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

“We hold these truthsto be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by
their Creator with certain unalienable[indienabl €] Rights, that among theseareLife, Liberty, and the Pursuit
of Happiness. That to securethese Rights, Governmentsareingtituted among Men, deriving their just
powersfromthe consent of thegoverned...”  Thomas Jefferson (1743 - 1826).

“Every nation hasaright to governitself internally under what formsit pleases, and to changethese
formsatitsownwill.” - Thomas Jefferson to Thomas Pinckney, 1792.

Democracy: “ government by the people; especially: ruleof themgjority”, thefirst definition of
“democracy” intheMerriam-Webster dictionary.

“Democracy arisesout of the notionthat thosewho are equal in any respect areequal inall
respects; because men areequally free, they claimto beabsolutely equal.

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

“ Amongst other problems, The Ca Tech/MIT Voting Technology Project estimated somefour to six
million voteswerelost in 2000 dueto ballot, equipment, registration or polling-place problems. In response,
Americansclamored for new voting technology to replace the aging machines peppering US polling booths
acrossthenation.” (Bushell, 2003).
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ABSTRACT

Thisresearch proposal concerns the proceduresfor devel oping direct democracy inthe United
Statesof Americautilizing computer and | nternet technol ogy aswell astheexisting educationa system. The
first step isthe devel opment — through research and proposed methods of implementation, study of
precedents, and historical and literary references— of the procedures and then theimplementation (which
would run concurrently with educating the public about the concept beginning withthe K-12 levelsup
through post-secondary and adult levels) of the proceduresinvolved in direct democracy. Thiswill bean
actionresearch project involving theoretical, historica, socio-cultura, and eva uative aspects.

INTRODUCTION:

Now isthetimeto utilize modern technology to allow the public to votedirectly viatheInternet, thus
creating agovernment closer toapuredemocracy. Therea possibility of adirect demaocracy, through
direct voting, onthelocal, state, and national level now existswith the advent of Internet technology so now
isthetimeto utilizemodern technology to alow the publicto votedirectly viathe Internet, thuscreatinga
government closer to apure democracy.

Thisstudy wouldinvolveobtai ning opinionsthrough questionnairesfromthe public, professonals,
politicians, and focus groups concerning direct democracy and itsfeasibility and effectivenessasamethod
for establishing legidation and local, state, and national policy. Thestudy would asoinvolvecollecting
information fromteachersof Socid Studies, Political Science, Civicsand Government for their opinionsand
suggestionsasto how the history and philosophica conceptsof direct democracy could beincludedinand
taught through the educationa curriculum and how direct democracy could beimplemented and trainingand
information supplied through the school sand community and governmental organizations.

Thequdlitativeand more subjective side of theresearch would involveabrief history of democracy,
abrief discussion of the definitionsand philosophy of democracy, the use of the educational systemto
preparelearnersfor the use of direct democracy, and the contemporary usesof direct democracy in
countriessuch as Switzerland and Ireland. The quantitative and more objective side of the study would
involve gtatisticsand the numbers of people, governments, and ingtitutions presently using these concepts,
how they wereimplemented, and thereliability and effectiveness of those procedures.



Research question:

How hasdirect democracy, utililizing computer and I nternet technol ogy, been implemented and used
invariouscountriesand institutionsand what hasbeen and could betheroleof educational systemsinthe
implementation and continuing use of direct democracy?

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM:

One problemwith theeducationd system, and society ingenerd, involvespolitica philosophy: if
most societiesare called democratic then why don’ t the people govern by voting directly and democratically
(asisdonein Switzerland, for example) onissuesrather than voting only for representatives? When
educating post-secondary or adult students (or even K-12 studentsto prepare them for being adults), how
can the concepts of democratically controlled governments be conveyed and transferred to thelearnersand
how canthey becomedirectly involvedin theimplementation of democraticaly determined plans? My
project involvesexpl oring what methods have been used previoudly in other countriesand organizationsto
establish direct democracies, which arebasically the public voting directly onissuesrather than through
€l ected representativeswho can, after elected, vote any way they choose, and how these procedures can
beintroduced and used on acontinuing basisinthe politica structuresof the United Statesof America.

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

Todeterminethelevd of interest inthe public, the politiciansand professonasinvolved, teachers,
and studentsin the concept and practice of direct democracy. Andto determinethe practicality in
implementing adirect democracy inthe United States of Americaand themethodsof training al voting
citizensinusing it onacontinuingbass.



A review of literature about direct democracy and its use and implementation:

Involving palitical philosophy, one problematic issuewith the educational system, and society in
generd, isthefollowing: if most societiesare called democratic then why don’t the peoplegovern by voting
directly and democraticdly (asisdonein Switzerland, for example) onissuesrather than voting only for
representatives? When educating post-secondary or adult students (or even K-12 studentsto preparethem
for being adults), how can the concepts of democratically controlled governmentsbe conveyed and
transferred to thelearnersand how can they becomedirectly involvedin theimplementation of
democratically determined plans? My project involves exploring what methods have been used previousy
and how to implement the methodsthrough the educational and societal systemsand to establish direct
democracieswhich arebasi cally systemswhereby the public votesdirectly onissuesrather than through
€l ected representativeswho can, after €l ected, vote any way they choose. Thefollowingisareview of the
literature concerning thetopic of direct democracy and itsimplementation and use.

