. Matterssuch ascongtitutional
revision, immigration, joining the League of Nationsor the United Nationsor the European Union,

establishing Romanishasanationd language, military servicerequirements, voting rights, nuclear



weapons, rent control, legality of abortion, highway construction, socia security

benefits, state support for religion, among othersare determined through public

referendums.

Concerning educating the public about theissues and processes of direct democracy:

Inthe Swissparliament, theinfluence of direct democracy can be seen by awhole

sociology of popular orientation. Each member of theassembly thinksof himself as

ateacher, and ateacher of thewhole nation of citizens. No teacher who holdshis

pupilsin contempt will succeed, or even stay long on thejob; hencethe

pedagologica impulse, healthy and strong to begin with, isreinforced. Aswell, a

teacher with any wisdom soon realizeshehasmuchtolearn from hispupils. The

ingtructionisnolonger oneway — particularly whentheclassroomisanintelligent

onlikethe Swisspeople, and the teacher ahumble, part-timeinstructor who thinks

himself acitizen, not asovereign. (Fossedal, 2002, 85).

In Part 1, theauthor exploresthe origin of the devel opment the Swissversion of democracy and
thereasonsfor writing thisbook. Fossedal, in Part 2, describesthis millennium of Swisshistory and how its
system of sdlf protection developed. InPart 3, the Swiss Constitution and institutions, including Swiss
referendums, areexamined. InParts4 and 5 theauthor gives examplesof why democracy actually works
whenthecitizensare entrusted with the power to determine the functioning of the government that governs

them.
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In Democracy inthe Digital Age: Challengesto Palitical Lifein Cyberspace (2000), Anthony

G Wilhelm offersanother exploration the emergence of public participationin the processesof government

us ng the new communi cation technol ogies but he mentionsthat despitethe superficia appearance of

progressof technological advances, thereisnot necessarily progressinthelivesin many people, especialy

intheundevel oped countries.

Theauthor notesthat the use of adirect democracy requiresafocused policy and the cyber world

of political control containsthefeaturesand advantages of accessto resources, inclusion, potential for

deliberation, and comprehensibledesign. Inthefuture, direct democracy will beformed by shaping virtual

civic spaceswhich will include home-based cyberdemocracy aswell aspublic-accessworkstationsal of

whichwill resultin community building.

In Sealing the Initiative: How Sate Gover nment Responds to Direct Democracy (2000). E.

R. Gerber and other authorsexplore eleven Cdiforniainitiativesand referendumsto givereaderswitha

better understanding the political world. Topicscoveredin thebook includetaxation, transportation,

legidative spending, term limits, primaries, and multilingual education. Thisbook asoincludesvaried

conclusionsabout how to reform theinitiative processto improvedirect democracy. For citizenswho want

to understand and/or increasetheir rolein government. Thebook also includes suggestionsasto how to

reform theinitiative procedurestoimprove and positively evolvethe practicesof direct democracy.
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Democracy, Citizenship and the Global City (2000) edited by EnginlIsinisacollection of essays
from severa authors concerning what thefunctionsof politicsand democracy areinthe postmodernworld

of globdization.

Likelooking at thenaively primitivebut insghtful paintingsof Henri Rousseau, it issometimes
refreshing to hear the views of people outside of the mainstream (aswith outsider art). Somevaluable
information can befound by what othersmight consider naive perspectives. Though hecan hardly be
considered naive, Michael Noah Mautner presents hisviewsfrom aperspective outside of thetraditionally
trained political scientist ashewaseducated inthefield of chemistry asaPh.D. andisaChemistry
professor whosewritingsinclude over 140 chemistry research papers. Hispolitical interestsno doubt come
fromthefact that hewasbornin Budapest in 1942 during the Hol ocaust and lost many of hisrelatives
including hisfather during that time of world tragedy

His book, A Constitution of Direct Democracy: Pure Democracy and the Gover nance of the
Future~Locally and Globally (2000) isaninteresting book for several reasons other than those already
mentioned. Since heisachemistry professor by profession, hewrites about democracy fromascientist’s
perspective and even provides asuggested congtitution for theimplementation and used of adirect
democracy. Hefirst offersthe possible constitution with apreamblethat can be used to establish a
governmental system based ondirect democracy. Heliststhe problemsassociated with therepresentative
system such asthat system not really representing thewill and sovereignty of the people and the associated
problemsof corruption, etc. Oneof themoreinteresting problemshe mentionsisthe”illogical linkage of
issues’, meaning that acollection of unrelated issuesare clumped together that have norelationto each
other and very often they are categorized intheleft or right side of the palitical spectrum. Anexamplehe
givesis: “ A voter who opposesabortion out of respect for al formsof lifemay haveto votefor a
conservative candidate and therefore al so votefor and endorse the build-up of nuclear weaponswith its

riskstodl formsof life. Thisisanobviousmoral absurdity.” (Mautner, 2000, 5).
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Hisbook continuesto describewhat he saysareworkable proceduresfor implementing direct
democracy. Being aphysical scientist, he also anticipatesthefuture and createsfuturistic scenariosinthe
manner of asciencefictionwriter and he evenincludesthe concepts of space exploration and colonization.
Inthefuture peoplewill need to decide onissuesinvolving governmental systems, space exploration,
robotics, cloning, economics, taxation, popul ation growth and control, abortion, crime and punishment,
religiousfreedom, genetic engineering, biologica immortality, and many other issues. Thedecisonsthey
makewill affect all of humanity. Peopleingtinctively, or innately, desireto choose the best conditionsfor
their present aswell astheir future. The shared knowledge, common wisdom, and theinnate desirein
human natureto want what isbest for all, and thenatural desirefor survival, would resultin decisions
advantageousto thewholeof the human condition. Thiscollective consciousnesswould form acongtitution
of direct democracy which would implement the communal decisionsof the people. Inthe section of the
book entitled “ The Constitution of Direct Democracy” he describesthe structure, possible scenarios, and

ethicsof direct democratic systemsin governmentsof thelocal, national, and world levels.

In Direct Democracy or Representative Government? Dispelling the Populist Myth (2000)
John Haskell comparesand contraststhe positive and negative characteristics of populist direct democracy
and representative government as described in the Federal Papersof James M adison of thefounding period
of theUnited Statesof America. Hesaysthat the possiblerealization of direct democracy hasexponentialy
increased in recent history, primarily because of telecommuni cations advances such astelevision, computers,
and the Internet and publicly determined policiesin statessuch asCalifornia. Hethinksthat publicly ruled
legidatureswould bedisorganized and incoherent since public mgoritiesare unstableand impulsive
collectionsof varied and contrasting phil osophies (but some peoplewould say that so arelegidatures of
el ected representatives) where as €l ected representativestend to be more deliberative and inclined toward
negotiation and discussion. Again, theimportance of theInternet ismentioned asamedium for

communication and amethod of publicizinginformationand politica pointsof view.
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Haskell, who sideswith thefederalistswho think that legid ation should beformed only by the

contempl ative and educated dlite, mentionsthe* paradox of voting” ashaving thefollowing characteristics:

1. Whereasanindividua canmakearational, logical, and coherent ordering of
choicespresented to him or her, itisoftenimpossiblefor agroup, even onemade
up of well-informed and rational individuas, to order their choicescoherently.

2. Magoritiesin partiesareredly unstable coditionsof minoritiesthat rarely if ever
carry clear and comprehensive policy ingtructions.

3. Differentlegitimate and widely used methods of decis on-making often produce
differentwinners.

4. Decison-making processes may be manipulated by strategic voters.

5. Wecan never besurethat the popular will isreflected in theresult of adecision-

making process. (2001, Haskell from 1998, Meyer & Brown).

He maintainsthat the result of acollectivevote can bechaoticandirrationa: “ The outcome of avote
may beirrational, evenwhen al of the participantsarerational and informed” (2001, Haskell) but | think this
isno moretruethan with theresults of thevoting of legidators. How can theresult of avote between two
choicesbeconsideredirrationa, strange, or chaotic? If theresult seemsirrationd to the voting participant
then that is probably becausethey voted for the opposite side of theissue. If the outcomeisunexpected or
contrary to most pollsthen the voters need to accept the uncontrollable outcomein the samewhy that the
forcesof nature, such asthe weather, need to be accepted asgiven conditions. People adjust to theresults
of aplebiscite: some people might not agreewith theresults of an election, such asthe 2004 presidential
election, but they eventual ly adjust to the outcome. Theonly timel would think the outcomewould be
chaoticisif, for example, peoplerioted and | ooted after the results of avote were announced but that

should not occur inacivilized society. Also, itisimportant torealizethat legidatorsarenot expertinall
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issueseither -- they arejust el ected to represent aconstituency; very oftentheir only expertiseisinbeinga

politician and getting el ected.