In Adult Education for Social Change: From Center Stageto the Wingsand Back Again, Thomas
Heaney views adult education as participatory and asatool for socia change, where educationd
progressivismisthe contemporary approach to educating the public. * * Adult education turnsout to bethe
most reliableinstrument for socia 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, socid action, and control by peopleover their daily lives.
To Lindeman, adult education equalssocia change, amethod to create good and productivecitizens. Even
if educationisviewed asa*” great selector” rather than a® great equalizer”, each person can, asaresult of
education, find their niche, based on their abilitiesand merits, within ademocratic society. The concept of
using theeducationa systemtoimplement adirect democracy isclosaly connected with theideas expressed
by Heaney, MilesHorton, Paulo Freire, and Jack Mezirow sincetheir approach isto empower the
popul ace through education in order to create ademocratic society. Sinceit isnecessary to havean
educated publicin order to have democracy function efficiently, democracy isdependent on the educationa
systemto survive and prosper.

In“Developing e-Citizensand e-Consumers, an Irish e-Commerce 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 simpleargument: e-business needse-consumersand e-
literate workers, e-government needse-citizens’. The authorsgive many examplesfrom Ireland, wherethey
arebased, and other nationsand ingtitutions using onlinevoting. They present an in-depth description and
qualitativeanalysisof thetrendstoward e-government, e-commerce, e-education, and e-culturein genera
backed by knowledge, examples, and statistics.

One of the concerns many peopl e have about online voting revolves around the security and privacy
issuesand thesearewell-explored by Dr. Russdll Smithin*“Electronic Voting: Benefitsand Risks’ (2002).
Dr. Smith, whoisdeputy director of research at the Austraian Institute of Criminology, thinksnational
electronic voting will be prevalent in the near future, but peopl e are hesitant because of security and secrecy
issues and some people now attach acertainritual to voting and somewould thereforewant toresist online
voting inorder to hold onto past traditions. Heevenincludesahistory of the changing methods of voting
procedures. He mentionsthat there would have to be sophisticated serversfor many peoplevoting at the
sametimebut the pluses of speed and accuracy, easeof use, lower costs compared to paper ballots,



thefact that onlinevotingisa ready successfully being used in many countries, etc., outweigh the minuses.
Dr. Smith mentionsinaninterview (2003) with Rachel L ebihanthat, in hisopinion, security isnot an
insurmountable problem, sincethe solutionsthat are used infinancia transactions can beincorporated into
methodsfor e-voting. Hisexpertiseand knowledgeisevident in hiswriting and hisuse of examplesand |
think with many other technical expertson the project that the security and efficiency issuescan besolved.

Largdy acritiqueand anaysisof the philosophy of the German phil osopher Jurgen Habermeas, the
book “ Democracy, Red and Ideal” (1999), largely acritique and anaysisof the philosophy of the German
philosopher Jurgen Habermas, thebook’ sauthor Ricardo Blaug examinesHabermas' philosophy inrelation
to thetheory and practical aspectsof democracy. Habermas work includesatheory of democracy and his
exploration 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 rule ourselves’ (p. xv). Inthestudy of
Habermas' discourse of ethics, referencesare madeto Hobbes's L eviathan and L ocke’s concept of
protectiverights(p. 12).

Democracy isdiscussedinrelationtotherationalism of Plato and theempiricism of Aristotle. The
essay mentionsthat L ocke' stheory startswith the natural human rights, Hobbes' beginswith rational death
avoidance (or survival instinct), and Kant begins his premisewith theideaof pure practical reason (p. 6).
Kant says. “ apersonissubject to nolaw other than those he (either alone or at | east jointly with others)
givesto himsdlf”, athought whichisgreatly influenced by Jean Jacques Rousseau and Kant alsoreferstoa
socia contract like Rousseaur’'s. Kant’ssupport of themoral law assumesthat mankind isessentially good
and moral by nature, aconcept which figuresheavily in democratic theory (but Hegdl criticizesKant's
philosophy asbeing overly abstracted and not applicabletoredlity). Also explored are Aristotl€ sepisteme
(objective knowledge), techne (technical knowledge), and phronesis(practical reason) inrelationto
democratic theory (p. 23, 24).

Thewhat, who, how and where of palitical theory including thelocation of the democratic process,
aswell asRousseau’ s concept of popular sovereignty, are discussed. “ The normativetheory requiresthat
the maximum number of people beinvolved and that the procedurethey usebeasfair 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 realize the conditionsrequired for practical discoursethenwewill surely becomelessthan
fully human” (p. 54). AndfromK. Baynes. weneed a“robust and multifaceted model of the public sphere
inwhichindividuascan deliberate about the collective termsand conditions of thecommonllives’ (p. 54).
Blaug concludeshisintroduction with: “If weforget what he (Habermas) hastaught uswewill achieve
nothing, for theworldisfull of theoriesof deliberative democracy that, lacking normative sophistication,
amount to little more than heart-warming remonstrances, fantasies of positivistic control, or meresemantic
incantation.” (p. 127).Concerning the actua functioning of the democraticfora, Blaug mentionsthat the
application of democratictheory inreality “ hasawayshad aprofound distrust of thepeople” (p. 133) as
evidenced by the American Condtitution.

Habermas statesthat:

What we need is a hegemony of democratic values, and this requires a multiplication of democratic practices,
institutionalizing them into ever more diverse social relations, so that amultiplicity of subject-positions can be
formed through a democratic matrix. It isin thisway - and not by trying to provide it with arational foundation -
that we will be able not only to defend democracy but also to deepeniit ... aproject of radical and plural
democracy requiresthe existence of multiplicity, of plurality, and of conflict, and seesin them theraison d’ etre
of palitics” (p. 134)



In“Democracy from the Participant’s Perspective” (p. 136), adiscussion ensuesconcerninga
“breakout of democracy” , which hasdefinitive characteristicsand itsown life cycle. When thisbreakout
occurs, and aspublicinterest increases, the peoplewill, in Rousseau’swords“fly to theassemblies’. “With
abreakout of democracy wehave Sartre's‘ groupinfusion’, Pizzorno’s* mobilization’ typeof political
participation, Mansbridge's* fragilebubbles' of ‘ unitary democracy’, Phillip’'s*internal democracy’,
Moscovici’s' consensua’ participation, Arendt’s‘ oasisinthedesert’ or ‘ elementary republics’, the Czech
Republic’'sCharter 77's* parale poleis, and the opening of aHabermasian ‘ public sphere’.” (p. 138).

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

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

When we begin to consider the a movement seriously challenging the power of the state, we reveal the
extraordinary lack of knowledge we have accumulated over our history regarding what it actually meansto rule
ourselves. the flight into liberal democracy evinced by those countries who have recently joined the
“democratic” club shows both the collective paucity of our understanding of such a process and also the
dangers in imagining that one “revolutionary” push, one legitimating social contract, one constitutional
founding, can relieve us of the need to preserve genuine democracy. Where we conceive of asocial contract as
an ongoing procedure requiring constant work and attention, so do we understand that deliberative capacities

must be learned, practiced, preserved, and patiently extended. (p. 151).

Blaug al so discussestheissue of emotionsin the democratic process (p. 153) but mentionsthat,
according to Rousseau, “ onceyou have citizens, you haveall 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 democraticrule” (p. 156). | think that, with the advent of
I nternet technology, they are.

In“Demaocracy in America’ (2000), Alexisde Tocqueville(1805-59) explores, intwo volumesusing
asweeping and panoramic view, the process of government inthe United Statesand hisview of itstype of
participatory government. Hisessayscover variousaspectsof Americanlifeand government includingthe
sociology and psychology of the American people, discussionsof local, state, and federal governmentsas
well asanin depth analysisof the United States Constitution and discussionsof the practica philosophy of
democracy. In“Why it can strictly be said that the people governinthe United States’, he says.

In Americathe people appoint both those who make the laws and those who execute them; the people form the
jury which punishes breaches of the law. The institutions are democratic not only in principle but alsoin al
their developments; thus the people directly nominate their representatives and generally choose them
annually so as to hold them more completely dependent. So direction really comes from the people, and though
the form of government is representative, it is clear that the opinions, prejudices, interests, and even passions
of the people an find no lasting obstacles preventing them from being manifest in the daily conduct of society.

In the United States, asin all countries where the people reign, the majority rulesin the name of the people.
Thismajority is chiefly composed of peaceful citizens who by taste or interest sincerely desire the well-being of

the country. They are surrounded by the constant agitation of parties seeking to draw them in and to enlist their
support.



Steven Vagoin“ Strategiesof Change’ probesthe three components of socia changewhich are
agents (leaders— directors, advocates, backers, technicians, administrators, and organizers— and
supporters— workers, donors, and sympathi zers), targets (micro, meso, and macro), and methods
(empirical-rational, normative-reeducative, and power coercive). All of these componentswould beusedto
develop aninteractiveform of direct democracy following the principles of Peter Reason’s Participatory
Inquiry and Peter Park’ s Participatory Research, both of which aretypesof Participatory Action Research.

InDirect Democracy: ThePoliticsof Initiative, Referendum & Recal (1999), ThomasE. Cronin
explorestheworkings of democracy and the variations of democracy inusetoday andinthepast. The
author anayzesthe history of the democracy andits possible continued evolution. Hestatesthat inearly
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 progressivesthought
that more democracy was needed using the methods of initiative, referendum, and recall.

Today, thereistalk of using moredirect democraciesand direct electionsaswell aselectronictown
meetingsand teledemocracy. The public hasbecome disenfranchised with theissues of taxes, regulation,
inefficiency, thearmsrace, ecologica problems, etc. snce public policy ismadein distant capitalsby
unknown agents. Direct democracy datesback to Massachusettsin 1640 with itstown meetings utilizing
majority ruleand 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 promote government responsiveness and accountability. If officialsignore the voice of
the people, the peoplewill have an available meansto make needed law. Initiativesare freer from special
interest domination than the legislative branches of most states, and so provide a desirable safeguard that can
be called into use when legislators are corrupt, irresponsible, or dominated by privileged special interests.
Theinitiative and referendum will produce open, educational debate on critical issues that otherwise might be
inadequately discussed. Referendum, initiative, and recall are nonviolent means of political participation that
fulfill acitizen’sright to petition the government for redress of grievances. Direct democracy increases voter
interest and election-day turnout. Getting the citizensinvolved in the decision making process would make
interested in politics and would thus alleviate apathy and alienation.

Finally (although this hardly exhausts the claims), citizen initiatives are needed because legislators often evade
the tough issues. Fearing to be ahead of their time, they frequently adopt a zero-risk mentality. Concern with
staying in office often makes them timid and perhaps too wedded to the status quo. One result is that
controversial social issues frequently have to be resolved in the judicial branch. But who elected the judges?