Electronic Democracy ( 2002), by Graeme Browning, describes how the Internet hastransformed
thepolitica atmosphereinthe United Statesand intheworld. Using Internet technology, people now have
thetoolsto discussissuesand affect results concerning the American and world political arena. She
mentionsthe effectiveness of online petitionsand onlineresearch. Alsoincludedinthebook isahistory of

onlinevoting (mostly in Californiafor the United States), onlinefund-raising, political polling online, and
online

voter registration.  Thisbook isasource of names, addresses, websites, discussion groups, and e-mail
campaigns, and facts concerning how to get involved with thisparticular movement. Thereareaso
suggestionsasto how to begin one’'sown political or organizationa campaignsand how to organize, raise
funds, develop surveys, contact people, etc. Also covered areethical problemsand abuses associated with
onlineactivism. Thebook coversissues such asusing the World Wide Web for upstart organi zationsand
how to create effective e-mail campaignsaswell ashow to writelettersto Congress membersthat will be
read and responded to and an expl oration of thefuture of online polling and voting.

In Electronic Democracy Graeme Browning quotes Jane Hague who told USA Today that “ Themotto for

thetwenty-first century for government should be: *Online, notinling”. (2002, Browning).
In E-topia (2000), William J. Mitchell refersto thefuture online meeting places

wherefriends, co-workers, colleagues, and studentswill mest:

“What sorts of meeting places, forums, and marketswill emergeinthe
electronically mediated world? What will bethetwenty-first century equivalentsof
the gathering at thewell, thewater cooler, the Greek agora, the Roman forum, the
villagegreen, thetown square, Main Street, andthemall?” Many of themeeting
placeswill belocated inthevirtua world of cyberspaceand headdsthat “they

will makegrowing useof e ectronic mail systems, mailing lists, newsgroups, chat
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rooms, Web pages, directoriesand search engines, audio conferencing, video
conferencing, increasingly el aborate, avatar-popul ated, onlinevirtua worlds, and
software- mediated environmentsthat we cannot evenimagineyet. Someof these
virtua meeting placeswill bethe private domainsof well-defined specia groups,
somewill bediscreetly out of the public eye, and somewill even bedeterminedly
clandestine; otherswill betrue public spaceopentoall.” (Mitchell, 2000, 85).
“Traditionaly, political power hasbeen exerted, madevisible, and
architecturally celebrated through physical assembliesof kingsand courtiers, senates,
parliaments, cabinets, councils, and so on. Conversaly, if you wanted to overthrow
established political power, you assembled ‘ the peopl€ inan urban public place, set
up barricades, authoritieshad thewit and thewill, they would try to take the usual
countermeasures - digpersion of crowds, prohibition of assemblies, and exile of
agitators.” and* Tocqueville sfamousing stence on theimportance of freepolitical
associations, and on the* power of meeting’ informing and sustaining such
associations, takeson new meaning. Now, the necessary venues can befound not
only inphysica spacebut alsoin cyberspace, and thisopensup fresh, highly
effective avenuesfor palitical organizationandaction.” (Mitchell, 2000, 96).

Inthesection, “ Reinventing Public Space” he saysthat:

Thetwenty-first century will still need agoras- maybe morethan ever. But these
will not dwaysbephysical places. They will operate at an extraordinary range of
scales, formtheintimately loca totheglobal. And evenwherethey ook familiar,
they will nolonger functionin the same sorts of waysasthe great public places of
the past. Under these new conditions, though, the ssmple, ancient principlesof public

spaceremaincrucid. If publiclifeisnot to disintegrate, communitiesmust still find



waysto provide, pay for, and maintain placesof assembly and interactionsfor their
members - whether these placesarevirtua, physical, or some new and complex
combination of thetwo. Andif theseplacesareto servether purposeseffectively,

they must allow both freedom of access and freedom of expression. (p. 97).

Heincludesaquote from the American philosopher and educationa theorist John

Dewey who observed that:

“1t seemed amost self-evident to Plato - asto Rousseau | ater - that agenuine
state could hardly belarger than the number of persons capable of personal
acquaintancewith oneanother. Our modern state-utility isdueto the consequences
of technology employed so asto facilitate therapid and easy circul ation of opinions
and information, and so asto generate constant and intricateinteractionsfar beyond
thelimitsof face-to-face communities...Theeimination of distance, at the base of
whicharephysical agencies, hascdledinto being thenew form of political

association. * (p. 133).

In Adult Education for Social Change: From Center Sage to the Wings and Back Again, Thomas
Heaney views adult education as participatory and asatool for socia change, where educational
progressivismisthe contemporary approach to educating the public. “ * Adult education turnsout to bethe
most reliableinstrument for social actionists' sinceit assuresthat any action undertaken would be
authentically democratic” (Brookfield, 1984). Eduard Lindeman, asinfluenced by John Dewey, considers
adult education to beintertwined with democracy, socia action, and control by peopleover their daily lives.
To Lindeman, adult education equal s social change, amethod to create good and productivecitizens. Even

if educationisviewed asa“ great selector” rather than a* great equaizer”, each person can, asaresult of
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education, findtheir niche, based on their abilitiesand merits, within ademocratic society. The concept of
using theeducationd systemtoimplement adirect democracy isclosely connected with theideas expressed
by Heaney, MilesHorton, Paulo Freire, and Jack Mezirow sincetheir approach isto empower the

popul acethrough educationin order to create ademocratic society. Sinceit isnecessary to havean
educated publicinorder to have democracy function efficiently, democracy isdependent onthe educationa

systemto survive and prosper.

In“Developing e-Citizensand e-Consumers, an Irish eeCommerce Case Study” (2001), John
MacNamaraand David O’ Donnell offer acomprehensive study of the effectsthe new cyber culture of the
computer and the Internet and their effects on society, culture, and education. and the necessity for society
and the educational systemto produce*” e-literate” citizensfor theresulting new society. Asthey stateitin
their abstracted introduction: “We present avery smpleargument: e-business needse-consumersand e-
literate workers, e-government needse-citizens’. Theauthorsgive many examplesfrom Ireland, wherethey
arebased, and other nationsand ingtitutions using onlinevoting. The authors present an in-depth description
and qualitativeanalysisof thetrendstoward e-government, e-commerce, e-education, and e-culturein

genera backed by knowledge, examples, and Satistics.

Oneof the concerns many people have about online voting revolves around the security and privacy
issuesand these are well-explored by Dr. Russell Smithin Electronic Voting: Benefitsand Risks (2002).
Dr. Smith, whoisdeputy director of research at theAustraian I nstitute of Criminology, thinksnational
electronic votingwill be prevalent in the near future, but some peopl e are hesitant because of security and
secrecy issuesand some people now attach acertainritual to voting and somewould therefore want to
resist onlinevoting in order to hold on to past traditions. Heeven includes ahistory of the changing methods
of voting procedures. He mentionsthat there woul d haveto be sophisticated serversfor many peoplevoting
at thesametimebut the pluses of speed and accuracy, ease of use, lower costs compared to paper ballots,

thefact that onlinevotingisal ready successfully being used in many countries, etc., outweigh the minuses.



Dr. Smithmentionsin aninterview (2003) with Rachel Lebihanthat, in hisopinion, security isnot an
insurmountabl e problem, sincethe solutionsthat are used infinancial transactions can beincorporated into
methodsfor e-voting. Hisexpertiseand knowledgeisevident in hiswriting and hisuse of examplesand |
think with many other technica expertson the project that the security and efficiency issuescan be solved.

Inthe book Democracy, Real and Ideal (1999), acritique and analysis of the philosophy of the
German philosopher Jurgen Habermas, the book’ sauthor Ricardo Blaug examines Habermas' philosophy in
relation to thetheory and practical aspectsof democracy. Habermas work includesatheory of democracy
and hisexploration of theredlistic practicality of democracy and anin depth analysisof hisnormativetheory
of democracy and histheory of judgement. “ Only where democracy isconceived asan everyday and real
interactive process can we understand what it might meantotruly ruleourselves’ ( Blaug, 1999, xv). Inthe
study of Habermas' discourse of ethics, references are madeto Hobbes's L eviathan and L ocke’s concept
of protectiverights(Blaug, 1999, 12).