(Cronin, 1999, 11)

Bowler, S., Donovan, T. and Tolbert, C. (1998) in CitizensAsLegidators: Direct Democracy inthe
United States containsfactua information and stati stics concerning direct democracy onthelocd, state, and
nationd levelswith listingsof theresultsof numerousinitiativesand referendumsthroughout the history of the
United States. “ Thisbook focuses primarily on onecommonly used feature arising from the Progressive
Era thecitizens initiative.” (Bowler and Donovan 1998) “ Toitsadvocates, then, direct democracy would
provide opennessand end evasive partisanlegid atures, mitigating the corrupting influencesthought to
operate withinthem, and would d soimprovethequality of publiclife. Voter interest would be stimulated as
citizensparticipated directly in drafting and approving legidation. The new, open processwould thusingtill
civicvirtue by s multaneoudy educating andinvolving the mass public (Haynes 1907, Barnett 1915, Beard
and Schultz 1912, and Key and Crouch 1939).” Thecitizens' initiative seemsto beatrend that isgrowing
but the most of thereferendumsnow arein thewestern half of the United Statesand in Florida:
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Since South Dakota adopted theinitiative in 1898, hundreds of these ‘ citizen’ -drafted laws have appeared on
ballotsin American states. David Magleby notethat from 1898 to 1992, over 1700 initiativeswere placed before
U.S. voters. Among states using initiatives, the most during this period, 274, appeared in Oregon, with 232
appearing in California, 160in North Dakota, 150 in Colorado, 133 in Arizona, and 91 in Washington (Neal 1993).
Hundreds of additional referenda were placed before voters by legislatures. Most initiatives were rejected by

voters, yet 38% passed from 1898 to 1992 (Magleby 1994, 231).

In Direct Democracy in Switzerland (2002), Gregory Fosseda exploresthe history of Switzerland
asrelated to direct democracy and the devel opment of the proceduresof direct demaocracy in Switzerland.
Hementionsthat:

The Swiss polity, as an historical and on-going exhibit of the exercise of adeliberative direct democracy, isa
persuasive rebuttal to the stand of elites from the Greeks of 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 effective rebuttal to the stand; you can't trust the
people...Switzerland answers the potential question of the political scientist or citizen: What happensif we

place so much faith in the people that we make them lawmakers? (Fossedal, 2002).

In Part 1, the author exploresthe origin of the devel opment the Swissversion of democracy andthe
reasonsfor writing thisbook. Fossedal, in Part 2, describesthismillennium of Swisshistory and how its
system of sdlf protection developed. In Part 3: the Swiss Congtitution and ingtitutions, including Swiss
referendums, areexamined. InParts4 and 5 he givesexamplesof why democracy actually workswhen
thecitizensare entrusted with the power to determinethefunctioning of the government that governsthem.

In The Future of Teledemocracy (2000), Ted Becker and Christa Slaton study theeffortsand
proceduresinvolved in theimplementation of direct democracy and theoriesbehinditshistorical and socio-
cultural development. Just asthe Newtonianinterpretationsof physica forceswerereplaced by Einsteinian
theoriesinthe physical sciences, theauthorsclaimitistimeto discard current political science' soutdated
methods of democracy and replace them with the new world consciousnessand the now technologically
possible system of direct democracy.

They suggest that intoday’ sworld of relativity and quantum mechanics, mainstream political science
IS, comparatively speaking, centuriesbehind — asystem not only dysfunctiona but counterproductive. In
1928 Harvard professor of government, William Bennett Munro, “ quantum political science'sfirst voyager”
(Becker and Saton, 2000, p. 38), criticized “ American politica scientists, political commentators, leaders
and gurusfor continuing to be*in bondageto eighteenth-century deification of theabstract individua man’
(p. 39) who instead needed to modernize “the marriage between physics, politicsand the science of
government” (p.. 21), aview also shared by Buckminster Fuller, Eric Fromm, and Becker and Slaton, all of
whom think itisnow timefor anew quantum political science. Weneed to, they suggest, replacel8th
century Newtonian hierarchical age of government with a21st century non-hierarchical andinteractive
deliberative democratic government and in order to achievethisgovernments must utilize methods of
initiativesand referendumsand participationin thegloba direct democracy movement.

One proponent of changein thedemocratic systemisMike Gavel, aformer U. S. senator from
Alaska(1968-80) who, using an concept referred to as Philadelphiall, wantsto created a citizens
initiativewhichwould exist “within new democratic paradigm parameters’ ( p. 163). To beginthisprocess,
theauthors suggest that “ Congress...[ig] to set up something called ‘ the Electoral Trust’ (whichwould be
funded by theU. S. Treasury) which would beanew, largely independent agency of theU. S. government”
and whichwould eventudly evolveinto alegidature of the people.
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Paul H. Ray and Sherry Ruth Anderson, co-authorsof The Cultural Cresatives, How Fifty Million
People Are Changing the World (2000), describe how culture, society, and technology are changing all
aspectsof society at thebeginning of thismillenniuminasimilar way that Alvin Toffler’ sFuture Shock didin
the’ 70sand John Naishitt’sMegatrendsdid in the’ 80sand 90's. Based on their research, about 50 million
Americansarewhat they call Cultural Creatives, agroup that includes peopleof al races, ages, and classes
usually peoplewho arenot particularly materidistic and are philosophicaly inclined and supportive of the
artsand sciences. Theauthorsclaim thissubculture could have enormous socia and political influenceif it
had an organizationa structure through which the opinionsof the group could be expressed utilizing the
group’ scollective consciousness asacohes ve unit and this cohesiveness could expressed viaadirect
democracy. Also coveredinthebook are new waysthat governance can berealized using theavailable
new technologies. Inthemodern eraof advanced travel and communi cationstechnol ogy, representative
democracy and legidative procedureswithout direct democracy are archaic and should become obsol ete.