Democracy isdiscussed inrelation to therationalism of Plato and theempiricism of Aristotle. The
essay mentionsthat Locke' stheory startswith the natural human rights, Hobbes' beginswith rational death
avoidance (or survival ingtinct), and Kant begins his premisewith theideaof purepractical reason Kant
says. “apersonissubject to no law other than those he (either alone or at least jointly with others) givesto
himsdlf” (Blaug, 1999, 6), athought which isgrestly influenced by Jean Jacques Rousseau and Kant aso
refersto asocia contract like Rousseau’'s. Kant’ssupport of themoral law assumesthat mankindis
essentialy good and mora by nature, aconcept which figuresheavily in democratic theory (but Hegel
criticizesKant’sphilosophy asbeing overly abstracted and not applicableto redlity). Also explored are
Aristotl€ sepisteme (objective knowledge), techne (technica knowledge), and phronesis (practica reason)
inrelationto democratic theory (Blaug, 1999, 23,24).

Thewhat, who, how and where of political theory including thelocation of the demaocratic process,

aswell asRousseal’ sconcept of popular sovereignty, arediscussed. “ The normativetheory requiresthat
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the maximum number of people beinvolved and that the procedurethey use be asfair aspossible’ (p. 50).

According to J.F.Bohman: “moredemocracy ... ispossible... solong ascitizensfind the public spherea
discursive spacefor criticism, learning, and new formsof associations’ (p. 54). R. Bernstein says: “If we
don't striveto redlize the conditionsrequired for practical discoursethenwewill surely becomelessthan
fully human” (p. 54). And fromK. Baynes: we need a“ robust and multifaceted model of the public sphere
inwhichindividua scan deliberate about the coll ectiveterms and conditions of thecommonlives’ (p. 54).
Blaug concludeshisintroduction with: “1f weforget what he (Habermas) hastaught uswewill achieve
nothing, for theworldisfull of theoriesof deliberative democracy that, |acking normative sophistication,
amount to little more than heart-warming remonstrances, fantasies of positivistic control, or meresemantic
incantation.” (p. 127). Concerning the actua functioning of thedemocratic fora, Blaug mentionsthat the
application of demoacratic theory inredity “hasawayshad aprofound distrust of the people” (p. 133)

asevidenced by theAmerican Congtitution.

Habermas statesthat:

What we need isahegemony of democratic values, and thisrequiresa

multiplication of democratic practices, inditutionalizing theminto ever morediverse

socia relations, so that amultiplicity of subject-positionscan beformed through a

democratic matrix. Itisinthisway - and not by trying to provideit with arational

foundation - that wewill be able not only to defend democracy but also to deepeniit

...aproject of radica and plural democracy requiresthe existence of multiplicity, of

plurdlity, and of conflict, and seesinthemtheraisond’ etre of politics’ (p. 134)
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Inthe section“ Democracy from the Participant’s Perspective” (Blaug, 1999, 136), adiscussion
ensuesconcerning a“ breakout of democracy”, which hasdefinitive characteristicsand itsown lifecycle.
When thisbreakout occurs, and as publicinterest increases, the peoplewill, in Rousseau’ swords*fly tothe
assemblies’. “With abreakout of democracy wehave Sartre's* group infusion’, Pizzorno’s* mobilization’
typeof political participation, Mansbridge's‘ fragile bubbles’ of ‘ unitary democracy’, Phillip’s*internal
democracy’, Moscovici’s‘ consensud’ participation, Arendt’s‘ oasisinthedesert’ or ‘ elementary republics,
the Czech Republic’'sCharter 77's* parald poleis’, and the opening of aHabermasian ‘ public sphere’.” (p.
138).

Blaug mentionsthe democratic decision making processashaving fiveelements: 1. problem
recognition 2. deliberation 3. decision making 4. implementation 5. evaluation (p. 141). L. Goodwyn (1981,
p. 146) mentionsthat democraticingtitutionsbuild dowly so, intheir development, patienceisrequired. And
Blaug says: “While mistrust of the political consciousnessof the popul ace has served to ground the need for
elitismindemocracy, participationitsef isjust asfrequently appeal ed to asthe supreme educator. I
practiced regularly, perhapsat first on tasks appropriateto theleve of learning, participants can make
significant gainsin proficiency.” (p. 146). K. Elder refersto thethreelevel sof society asmicro, meso, and
macro (p. 149).

Concerning thedemocratic participatory process, Blaug states (p. 151):

When we beginto consider theamovement serioudy challenging the power of
the state, wereved theextraordinary lack of knowledge we have accumulated over
our history regarding what it actually meansto ruleoursalves. theflight intoliberal
democracy evinced by those countrieswho haverecently joined the* democratic”
club showsboth the collective paucity of our understanding of such aprocessand
asothedangersinimagining that one* revolutionary” push, onelegitimating socia

contract, one congtitutional founding, can relieve usof the need to preserve
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genuine democracy. Wherewe conceive of asocial contract asan ongoing procedure
requiring constant work and attention, so do we understand that deliberative
capacitiesmust belearned, practiced, preserved, and patiently extended. (p. 151).
Blaug also discussestheissue of emotionsin the democratic process (p. 153) but mentionsthat,
according to Rousseau, “onceyou havecitizens, you havedl you need” (p. 155). S. Behabibisquoted as
saying: “the question isnot whether discursive democracy can becomethe practice of complex societiesbut
whether complex societiesarestill capable of demaocratic rule’ (p. 156).

Thefollowing quotations are somethoughts (trand ated by Christopher Betts) of thegreat French
philosopher of democratic principles, Jean-Jacques Rousseau (1712-78) — whose political philosophy
influenced Thomas Jefferson aswell asthe other American forefathersand formed the basis of the
Declaration of Independence and the Congtitution of the United States of America— from The Social
Contract (1994):

Thefirst and most important maxim of alawful or popular government, that isto
say agovernment which hasasitsobject the good of the people, isthereforeto
follow thegenera will ineverything; but in order to befollowed, it must be known,
and aboveadll it must beclearly distinguished from the particular will, beginningwith
that of theindividual séf. (p.9).

Public education, following rules prescribed by government, and controlled by
officersestablished by the sovereign, istherefore one of thefundamental principles
of thepopular or legitimateform of government. (p.23)

Each of usputshispersonand all hispower in common under the supreme
directionsof thegenera will; and we asabody recelve each member asan
indivisiblepart of thewhole. (p. 55).

By the socid pact we have given existence and lifeto the body politic; we must by



the socia pact we have given existence and lifeto the body politic; we must now, by
legidation, giveit theability towill and move. For theact by whichthisbody isoriginaly

formed and unified does nothing to determinewhat it must do so asto preserveitself. (p.73).

Laws, properly speaking, are no morethan asociety’s conditions of association.
Thepeople, being subject to thelaws, must createthem; it isthe associateswho have
theright to determinethe conditionsof society. But how arethey to determinethem?

By suddeninspiration bringing common agreement? Hasthe body politic some
organ by whichto articulateitswishes? Who will giveit theforesight it needsto
produceactsof will and publicizethem in advance, or how, intime of need, will it

makethem known? (p. 75).

What then isagovernment? It isan intermediate body set up between subjects
and sovereignto ensuretheir mutua correspondence, and isentrusted with the

execution of lawsand with the maintenance of liberty, both social and political. (p. 92).

The sovereign can entrust theresponsibility of government to all the peopleor to
thegreater part of the people, so that more citizenswill be membersof the
government thanaresmply individud citizens. Thenamegiventothisform of

government isdemocracy. (p. 99).

By new formsof association let us, if we can, correct thefaultsinthe genera form

of association. (p.175).

L egidative power belongsto the people, and canbelongtoit alone. (p. 91).
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A Survey Concerning the Use of Direct Democracy and itsImplementation through Educationa Institutions

Concerning the research topic of direct democracy and its present use and the methods of its
implementation and ways of introducing and educating the public about the concept, the methods of
collecting datawould involveresearch in the history of theseideasby reviewing past research, experiments,
and uses of direct democracy through asearch of literature, studies, and experiments done on thetopic.
Also, another method wouldinvolvethe collecting of information from interviews, surveys, and
guestionnaires conducted with thegenera public, focusgroups, and politiciansaswell associa studiesand
political scienceteachers. Theinformation gathering instrumentsused would involve closed form and open
form questionsand the use of quantitative (in determining numbers, statistics, percentages, etc.) and
quditative (such asindiciting opinionsfrom the respondentsfor open form questions) formsof collecting
and analyzing thedata. Thedatacould be collected and tabul ated vialnternet connections and the open-
ended questions could be analyzed by readers, the number depending upon the scale of each survey or
questionnaire.

Thisproject asoinvolvesasurvey (Appendix V1) concerning the proceduresfor devel oping direct
democracy inthe United States of Americautilizing computer and I nternet technology aswell astheexisting
educationa system. Thefirst step isthe devel opment — through research and proposed methods of
implementation, study of precedents, and historica and literary references— of the proceduresand thenthe
implementation (which would run concurrently with educating the public about the concept beginning with
the K-12 levelsup through post-secondary and adult levels) of the proceduresinvolvedindirect
democracy.

Thebasic research questionsare: What are your opinions concerning direct democracy? How has
direct democracy, utilizing computer and | nternet technol ogy, beenimplemented and used in various
countriesand ingtitutions and what has been and could betherole of educationa systemsinthe

implementation and continuing use of direct democracy?
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Thepurpose of thesurvey isto determinetheleve of interest of the public, the politiciansand
professionalsinvolved, teachers, and studentsin the concept and practice of direct democracy. Another
purposeisto determinethe practicaity and suggestionsfor methodsinimplementing adirect democracy in
the United States of Americaand themethodsof training all voting citizensfor using it on acontinuing basis.

While contacting the public, legidators, politicians, professionals, focusgroupsaswell asteachersof
Socia Studies, Political Science, History, Civicsand Government, the methods most used to get responses
would be questionnaireswith briefly descriptive cover letters, surveys (and pilot surveys), and interviewsall
using mostly closed ended, and some open ended, questions. Pilot surveyscould beused utilizing university
students and some questionnaires could be sent to poaliticiansand random sel ections of respondents.

Questionnairesare documentsthat ask the same questionsof al individualsinasample. Thetwo
main types of questions are open-ended and closed-ended questions, both of which canbeaskedina
formal or aninformal tone, and can be used in an appropriate mix in both quaitative and quantitative
research.

Below are some examples of multiple choice closed formitemsin Direct Democracy: the Politics

of Initiative, Referendum, and Recall (1999) by Thomas Cronin:

1. Toberealistic about it, our elected officials:
— know more about an issue and should betrusted to maketheright decisions
— should be carefully watched in case they misusetheir power going against thewill of the
people
— undecided
2. When making laws, government should pay attention to:
— mostly to experts
— opinionsof ordinary people

— undecided



3. Ingovernment, should peoplewith moreintelligence and character have greater influencethan
other people
— Yes, they havemoreto offer
— No, becauseal the citizens should decide on anissue
— undecided
(questionsfrom McClosky, 1978). Civil Liberties Survey. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.
The below samplequestionsarein theform of open-ended questionsand can be answered with
essay typeanswers.
How hasdirect democracy been practiced in other countriesand ingtitutionsand how effective hasit
been?
How can the educationa system participatein theimplementation of adirect democracy utilizing
I nternet and computer technology?
How can direct democracy beintroduced and taught in Socia Studiesand Political Science
courses?
Doyou think the United Statesisademocracy now?
Doyouthink Direct Democracy or peoplevoting directly onlegidativeissuesisagood idea?

Do you think adequate technol ogy existstoday for direct democracy?



A Curriculumfor thelmplementation of Direct Democracy

Thisproject dsoincludesaplanfor direct democracy to beintroduced and taught in Socia
Studiesand Political Science coursesin educationd, public, and onlineingtitutionsand possiblecurriculum
(Appendix 1) that could be utilized toimplement it. Theinitia introduction to the concept would beginin
kindergarten and theearly gradesof elementary school and then incrementally moreinformationwould
gradually be added to the knowledge base progressing through to high school, and in post-secondary and
adult learning environments, to preparethelearnersto be educated votersin acontinuing and growing direct
democracy.

One problemwith the educational system, and society ingeneral, involvespolitical philosophy.

If most societiesare called democratic then many people hold the opinion that the people should be
allowed to govern by voting directly and democratically (asisdonein Switzerland) onissuesrather than
voting only for representatives. WWhen educating post-secondary or adult students (or even students
beginning with the early yearsof kindergarten and then through high schooal, in preparation for their
becoming adults), how can the concepts of democracy be conveyed and transferred to thelearnersand
how canthey becomedirectly involved intheimplementation of democraticaly determined plans?The
proposed project involves expl oring what methods have been used previoudly to establish direct
democracies(which aredefined asthe public voting directly onissuesrather than through €l ected
representativeswho can, after being elected, vote any way they choose.) and to establish acurriculum
to teach the principlesand techniques of direct democracy inschools, primarily through socia studies
and political scienceclasses. Theprocesscaninvolveobtaining ideasfrom socia studiesand political
scienceteacher in devel oping acurriculum. One approach could beto send an e-mailed questionnaireto
Socid Studiesand Political Scienceteachersin public and private schoolswho teach from kindergarten

to thetwelfth gradelevel sand to those who teach in the post-secondary and adult education learning
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suggestion space at the end of the questionnairewheretheinstructors can add any thoughtsthat they
may have on the subject.

Thesocial studiesand political science classescouldintroduce, early inthe development of the
curriculum - such asduring the elementary school years, thefirst concepts of democracy asgovernment
based on thewill of and for the good of the people or society. The curriculum would eventually include
the history of demacracy beginning with ancient Athens, Greece (and perhaps even beforethat) andits
present formsof usetoday in various countriesand institutionsand studies of itsvarious methods of
execution. Alsoincluded inthe course curriculumwould be computer skillscoursessincethorough
knowledge of computer and I nternet usage would be needed to implement and sustain the continuing
useof adirect democracy. Oncethe systemisestablished and the proceduresfor itsexecution arein place
and all of the necessary legidationispassed to secureitsgovernmental structure, procedura content, and
continuing existence, thevoters, or potentia voters (who would require secured registration, training, and
perhaps certification to qualify to vote), would learn how to research and read about i ssuesto bevoted on
at thelocd, state, and national levels. Computer tutorial s could also be devel oped to teach thelearners how
thisisdoneand even provide some practice voting sessionsand hypothetical situationsto whichthey
can respond.

Thesocial studiesand political scienceclasseswouldintroduce, early inthe devel opment of the
curriculum— during the elementary school years— thefirst conceptsof democracy asgovernment based
onthewill of andfor thegood of the peopleor society. The curriculumwould eventualy includethe history
of democracy beginning with ancient Athens, Greece (and before) and itspresent forms of usetoday in
variouscountriesand ingtitutions and studiesof itsvariousmethods of execution. Alsoincludedinthe course
curriculumwould be computer skills courses sincethorough knowledge of computer and I nternet usage
would be needed to implement and sustain the continuing use of adirect democracy. Oncethesystemis

established and the proceduresfor itsexecution arein placeand al of the necessary legidationispassed to
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secureitsstructure, procedural content, and continuing existence, thevoters, or potential voters(who
perhapswould require secured registration, training, and perhaps certification to qualify to vote), would
learn how to research and read about i ssuesto be voted on at thelocal, state, and national levels. Computer
tutorials could also be devel oped to teach thelearners how thisisdone and even provide some practice
voting sessionsand hypothetical situationsto whichthey can respond.

After, and even before and during the discussion and implementation of adirect democracy
system, themost important aspect of creating asystem whereby theinformation and trai ning necessary
to maintain adirect democracy isto establish acurriculum, including the methods, ingtitutions, and locations
to dispensethat information. Theinformation could be dispensed in school s, both public and private, in
home schooling situations, on the Internet, in books and magazines, and through commercial, governmental,
and community organizations. Themaost wide-ranging method of disseminating thisinformationwould be
through the public school system and collegesand universities.

Theinformation could begin at homewith the parentsreading to their childrenwith early learner
books. The curriculum could begin with the pre-kindergarten students by having the studentsvotefor what
they like by placing ballsinto basketsand by showing flash cards showing the most basicideasinvolved
about the concept of democracy. The curriculum could progress up through the school system through the
school system: through kindergarten, e ementary, junior high school, high school, then through collegesand

universitiesaswell as specialized schools, post-secondary ingtitutions, and other formsof adult education.



Implementation

Theimplementation in phasesof thedirect democracy systemisdescribedinAppendix V. Many
peoplecould potentidly vote, after being educated inthe proceduresinvolved inonlinevoting, during
popular and controversiad issuesbut the obscure, unpopular, or specialized issueswould havefewer voters.
But evenif thevoter response was only one percent of the United Statesregistered votersthat still would be
over amillionvotesand thiscould reflect the views of the mgjority inthe sameway asan opinion poll (such
asthe Galop Pall) which usesrandomly selected participantsto determinethe genera public opinionor
stance onanissuewith usually + or - 3% margin of error.