David Broder’sbook, Democracy Derailed: Thelnitiative M ovement and the Power of Money
(2000) isgenerally notinfavor of theideaof citizensfunctioning aslegidatorsand sharestheviewsof some
of theforefathers, such asJames Madison, who weredistrustful of theability of the peopletorule
themselves. He entertainsastated attachment to M adison’s skeptical view of peopleinthisrole. (But some,
including JamesWilson, amember of the Congtitutional Convention, thought of the peopleastheultimate
and rightful lawvmakerswho are— were, if direct democracy wereto be enacted — denied direct
legidative proceduresmainly for technol ogica reasonswho said al “ power isoriginaly inthe peopleand
should beexercised by themin person, if that could be donewith convenience, or evenwithlittledifficulty.”
Perhapsat some point inthefuture, hisnamewill beasequaly well knownin American history asthe other
forefathers). Broder suggeststhat Mike Gravel’sconcept of Philadel phiall would requireanew
Congtitution using direct democracy (I say that amendmentsto the existing Constitution could accomplish
theobjectives). Senator Gravel suggests creating the Direct Democracy | nitiativewhich would eventually
lead to alegidature of the peoplewhich | think could coexist with the current Congressional system.

But Broder isnot moved by such argumentspreferring to instead hold on to the establishment’s
antiquated ways of governance, to him “the choiceiseasy. | would choose James M adison’sdesign over
Mike Gravel’ swithout amoment’shesitation” (pp. 239). Broder would prefer elected legidatorsto decide
on complicated issues such asabortion, drugs, abortion, crimeand punishment, gambling, assisted suicide,
affirmative action, human rights, and whether or not to gotowar. He elaboratesabout how California's
Proposition 13isnow amultimillion-dollar enterpriseinwhich lawyersand advertisng agencies sdll their
expertiseto privateinterest groupsthough somewould say that thisiscapitalism at work inthe political
realm. Broder would prefer elected legidatorsto decide on such issuesrather than trusting the (educated)
public. Hethinksinitiativesand public opinionsareinfluenced by moneyed interests, but what about
lobbyistsand briberiesor favorsto Congressmen?

InTheBiIll of Rights: Creation and Reconstruction (1998), A.R. Amar mentionstheorigind Bill of
Rightsaswell asthe post Civil War Bill of Rightsand that, Wethe People, are capableof progressively
advancingto higher levelsof collective saf government which combinespolitical initiativesof direct
democracy with representative democracy .

S. M. Milkisin Political Partiesand Constitutional Government: Remaking American Democracy
(1999) mentionsthat Jefferson, Madison, and Andrew Jackson formed political to guaranteethat the people
had asay ingovernmentd policies, mostly inloca matters. The Progressive movement thought that the
parties created obstaclesand impedi mentsto thefunctioning of government intheindustrialized society. The
thought the solution wasto devel op direct democracy using referendumsonalocal and national scale.
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InDemocracy intheDigital Age: Challengesto Palitical Lifein Cyberspace (2000), Anthony G.
Wilhem offersanother exploration the emergence of public participationinthe processes of government
using the new communication technol ogies but hementionsthat despite the superficid appearance of
progressof technological advances, thereisnot necessarily progressinthelivesin many people, especialy
inthe undevel oped countries. He saysthe useof adirect democracy requiresafocused policy and the
cyber world of political control containsthefeaturesand advantages of accessto resources, inclusion,
potentia for deliberation, and comprehensibledesign.

In Stealing the Initiative: How State Government Respondsto Direct Democracy (2000). E. R.
Gerber and other authorsexploreeleven Californiainitiativesand referendumsto give readerswith abetter
understanding the palitica world. Topicscovered in the book includetaxation, transportation, legidative
spending, term limits, primaries, and multilingual education. Thisbook aso includesvaried conclusions about
how to reform theinitiative processto improve direct democracy. For citizenswho want to understand and/
orincreasetheir rolein government. Thebook asoincludes suggestionsasto how to reformtheinitiative
procedurestoimprove and positively evolvethe practicesof direct democracy. Democracy, Citizenship
andthe Global City (2000) edited by Enginlsinisacollection of essaysfrom severa authorsconcerning
what thefunctionsof politicsand democracy arein the postmodernworld of globalization.

In TheNew Challenge of Direct Democracy (1997), lan Budge saysthat direct democracy involves
citizensdiscuss ng and deciding how government isto governinstead of having these decisionsmade by
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, asdoesany new systemwhenitisinitialy introduced. Hestatesthat
with the new communi cationinventions, tools, and devel opmentsthat direct democracy isnow technically
possibleand desirablein thebody poalitic.

In A Constitution of Direct Democracy: Pure Democracy and the Governance of the Future~
Locally and Globally (2000). theauthor, Michael Noah Mautner, achemistry professor by profession,
writes about democracy from ascientist’sperspective. Inthefuture peoplewill need to decideonsuch
issuesinvolving governmenta systems, spaceexploration, robotics, cloning, economics, taxation, population
growth and control, abortion, crimeand punishment, religiousfreedom, genetic engineering, biological
immortaity, among other issues. Thedecisonswemakewill affect dl of humanity. Don’'t peopledesireto
choosethebest conditionsfor their present aswell astheir futures? The shared knowledge, common
wisdom, and theinnate desirein human nature to want what isthe best for all, and the natural desirefor
surviva, would result in decisions advantageousto the human condition. Thiscollective consciousness
wouldform aConstitution of direct democracy whichwould implement the communal decisionsof the
people. | might add, if two heads are better than one, how much better are 300 million heads? Some might
counter thisthought with thethought that too many cooks spoil the broth, but arewetalking about making
soup or government? In*“The Constitution of Direct Democracy” he describesthe structure, possible
scenarios, and ethicsof direct democratic systemsin governmentsfromthelocal, nationa, and world levels.