Concerning ethical issues, there could bethe possibility, asin all areasof lifeand business, of the
unethical useof fundsalong theway while creating thissystem aswell as propagandistic advertising but this
would bemuch lessthan that now utilized intheeection of political candidates. Alsothe bribing of millions
of voterswould be next toimpossiblethough, in the other view, finding afew swing voting legidatorstodip
tempting enticementsunder the tableto would be comparatively smpler to do.

One concern of thedirect voting concept isthe security issue. TheInternet or computerized direct
voting procedureisadecentralized structure and therefore not susceptibleto the sort of attack that a
congregated collection of legidatorswould haveto guard against should another September 11, 2001 type
attack be attempted. But the Internet can be vulnerable to computer vandals. The motivation of such
vandals, except for thethrill or mischief in committing such an act or the desireto create an anarchic
situation, would bedight sincethey areusudly interested in debilitating monopoliesand big businessesand
aregenerally onthe side of the common peoplewho would benefit from aparticipatory democracy. But to
subvert any attemptsat epionage, System manipulation, or system destruction, strict felony lawswith severe
penaltiesand punishments could be passed to discourage and prevent any of those sortsof attempts. Inthe
sameway that computer security isaccomplished with regardsto credit card use, online courses, privacy

ISsuUes, etc., technology expertscould deviseimpenetrable systemsasisdone now using asysteminvolving
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computer intelligence utilizing amatrix of security solutionsinvolving crossreferencing, passwords, Statistical
probability, etc., al of which could be utilized, devel oped and perfected for online voting processes.

Below isareporttitled: aCatech/MIT Voting Technology Project entitled Voting: What is, What
could bewhich estimatesthat there probably wasfrom 4 to 6 millionlost votesinthe 2000 U.S. presidential
ection:

In part one of the 92 page report the authors say that:

“We estimate that between four and six million presidential voteswerelost in the 2000
election. Theseare qualified voterswho wanted to vote but could not or were not counted. (L osses
occur for two reasons: first, somevotersdo not, or cannot, participate dueto problemswith voter
registration or polling place practices; second, somevotesthat are cast are not counted dueto
problemswith ballots.)

Two million ballots, two percent of the 100 million ballots cast for president in 2000, were
not counted because they were unmarked, damaged, or ambiguous.

Of thistwo percent it isestimated that 0.5 percent did not intend to votefor president, so 1.5

percent (or 1.5 million people) thought they voted for president but their voteswere not counted”.

(Caltech/MIT, 2001, 8).

Themost difficult part of implementing thisplan would beto get acongtitutiona amendment unless
the 3rd House remained to function only asan opinion poll collection system. Constitutional anendmentsare
permanent additionsto the Congtitution, though they can be counter amended aswasthe casewith the
Prohibition Amendment, that require a2/3 vote from both houses of the Congressand thereforevery
difficult to obtain. There have been twenty seven Congtitutional Amendmentswith themost recent beingin
1992 whichinvolved no Congressiona self slary increaseswhilethelegidatorsareintheir terms. The
twelfth Amendment concerning changing the method of el ecting the president of the United Statesusing the

Electoral Collegewasaddedin 1803 after thefirst ten Amendments, the Bill of Rights, wereadded in 1791.
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Sincethe Congressisnow divided half and half between thetwo major parties, the Republicans
and the Democrats, passing such an amendment, or any amendment, at thistimewould probably not be
possi ble since most Republicanswould not vote on any changesto the Constitution and only some of the
more progressive Democratswould support theidea. Also, sincethe Democratic candidate received
530,000 more votesin the 2000 el ection than hisopponent but was defeated by the Electoral College
system, itisnot likely that the Republicanswoul d vote against asystem that allowsthemto get el ected,
though, conceivably, the Electoral College could remain intact and the 3rd House system could still be
implemented. However, if thisidea, the 3rd House— the Public Assembly, wereto beintroduced and
publicly debated using theavailable media(television, radio, newspapers, magazines, scholarly journals, the
Internet, etc.) over aperiod of several yearswith atria period of severa yearspeoplewould eventually
adjust to and then accept theideaand then the possibility of passing aConstitutional Amendment would
increase. After al, the Constitution began with anideaand ablank piece of paper. Then the United States of
Americacan, utilizing thetechniquesof participatory action research, movetoward thedirection of beingan

even more participatory democracy.
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A Discussion of the Future of Democracy

Though some authors such as Carl Cohenin Democracy do not believein abright futurefor
democracy, many of thewritersof pessimism presented their views beforethe advent of computer and
Internet technology. | believewith the correct use of new technology democracy canindeed haveabright
future. Technology and socid movementsare changing theworld educationdly, socidly, politicaly,
environmentally, economically, and culturaly at arapid pace. Other eventsor ideasthat affect thefutureare:
socid movements, religion, attitudes, wars, theeconomy, health or disease, environmental conditions, and
natura and man-made conditionsand catastrophes.

Inthe educationd field, oneexampleof anew useof technology isthe use of distancelearning
using onlineingtruction viathe I nternet using theWorld Wide Web, invention of the Millennium Technology
Prizerecipient, Tim Berners-Lee. In addition to technol ogy, i ssuesthat impact theliving and professional
environmentsarethe decentralization of all processes, globdization, and the democratization of society. An
exampleof anew useof technology isonlineand distancelearning which arethewave of thefutureinthis
globd villageinwhichweall resde. In addition to technol ogy, issuesthat impact theliving and professional
environmentsarethe decentralization of all processes, globalization, and the democrati zation of society.

By utilizing theeducationa system, asystem of direct democracy whichisessentidly having citizens
votedirectly onlegidativeissuesrather than only e ecting representativeswho can, after elected, voteany
way they choose. Theimplementation of adirect democracy was previoudy considered impractical, or not
possible, on alarge scale, but now with the advent of computer and Internetitis. Though the processcan
beginin part beforethat time, the proposed plan could take ageneration of timeto fully implement—and
thenit would continueto grow and evolve beyond that — which may sound likealong time comparedtoa
human lifespan but isinfact ashort timein historical perspective Theterm and concept of evolution, rather
than revol ution, can be used when changesareinvolved, especialy sociad changessuch aschangesinthe

educationa system. When changeisto occur, adow and natural growth isalwaysthe preferred method



rather than asudden, radical change of eventsand val ues, which usually only createsmore problemsof a
different sort. Asprevioudy mentioned, technology and socia movementsarerapidly changing theworldin
many areasincluding educationdly, socidly, politicaly, environmentally, economicaly, and culturdly. In
theeducational field, one example of the new uses of technology istheuse of distancelearningusing
onlineingtruction viatheInternet. In addition to technology, issuesthat impact theliving and professond
environmentsarethe decentralization of all processes, globalization, and the democratization of society. In
my ideaof teaching and implementing the processes of direct democracy inthe United States(asis
practiced now in Switzerland, for example), the citizenswould haveamoredirect affect onthelegidative
and governmental policiesunder whichthey must live and these changeswould occur and progressat a
natural pace.

Inexploring future possibilities some methodsthat can be used are trend extrapol ation, the del phi
technique, scenario planning, and futuring trees.

Trend extrapolationisthe*identification, collection, and analysis of past and present trend patterns
and their probableimpact on thefuture of an organization” (1999, Alexander, W. & Serfass, R.).
Concerning Trend Extrapolation, severa trendsthat affect society and educationa systemscometo mind.
Someof thesetrendsare: new technol ogy, population growth , decentralization, globaization, diversfication
of interestsand popul ations, and standardization of services

TheDelphi Techniqueis*amulti-step systematic processfor extracting expert intuitive expectations
of alternativefutures’ (1999, Alexander, W. & Serfass, R.) through the use of aseriesof expert panels. The
Delphi Techniquealudes somewhat to theissue of fortunetelling referred to previoudy but inthiscasethe
fortunetelling, or guessing, isdoneby panelsof experts. The knowledge of the expertsin additiontothe
contributionsof visionaries, artists, writers, and thelike, comeinto play asthey can submit ideasfor the
experts scrutiny for plansfor the best possiblefuturefor the most people. This processaso demonstrates

thevalue of democracy, the Internet, and other new technologies. If two heads are better than one then how
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much better are 6 billion heads (or selecting from 6 billion heads) ? A good future might include somefactor
of luck, or being intheright placeat theright time, but more oftenthan not, itistheresult of careful planning
and the systematic execution of those plans. So expertsand scientists, in concert with other sources, can
play avital rolein guiding—if not predicting— the present towardsadesirablefuture. Developing adirect
democracy system would involve continuous panels of expertsand thiscould be considered atypeof a

Dl phi method. Thepreviousy mentioned extrapol ated trends (new technol ogy, population growth,
decentralization, globalization, diversification of interestsand popul ations, and standardi zati on of services)
would beincorporated into the future plan devel opment process. After, and even before and during the
discussion and implementation of adirect democracy system, themost important aspect of creating asystem
whereby theinformation and training necessary to maintain adirect democracy isrealized, isto establisha
curriculum—including themethods, institutions, and | ocations— to dispense that information. Asthe
concept of direct democracy develops, and asit comesinto daily use, therewould constantly bethe need
for theadvice of expert opinion. In areas of specialized knowledge, in medicinefor example, governmental
policieswould need to be derived from expertswithin those areas and those i deas coul d be exchanged
though the procedures of the Delphi Technique.

A futuring tree provides* aprocessfor connecting an organization’ sfuture statewith its present state
through anetwork of pathwaysworking from thefutureto the present. (1999, Alexander, W. & Serfass,
R.).A futuring treeisdefined asadiagraming of network pathwaysmoving fromthe desired futuregoal to
the present conditions. The purpose of constructing afuturing treeistoidentify afuturegoal and then
determinewhat pathwayswould have been necessary to achievethat desired goa by reasoning backward
towardsthe present. The operational characteristicsof afuturing tree arethat the process beginswith the
desired future state, that vision and strategic methodsto achieve agoal arerequired, that theanalysis
proceedsin reversefromthefutureto the present and presents anetwork of possibilitiesthat occur through

phases of development. Thestructure of afuturing treeisanal ogousto the branching of atreewith thetrunk
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being the future and the branches moving toward the present.

Inthe desired future scenario society evolvestoward the practice of the democracy that almost
everyonesaysthey believein (yet which existsonly onasmall andlocal scalesuch aswithinalegidatureor
asmall organization), aworld exempt from the petty, and potentially deadly — for theruled populace—
conflictsbetween politicians. To trace the devel opment from the future of direct democracy back tothe
present, wewould first need to conduct thejourney from one situation or location and | would choosethe
United Statesof Americafor the purposes of thisfuturing tree. Today the United States hasacomplicated
system of local, state, and federal legidaturesand agovernment roughly divided into an executive, a
legidative, and ajudicial branch. Thepurposg, itissaid, of ademocracy isgovern according to thewill of
the peopl e, aconcept devel oped around 500 BC in Athens, Greece. Thisisnow accomplished by electing
peoplewhotry to think likethe mgjority of the peoplewho el ected them on every issue, whichisin actuality,
animpossibletask. Also, itisdone by conducting random opinion pollssuch asthe Gallup or Harrispollsto
get agenera ideaof what the publicisthinking. Only recently hastechnology offered the possibility of
rendering the public’sdesiresdirectly, however, thisideaistoo new to be absorbed into and accepted by
the coll ective consciousness at the present time and needstimeto be expl ored and then accepted. Asevery
individud’sstrongest driveisthedrivefor survival, so too the strongest drive of the collective consciousness
of society isthedrivefor survival of human society and it isthereforelogical to assumethat themajority of a
society will eect to choose those behaviorsand conditionsthat arethe most beneficial to the sustenance of
the human race. For thesereasons, agovernment of, by, and for the peopleisthe preferred method of
governance. Using the seven futuring tools— Trend Extrapolation, the Del phi Technique, Morphological
Anayss, the Crawford Slip Method, Scenario Planning, Cross-Impact Analys's, and Futuring Trees, we
can devel op future strategiesfor theimplementation of truly democratic procedures. Thefuturewill dways
beamystery and unknowabl e but we can use futuring methodsto plan for and affect afuture partly of our

ownmaking.



Condlusion

The concept of democracy was discussed by Socrates and written about by Platoin Republic,
Aristotlein The Palitics, Machiavelli in The Prince, Lockein An Essay Concerning Human
Under standing and Two Treati ses of Government, Montesquieu in The Spirit of Laws, Hobbesin
Leviathan, Rousseau in The Social Contract, and Thomas Jeffersonin hiswritings. Democracy wasfirst
used inAthens, Greece before 500 B.C., where each citizen voted directly on al legidativeissues, thereby
being atrue democracy. Direct participatory democracy was considered impractical before now, primarily
because there was no technology to supply it. Now, with computer and Internet technol ogy, thereis.

Computer and Internet technol ogy can supply theforum for thevoting of citizensto occur and
schoolsand community and governmental organi zations can supply theknowledge, information, and training

for theimplementation and continuing use of adirect democracy.
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Appendix |

A Curriculum for the Implementation of Direct Democracy

Following is apossible curriculum that could be revised, amended, and expanded to accommodate changing
instructional requirements and changing new technology as well as changing and evolving informational content:

Pre-kindergarten: Flash cards with pictures depicting basic concepts and people and places associated with
democracy. Voting by raising hands, clapping, shouting, or placing ballsin a basket to show what they like as shown
from pictures of the objects (such as apples, cake, hamburgers, lemons, music, etc.)

Kindergarten: Vote by placing softball size ballsin a container. Flash cards with pictures and words of basic
concepts of democracy.

First grade: Vote by placing ping pong ballsin acontainer. Vote by writing letters. Flash cards with words of
leaders of history, places and events associated with democracy. Elect students for class duties for each student such as
erasing the board, closing the windows, turning off lights, sweeping, etc. These duties can be rotated monthly.

Second grade: Vote by writing letters, numbers, and then names.

Third grade: Vote by writing names of the students and of objects voted on. For instance, for the question:
“What do you like?’, the students write what they like such as “ice cream”, etc. Eventually, sentences are used.

Fourth grade: Vote for class officers and class duties. Students write sentences on what they want to vote for
and why. Read political newsfor childrenin Weekly Reader, Yahoo Kids' page, etc. Draw pictures and write paragraphs
about democracy inthe U.S.

Fifth grade: Vote for class officers and class duties. Voting by printed forms or writing names of people or
objects voted on. Introduction of the early history of democracy, around 500 B.C. in Athens, Greece. Draw pictures
about forain ancient Greece. Read Political newsin Weekly Reader, Yahoo Kids' news, some newspapers and read about
the history and practices of democracy in the students’ social studies text books.

Sixth grade: Vote for class officerswith ballots. Introduction to computers, software, using the Internet for
searching and researching information, introduction to Internet for voting. Write essays and draw pictures about

democracy, history related to democracy, and political topicsin the U.S. and the world.
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Seventh grade: Vote for class officers and duties with computer and Internet technology. Study issues to be
voted on. Vote for issues of the past. Vote for some current issues. Write essays on democracy, history, political topics,
current invents, and new ideas of how society should be constructed. Read the Declaration of Independence and a
summarized version of the United States Constitution. Memorize some quotations associated with democracy.

Ninth grade: High school clubs established: Democracy Club; Political Science Club; Political Philosophy;
clubs for Democrats, Republicans, Green Party, Independents, etc. Develop Internet surveysto find public opinion on
various topics. Find books and articles about direct democracy and write reports on them.

Tenth grade: Civics discussion of the responsibilities of the voting citizens. U. S. History and democracy. U.S.
Constitution, Declaration of Independence. Terminology relevant to democracy explored, direct democracy explained,
duties and responsibilities of the voters. Computer voting Tutorial 1.

Eleventh grade: Learn to vote viathe computer and I nternet. World History of Democracy. Discussion and
essays about forms of government throughout history. Continue corresponding with your international pen pal and ask
your pen pal to find an additional join your correspondence group to have three way discussions. Find one additional
pen pal to correspond with viathe Internet and discuss all current event topicsincluding direct democracy. Summarized
readings of Plato’s Republic and the Politics by Aristotle. Read and write essays on Democracy and Education by John
Dewey and the Social Contract by Jean Jacques Rousseau. Computer voting Tutorial 1l.

Twelfth grade: Vote viathe Internet. Vote on current and historical national and international issues. Direct
democracy procedures examined, explained, discussed. Political Philosophy and duties of and preparation for the voting
public. Discussions comparing representative and direct democracy, totalitarianism, Marxism, capitalism, and socialism.
Read and write essays on: Direct Demaocracy: The Politicsof Initiative, Referendum, and Recall by Thomas Cronin;
Direct Democracy in Switzerland by Gregory Fossedal; Electionsin Cyberspace by Anthony Corrado and Charles

Firestone and more essays on Democracy and Education by John Dewey. Computer Voting Tutorial 111.