In America sCriss: The Direct Democracy and Direct Education Solution (2000), authorsD. B.
Jeffs, founder of the Direct Democracy Center, and V. Hugo, start the book off by saying that you would
not have heard of thisbook through the mass mediasincethey arein service of the establishment which
would bethreatened by theinstitutionaization of adirect democracy inthe United Statesof America. The
authorssuggest instituting adirect democracy now and they want to havethiscodified in anew amendment,
the 28th, to the United States Constitution. They say that direct democracy isinevitableevenif peoplein
positions of power try to deny the people not in power accessto thetechnology availableto them and tothe
technology that makes such democratic procedurespossible. Thebook iswritteninanimpassioned, call-
to-arms stylereminiscent of Thomas Paine' sessay Common Sense. Theauthorssay that now that we have
thenternet we are rediscovering democracy at atimewhen wewere about to loseit to to bureaucratic
legidatorsand giant corporations.
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In Direct Democracy or Representative Government? Dispel ling the Populist Myth (2000) John
Haskell comparesand contraststhe positive and negative characteristics of populist direct democracy and
representative government as described in the Federal Papers of James M adison of thefounding period of
the United Statesof America. He saysthat the possibleredlization of direct democracy hasexponentially
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 philosophies (but | would say that so arelegidatures of eected
representatives) where as el ected representativestend to be more deliberative and inclined toward
negotiation and discussion. Againtheimportance of the I nternet ismentioned asamediumfor
communication and amethod of publicizing informationand politica pointsof view.

Electronic Democracy ( 2002), by Graeme Browning, describeshow the Internet hastransformed
the political aamosphereinthe United Statesand intheworld. Using Internet technol ogy, people now have
thetoolsto discussissuesand affect results concerning the American and world political arena. Thisbook is
asource of names, addresses, websites, discussion groups, and email campaigns, and facts concerning how
to get involved with thisparticular movement. Therearea so suggestionsasto how to begin one’'sown
political or organizationa campaigns. how to organize, raisefunds, develop surveys, contact people, tc.
Also covered are ethical problemsand abuses associated with online activism. The book coversissues
such asusing the World Wide Web for upstart organi zations and how to create effective email campaignsas
well ashow to writelettersto Congressmembersthat will be read and responded to and an expl oration of
the past and future of onlinepolling and voting.

In hisbook Utopia (1997), written during the eraof the Renai ssance and influenced by St.
Augustine' shook City of God and Plato’sRepublic, Sir ThomasMore (1477-1535) created theterm
“utopid’ to mean both “good place’ and* no place’, clearly establishingitsfictitiousand idedlistic nature. In
thebook, he describesthe good and desirable state and citizen. More’ s utopian society isacommunal
democracy with combined e ementsof Epicureanism and Stoicism utilizing the existence and principlesof a
natural law. Speaking of laws, in hisUtopiathereare nolawyersand thelawsare easily understood by the
layman and war isconsidered uncivilized and inhuman. AlsoinhisUtopia, theking, or head of stateis
elected, rather than borninto hisposition, andin my view, thisisthe situation today when most heads of
state, including the presidents of the United States, areinfact elected “kings’ or “ queens’.

In E-topia(2000), William J. Mitchell refersto thefuture online meeting placeswherefriends, co-
workers, colleagues, and studentswill meet:

“What sorts of meeting places, forums, and marketswill emergein the electronically mediated world? What will
be the twenty-first century equivalents of the gathering at the well, the water cooler, the Greek agora, the

Roman forum, the village green, the town square, Main Street, and themall?” Many of the meeting places will

be located in the virtual world of cyberspace and he addsthat “they will make growing use of electronic mail
systems, mailing lists, newsgroups, chat rooms, Web pages, directories and search engines, audio
conferencing, video conferencing, increasingly elaborate, avatar-populated, online virtual worlds, and software-
mediated environments that we cannot evenimagineyet. Some of these virtual meeting placeswill bethe
private domains of well-defined special groups, some will be discreetly out of the public eye, and some wil even
be determinedly clandestine; others will be true public space opentoall.” (p. 85).

“Traditionally, political power has been exerted, made visible, and architecturally celebrated through physical
assemblies of kings and courtiers, senates, parliaments, cabinets, councils, and so on. Conversely, if you
wanted to overthrow established political power, you assembled ‘the people’ in an urban public place, set up
barricades, authorities hadthe wit and the will, they would try to take the usual countermeasures — dispersion
of crowds, prohibition of assemblies, and exile of agitators.” and “ Tocqueville's famous insistence on the
importance of free political associations, and on the ‘ power of meeting’ in forming and sustaining such
associations, takes on new meaning. Now, the necessary venues can be found not only in physical space but
also in cyberspace, and this opens up fresh, highly effective avenues for political organization and action.”

(inthe*E-Vox Populi” section, p.96).



Inthe section, “ Reinventing Public Space’ hesaysthat:

the twenty-first century will still need agoras— maybe more than ever. But these will not always be physical
places. They will operate at an extraordinary range of scales, form theintimately local to the global. And even
where they look familiar, they will no longer function in the same sorts of ways as the great public places of the
past. Under thesenew conditions, though, the simple, ancient principles of public spaceremain crucial. If
public lifeisnot to disintegrate, communities must still find ways to provide, pay for, and maintain places of
assembly and interactions for their members — whether these places are virtual, physical, or some new and
complex combination of thetwo. And if these places are to serve their purposes effectively, they must allow
both freedom of access and freedom of expression. (p. 97).

Heincludesaquotefrom the American philosopher and educational theorist John Dewey who
observed that:

“It seemed almost self-evident to Plato — as to Rousseau later — that a genuine state could hardly be larger
than the number of persons capable of personal acquaintance with one another. Our modern state-utility is due
to the consequences of technology employed so as to facilitate the rapid and easy circulation of opinions and
information, and so as to generate constant and intricate interactions far beyond the limits of face-to-face
communities...The elimination of distance, at the base of which are physical agencies, has called into being the
new form of political association. * (p. 133).