Appendix I

Onlinetutorials

The history of democracy

The philosophy of democracy

Glossary of terminology related to democracy and government

Navigating the computer and Internet for online voting

Computer Voting Tutorial I, I1, 111

Voting on Referendums, Initiatives, Electionsfor representatives, and Recalls
Preparation for certificate for avoting member of the Public Assembly
Writing and submitting legislation

Links, resources, publications, and organizations concerning direct democracy
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Appendix 111

Technical Skillsfor the Use of the Computer and the Internet Related to Direct Democracy

Below are listed university, post-secondary, adult, online courses, some of which are required, in addition to
taking the certificate exams, to become avoting member of the (newly created) public legislature or Public Assembly.
One certificateisfor thelocal level, onefor the state level, and one for the national level (laws and an amendment would
need to be enacted to create such avoting body). The certificate would require at least a high school education or a
recognized equivalent and for the certification candidate to be aregistered voter. All registered voters are able to vote
ininitiatives, referendums, general elections, and recalls but the Public L egislature would require alicensed certificate,
similar to obtaining adriver’slicense or aspeciaist’slicense, renewable periodically with renewal examinations, to
become a nonelected member of the Third House of Congress, which will count for 1/3 of the votes of the United States
Congress.

University, college, online, and adult courses -- with majorsin political science with an emphasison direct

democracy and related subjects, some required for avoting certificate:

The growth and development of direct democracy

Writing and submitting legislative billsfor adirect democracy
Topics covered in the voting certificate exams

Designing instructional material for direct democracy

The procedures for voting in adirect democracy

Political philosophy and direct democracy

The use of direct democracy in Switzerland

Procedures and precedents for amending the U.S. Constitution
The world history and use of direct democracy

The use of direct democracy in governments and organi zations worldwide
Referendum, Initiative, Election, and Recall

Methods of informing the public on legislative and di d issues
Security issues of online voting

The governmental structure for direct democracy

Theories and use of democracy



Appendix 1V

University, advanced and adult learner reading list for coursesin direct democracy

Adult Education for Social Change: From Center Sage to the Wings and Back Again (1996) by Thomas Heaney.

The Americans: The Democratic Experience (1974) by Boorstin, Daniel J. Boorstin.

America’s Crisis: The Direct Democracy and Direct Education Solution (2000) by D. B. Jeffsand V. Hugo.

Aristotle and Xenophon on Democracy and Oligarchy (1975) by J. M. Moore.

Caltech/MIT Voting Technology Project (2001) by the California Institute of Technology and The Massachusetts
Institute of Technology Corporation.

CitizensAsLegislators: Direct Democracy in the United Sates (1998) by Bowler, S., Donovan, T. & Tolbert, C.

Civic Participation and Community Action Sourcebook: A Resource for Adult Educators by A. Nash.

Collected Writings of Thomas Jefferson.

A Constitution of Direct Democracy : Pure Democracy and the Governance of the Future ~ Locally and Globally
(2000) by Michael Noah Mautner.

The Cultural Creatives: How 50 Million People are Changing the World (2000) by S.R. Anderson & P. Ray.
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Appendix V

A Proposal for Creating the Third House of Congress: the Public Assembly

for the Creation of aNational Democracy inthe United States of America

Phase 1 (3to 10 years):

Debate about and Introduction to the Concept

Discussonsand committeesformed

Brain storming and think tank groupsdevel oped

Petitionsand | etters, e-mall, talk shows, TV, radio campaigns

Public education of the concept

Readings and discussionsin schoolsand universitiesabout democracy
Conceptsrelated to direct democracy discussed and read about in schools
Writersand artistscommissioned

Software conceptudizing

Booksand magazine articlesare printed on the subject

Funding and economicissuesare discussed

Fundsraised

A suggestion hotlineisestablished

AnOfficid websiteisestablished
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Phase2 (2 years):

Organizing and structuring of the voting methodsand procedures
Curriculum devel oped for public schoolsand universities

Devel opment of the Government Structure

Lega Documentsdevel oped

Condtitutional amendment first draft written
Variouscommitteesappointed

Locd referendumsheld

Phase 3 (3years):

All of theaboveactivities continue (website, etc.)

Tria period when the procedures are devel oped, refined and thefirst resultsused asan opinion
polling collection method.

Educating the public onthe proceduresinvolved

Curriculum about direct democracy initiated for public schoolsand universities

Firsttridsaredonelocaly, firg city, then county, then state, then national levels

During thisperiod suggestionsand changesare made

Softwareisdevel oped

Security issuesaddressed

Computer and software bugs areworked out

Initial voting centersare established, these can be adjacent to post offices

Participants(initial voters) are assigned temporary voter registration numbers; passwords chosen.

Thevoter registration numbersare assigned through the voting centers.
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Phase4 (3years):

Voting Centersare established nationwide

Voter registration numbersare established partly containing asocia security number.

Voting Centershavethebillsand plansto be voted onin bookl et form and posted on thewallsand
thesebillsand plansaredso available onlinefor perusa and study.

Thevoter registration numbers, including asocia security number, areassigned through thevoting
centersinaway similar to registering to vote and passwordsare chosen. (Votersaregiven
upto3daystoedit or changetheir submissionswhenvoting)

Theopinion poll collection system continuesusing theonlinevoting system

Strict felony lawsagaingt Internet abuse or direct voting fraud with severe pendtiesand puni shments

arepassed by thelegidature.

Phase5 (Continuing):

Votersare ableto connect to thevoting system viathe Internet with their own computers, or
continueto votethrough the VVoting Centers, and become voting membersof the
3rd House of Congress, the Public Assembly according to U.S. federa law and a so of

state, county, and city governmentsaslawsof each stateallow.

Inthefuture, computerswill be as standard astel ephones and everyonewith atelephonewill havea
computer with which they can cast there votes and then the United States government will becomeatruly

participatory government of democracy.
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Appendix VI

Direct Democracy Survey

Definitions
Direct democracy: peoplevoting directly onissuesrather than through representatives.
Initiative: alegidative measure proposed by thecitizens
Referendum: avotefor the public to approve or regject alaw voted on by thelegidature.
Recall: avotetoremoveor retain an elected official after afiling apetition.
Petition: A collection of adesignated percentage of signatures of votersto begin the processfor an

initiative, areferendum, or arecall.

Your name (optional):

Your ingtitution or company (optional):

Your position (optional):

Contact information (optional):

SURVEY

Respond to thefollowing items by marking theitems below according to your opinion or answer:

1.1 get most of my politica informationfrom:

(@) newspapers _ (b) other people _ (c) radio__ (d) televison__ (e) Internet__ (f) books

2. Direct democracy been practiced in other countriesand institutions and has been effective.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c¢) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree () disagree  (f) don't know

3. Theeducationa system should participatein theimplementation of adirect democracy utilizing Internet
and computer technol ogy.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c¢) middierange (d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know



4. Direct democracy should beintroduced and taught in Socia Studiesand Political Science courses.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know
5. The Constitution should beamended creating adirect democracy systeminthe United States.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange (d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know
6. Thelnternetisareiable method of voting.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know
7. Thevotershave complete privacy and security when voting by the Internet.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know
8. The public can be adequately informed of issuesto bevoted on.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know
9. Thevoterscould easily register their votesviathe Internet or compuiter.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know
10. The public should be made aware of the security issuesfor using the Internet for votinginadirect
democracy.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know
11. The public should be made aware of thelimitations of direct democracy.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know
12. The public should be made aware of therolesand duties of citizensin ademocracy.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know
13. The public should be made aware of the philosophy and history of democracy.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know
14. We don't need to change anything, the United Statesisademocracy now.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know
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15. Direct Democracy or peoplevoting directly onlegidativeissuesisagood idea.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know

16. Adequate technol ogy existstoday for direct democracy.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know

17. Education, information, and training can be givento citizensfor themto voteasL egidators.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know

18. After itsinception, interest in direct democracy would be maintained by the public.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know

19. Eventually anew branch of Congress could beformed by thevoting citizens.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know

20. The people'svoting branch of Congress could be used first asamethod for public opinion collection.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange (d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know

21. Citizensand students should study for and take examinationsin order to receive certificationin order to
qualify asavoting member of alegidative branchinadirect democracy.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know

22. Public school s provide education and training for citizensto function asvoting membersof adirect
democracy system of government.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange (d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know

23. Votersaregenerally well informed about i ssues.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know

24, Initiative and referendum items on aball ot are sometimes so complicated that the average voter can not
understand them.