In The Communicative Ethics Controversy (1990) edited by SeylaBenhabib and Fred Dallmayr,
thearticle Kantian Skepticismtoward Transcendental Ethicsof Communication by Otfried Hoffe offersthe
following observation: “Today, and not only inthe sciences, the themes of language and communication are
experiencing aboom. Among thevaried reasonsfor thisfact there certainly belongsthe salf-evident manner
inwhich—at least ‘inprinciple’ — werecognize democracy asapolitical ingtitutional redlity.” (p. 217).
Andinthesamebook, Albrecht Wellmer in Practica Philosophy and the Theory of Society remarksthat
“...onemay speak of ageneralized domination-freediscourseif thebasicingtitutions of society aready
corresponded to the principle of consensus, i.e. if that practical rel ationship betweenindividua swas
produced and institutionally secured whichisthe presupposition of ageneralized unconstrained discourse.”
(p. 316).

Rather than paraphrasing, | will concludetheliteraturereview by including afew trandated (by
Christopher Betts) thoughts of the great French philosopher of democraticidea s, Jean-Jacques Rousseau
(1712-78), whose political philosophy influenced Thomas Jefferson aswell asthe other American
forefathersand formed the basis of the Declaration of I ndependence and the Constitution of the United
Statesof America, from The Socia Contract (1994):

Thefirst and most important maxim of alawful or popular government, that isto say a government which has as
its object the good of the people, istherefore to follow the general will in everything; but in order to be
followed, it must be known, and above all it must be clearly distinguished from the particular will, beginning
with that of theindividual self. (p. 9).

Public education, following rules prescribed by government, and controlled by officers established by the
sovereign, istherefore one of the fundamental principles of the popular or legitimate form of government. (p.23)

Each of us puts his person and all his power in common under the supreme directions of the general will; and
we as abody receive each member asan indivisible part of thewhole. (p. 55).
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If, when properly informed, the people were to come to its decisions without any communication between its
members, decisions without any communication between its members, the general will would always emerge
from the large number of small differences, and the decision would always be good. But when thereare
intrigues, and partial associations arise at the expense of the greater one, the will of each of these associations
becomes general in relation to its members and particular in relation to the state: it can then be said that the
number of votersis no longer the same as the number of men, but only the same as the number of associations.

(p. 66).

By the social pact we have given existence and life to the body politic; we must now, by legislation, giveit the
ability to will and move. For the act by which this body isoriginally formed and unified does nothing to
determinewhat it must do so asto preserveitself. (p.73).

Laws, properly speaking, are no more than a society’s conditions of association. The people, being subject to
the laws, must create them; it is the associates who have the right to determine the conditions of society. But
how are they to determine them? By sudden inspiration bringing common agreement? Has the body politic
some organ by which to articulate its wishes? Who will giveit the foresight it needs to produce acts of will and
publicizethem in advance, or how, intime of need, will it make them known? (p. 75).

L egislative power belongs to the people, and can belong to it alone. (p. 91).

What then is a government? It is an intermediate body set up between subjects and sovereign to ensure their
mutual correspondence, and is entrusted with the execution of laws and with the maintenance of liberty, both
social and political. (p. 92).

Let us suppose that the state is composed of ten thousand citizens. The sovereign can be thought of only
collectively, asasingle entity. Yet each particular person, in his capacity as subject, is considered as an
individual. Thus the relationship of sovereign to subject is as ten thousand to one. In other words, each
member of the state has only one ten-thousandth share of the sovereign authority, although he is entirely
subject to it. If the population consists of a hundred thousand men, the position of the subject stays unaltered,
each submitting equally to the whole authority of the laws, while the power of hisvote isreduced to one
hundred-thousandth, and his influence over the creation of law isten timesless. The subject remaining a
single unit, then, the relationship between the sovereign and himself grows wider in proportion to the number
of citizen. Whenceit followsthat the larger the state becomes, the more liberty decreases. (p.93).

The sovereign can entrust the responsibility of government to all the people or to the greater part of the people,
so that more citizenswill be members of the government than are simply individual citizens. The name given to
thisform of government isdemocracy. (p. 99).

By new forms of association let us, if we can, correct the faultsin the general form of association. (p. 175).
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CORE QUESTIONS

How hasdirect democracy been practicedin other countriesand ingtitutions and how effective hasit been?

How can the educationa system participatein theimplementation of adirect democracy utilizing Internet
and computer technology?

How can direct democracy beintroduced and taught in Social Studiesand Political Science courses?
How can acongtitutional amendment be proposed?

How cantherdiability of Internet voting be assessed?

How can the privacy and security of votersbe assured?

How can the public beinformed of issuesto bevoted on?

How canthevotersregister their votesviathe I nternet or computer?

How can the public be made aware of the safety and limitations of direct democracy?

How can the public be made aware of therolesand duties of citizensin ademocracy?

How can the public be made aware of the philosophy and history of democracy?



RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

Whilecontacting the public, legidators, politicians, professionals, focusgroupsaswell asteachersof
Social Studies, Palitica Science, History, Civicsand Government, the methods most used would be
questionnaireswith briefly descriptive cover | etters, surveys(and pilot surveys), andinterviewsall usng
mostly closed ended, and some open ended, questions. Pilot surveyscould beemployed utilizing university
studentswith some questionnaires being sent to politicians and someto arandom sel ection of respondents.

Most of theresearchinformation and questionnaire devel opment i ssueswoul d be derived fromthe
following sources:

Gal,M.D., Borg, W., & Gdll, J.P. (2003). Educationa Research: An Introduction. 7th Ed. Boston: Pearson
Education, Inc. and

Dillman, DonA. (1999). Mail and Internet Surveys: The Tailored Design Method. New York: John Wiley
& Sons, Inc.