25. Votersshould have adirect say in how they are governed.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know
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26. Thepublic should trust public officialsto makelaws.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(¢) middierange (d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know

27. Thevoters pamphletsare helpful ininforming the public about issues.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c¢) middierange (d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know

28. Themgority of voterswould votefor minorities rights.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c¢) middierange (d) somewhat disagree () disagree  (f) don't know

29. TheU.S. Constitution should allow therecall of federal officials.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c¢) middierange (d) somewhat disagree () disagree  (f) don't know

30. U.S. citizensshould bealowed, onthenational level, to gather petitionsto placean initiativeon aball ot
and if themeasure passesit should becomelaw.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c¢) middierange (d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know

31. 1 would favor placing anitem ontheballot if apetitionisgathered of 3% of the voters of the most recent
presdentia eection.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c¢) middierange (d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know

32. The U.S. should haveanationa advisory referendum which would alow the votersto vote on proposed
lawsevery two yearsand the results of the vote would be non-binding.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c¢) middierange_(d) somewhat disagree () disagree  (f) don't know

33. Citizensshould be ableto votedirectly onissues.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c¢) middierange_(d) somewhat disagree () disagree  (f) don't know

34. If people could vote on issuesthen they would becomeinterested in politicsand would participatein
government.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c¢) middierange (d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know



35. Inadirect democracy many peoplewould not be ableto cast aninformed ballot.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know

36. Inadirect democracy special interestswould gain power by spending money to promotetheir cause.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know

37. Thereshould bealimit to the number of initiativeson aballot.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know

38. Public officia sknow moreabout anissue and should betrusted to maketheright decisions.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know

39. Paliticians should be carefully watched in casethey misusetheir power and go against thewill of the
people.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know

40. When making laws, government should pay attention to mostly experts.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know

41. When making laws, government should pay attention to mostly opinionsof ordinary people.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange_(d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree _ (f) don't know

42. In government peoplewith moreintel ligence and character should have greater influencethan other

people.

(a) agree_ (b) somewhat agree_(c) middlerange (d) somewhat disagree (e) disagree  (f) don't know

68



Appendix VII
Open-ended questions:
Thebeow corequestionsarein theform of open-ended questionsand can be answered with essay
typeanswers-- you can answer asmany asyou would like:
43. How hasdirect democracy been practiced in other countriesand institutions and how effective hasit
been?
44. How can the educational system participatein theimplementation of adirect democracy utilizing Internet
and computer technology?
45. How can direct democracy beintroduced and taught in Social Studiesand Political Science courses?
46. How can aconstitutional amendment be proposed?
47. How cantherdiability of Internet voting be assessed?
48. How canthe privacy and security of Internet votersbe assured?
49. How can the public beinformed of issuesto bevoted on?
50. How canthevotersregister their votesviathe Internet or computer?
51. How can the public be made aware of the safety and limitations of direct democracy?
52. How can the public be made aware of therolesand dutiesof citizensin ademocracy?
53. How can the public be made aware of the philosophy and history of democracy?
54. How can the concept of direct democracy beintroduced and the proceduresfor itsimplementation and
utilization betaught in Socid Studiesand Political Science courses?
55. Do you think the United Statesisademocracy now?
56. Do you think Direct Democracy or peoplevoting directly onlegidativeissuesisagood idea?
57. Doyou think adequate technology existstoday for direct democracy?
58. Do you think adequate education, information, and training can begivento citizensfor themtovoteas
legidators?

59. Doyou think interest for direct democracy would be maintained by the public?

69



60. Do you think that eventually anew branch of Congress could beformed by thevoting citizens?

61. Do you think the peopl€'svoting branch of Congress could be used first asan opinion collection device?

63. Do you think citizens and students should study for and take examinationsin order to receive certifica-
tioninorder to qualify asavoting member of alegidaturein adirect democracy?

64. Should the public school s provide education and training for citizensto function asvoting membersof a
direct democracy system of government?

65. What other commentswould you liketo make about the concept of direct democracy?

Sampleresponse: How can aConstitutional amendment be proposed?

Congtitutional amendmentsare permanent additionsto the Congtitution, though they can be counter
amended aswasthe case with the Prohibition amendment, that require a2/3 vote from both houses of the
Congressand therefore very difficult to obtain. There have been twenty seven Congtitutional Amendments
with the most recent being in 1992 whichinvolved no Congressiona self slary increaseswhilethelegida
torsareinthear terms. Thetwel fth Amendment concerning changing the method of €l ecting the president of
the United States using the Electoral Collegewasadded in 1803 after thefirst ten Amendments, the Bill of

Rights, wereadded in 1791.
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Appendix I X: Somewebsites pertaining to direct democracy
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http://Mmww.one2one.co.nz/edemocracy.html
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http:/Amww.bbc.co.uk/history/ancient/greeks/greekdemocracy 01.shtml

http://Amww.bris.ac.uk/Depts/Phil osophy/UG/ugunits0102/rousseau.html



http://mww.wabash.edu/Roussea/\WWorksonWeb.html
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http://mww.sos g.ac.uk/roads/subject-listing/Worl d-cat/demgovt.html
http://Amww.bu.edu/wcep/Papers/Poli/PoliFeld.ntm
http:/mww.bu.eduwcp/MainPoli.htm
http:/Avww.bu.edu/wcp/Papers/Poli/PoliBuch.htm
http://oregongtate.edu/ingtruct/phl 302/texts/l ocke/l ocke2/2nd-contents.html
http://www.ancientworlds.net/aw/Post/32871
http://teachers.ausd.net/antilla/philolinks.html

http://plato.stanford.edu

http:/Amww.rep.routledge.convindex.html
http:/Amww.bris.ac.uk/Depts/Phil osophy/Dept/journal s.html
http:/Amww.bris.ac.uk/Depts/Philosophy/V L /index.html
http://web.mit.edu
http://etext.virginia.edu/jefferson/quotations/jeff0600.htm
http://mww.anova.org/
http:/Aww.pdemokracie.ecn.cz/cs/doc/Statut-ang.doc
http://edemocracy.meetup.com/members/878

http://dmoz.org/Soci ety/PoliticsDemocracy/Direct_Democracy
http://mwww.free-project.org/connect/links

http:/AMww.election.com

http://mww.votehere.net
http:/Anww.lib.ied.edu.hk/edarticle/civic.htm
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Appendix X

From: Chenglie, L. (1989). A Collection of Confucius's Sayings. Ji Nan, China: Qi Lu Press.

“Whenthe Master went to Wel, Ran You drovethe cart for him. *What alarge population!’ the Master
said, ‘ Sincethe people are already numerous, what morewould you do next? Ran You asked.
‘Enrichthem,” wasthereply. ‘ And what comes after they have becomerich? TheMaster said,
‘Educatethem.” (p.12)

“Zi Xia, having becomethegovernor of Jufu, asked for adviceon governing. TheMaster said, * Do not try
todothingsinahurry. Beintent with small gains. What isdone quickly isnot donethoroughly; and if
small gainsare considered, great thingsremain unaccomplished.” “ (p.13)

“TheMaster said, “ Thered faultisto havefaultsand not try to amend them.” (p. 63).

“TheMaster said, “1t may be possibleto study with someonewithout being ableto join progresswith him.

It may be possibleto join progresswith someonewithout being abletojoinin council with him. It
may be possibletojoinin council with someonewithout being ableto exercise power with him.”
(p.72).

“Standing by astream the Master said, “ Time goeson and on like the flowing water intheriver, never
ceasing day or night!” (p. 86).

“Someone said to Confucius, ‘Why don’t you engage yourself ingovernment? TheMaster said, “ The Book
of Higtory says, ‘ Befilid, only befilia and friendly towardsyour brothers, and you will spread these
gualitiesto government. Thistoo isto engagein government. Why doesonehaveto hold office so
that he could be said to engagein government?’ (p. 97).

“TheMaster said, * A gentleman whoiswidely versed in lettersand at the same timeknowshow to behave
courteoudly, islikely togothecorrect way.” “ (p. 102).

“TheMaster said, ‘ Instruction recognizesno castes.” “ (p. 111).

“TheMaster said, * Acquire new knowledgewhilethinking over the old and you may become ateacher of

others.’* (p.116).
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“TheMaster said, * Onewho will study for three yearswithout thinking of apost in government would be
hardindeedtofind.” “ (p. 120).

“ TheMaster said,  Pursue study asthough you could never reach your goal and wereafraid of losing the
ground already gained.” “ (p. 121).

“ TheMaster said, “| wasnot bornwith innate knowledge. By learning from theancients, | sought it though
diligence.’” (p. 123).

“Zi Zhang asked about the way to knowledge. The Master said, ‘ Hewho does not tread the steps of
otherscan not expect to learntrue knowledge and virtue.” “ (p.125).

“TheMaster said, ‘ If | haveto take up asingle phraseto sum up the Three Hundred Songs, | would say,

‘Lettherebenoevil inyour thoughts.” “ (p. 130).