Salant, P. & Dillman, D. (1994). How to Conduct Your Own Survey. New York: JohnWiley & Sons,
Inc.

Goodman, A. (2003) Data Collection and Analysis; Retrieved on Nov 20, 2003 from http://
www.deakin.edu.au/~agoodmar/sci101/index.php

Below isabrief overview of the concepts and methods of questionnaires, interviews, and surveys
asderived from the above sources:

Questionnair esare documentsthat ask the same questionsof al individualsinasample. Their
advantagesover interviewsarethat they are used mostly in quantitative research sincethey are standardized
andtheresultsarestatistical, their costsarelower costsfor sampling over alarge geographical areasthan
interviewsand thetime needed to collect dataislessthanwith interviews. Their disadvantagesarethat they
can not probeasdeeply into beliefs, attitudes, and inner experiencesasinterviewsanditisnot possibleto
modify or clarify question/itemsafter thequestionnaireisdistributed.

I nterviewsareoral questionsby theinterviewer and oral answersby therespondents. Their
advantage are: they are used mostly in qualitative research with open-ended questions, they aremore
adaptable, interviewerscanfollow up to obtain moreinformation or clarify misunderstood aress, the
interviewerscan build trust and rapport with respondents, they give research ahuman voice or human
“touch”, they can be used to obtain information not ableto be obtained by other means. Their
disadvantagesarethat it can bedifficult to standardize theinterview situation so that theinterviewer doesnot
influencethe respondent to respond in an expected way, they do not provide anonymity from theinterviewer
S0 to assurerespondent’ sanonymity, theinterviewer must report resultswithout revealing therespondent’s
identity.
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In order to construct the research questionnaire, one must define the research objectives, selecta
sample, design the questionnaireformat, pretest the questionnaire (pil ot surveys), precontact the sample,
writeacover letter and distribute the questionnaire and then follow-up on non-respondentsand, finally,
analyzethedata(Gall, Gall & Borg, 2003). Thedesignand construction of questionnairesisa
predominantly subjective processthat ismostly determined by the experience of the designer. Surveyscan
befrom oneto twenty pages or more. Adequate background information should beincluded inacover
letter so theintended respondent will beinterested in responding to the questionnaire. Animportantissuein
thevariety, number of, and sequencing of questionsso asto get theintended information yet not overwhelm
the respondent with aburdensome number of questions. Thetwo maintypesof questionsare open-ended
and closed-ended questions, both of which can beasked inaformal or aninformal tone, and canbeusedin
an appropriate mix in both quaitative and quantitativeresearch. A questionnaire should be kept asshort as
possiblebut alonger questionaire should be broken into sectionsand usualy numbered and the
guestionnaire should be asclear, detailed and unambiguous as possible.

Concerning the questionnairelayout, there should be agood use of whitespacewhichisthe space
between questionsand sectionswith no writing to enhance readability, the questionnaire needsto havea
preambl e that explainsthe purpose of the survey and thiscan be part of the cover |etter or at the head of the
guestionnaire, there should beinstructionsto the respondents at the beginning of each section, questions
should be numbered questionsand, if the questionnaireisdivided into sections, the section should be
indicated aspart of the question numbering system and there should be specific instructions associated with
each questionto aid in the correct completion of that questions To save everyone' stime, the respondents
should be ableto bypass questions (or whol e sections) that are not rel evant to them by using filter questions,
withinstructionssuch as*If you answered Y ESto Question 8 please go to Question 12)” and, finally,
respondentswho are unsure about answering aquestion should be ableto respond with “Don’t Know”,
“Undecided”, or “Not Applicable’, etc.

Thewording in aquestionnaire should be clear and unambiguous, questionsshould bewordedin
such away that the responseiswhat the respondent really thinks about the topic, questions should be made
assmpleaspossible, and be sure not to use doubl e negatives, grammatica errors, sang, colloquiaisms, or
spelling mistakes. One should be sureto be culturally sensitive while wording questionsand be sure not to
useadoubleyesand no question that could contain both yesand no answer. (“ Areyou amember of the

Party and did you votefor the party’s candidateinthelast election?” — Therearefour possible
answerstothisquestion (Yes/Yes, Yes/No, No/Yes, No/NO).

Closed for m (the question permitsonly prespecified responses such asin multiple choiceor True/
Fal se questions) itemswhich can be assessed numerically and moreobjectively. Thistypehasthe
advantagesover openformitemsin that they make quantification and analysiseasier and moredirect, their
guestions can be pil ot-tested more easily and they can be used to cal cul ate percentages of respondentswho
answered questionsinaparticular way. The disadvantagesarethat they can not expressindividual views,
can not express views non-conforming to the structure of the questionaire, and the respondent can not offer
cregtiveviewsor solutions.



Open form (respondents can make any response they wish such asin essay questions) items, which
requireamore subj ective assessment, have some advantages over closed form questionswhichinclude:
they can haveinteresting responsesto them, they can have morein depth responses, they can use optional
(canbeanswered or not) questions, and for qualitative research results, they can beanayzed by a
grounded-theory approach. Some of their disadvantages arethat they can betime consuming, their analysis
requiresdevel opment of acategory system, they aremore difficult and time-consuming to analyze and many
readersare needed to analyzetranscripts.

Thestructured form of questionnaires canincludeboxes: (e.g. check thebox, including multiple
choiceand True/Fal se questions) and scales such aslinear (e.g. from strongly agreeto strongly disagree
scales) and tabular (tablesor charts) scales.

In obtaining datafrom target groupsthe researcher should bear in mind that these are groupswith
shared interestsand who would tend to answer questionssimilarly. Key informant questionnairesand
interviewsare datafrom peoplewho have specia knowledge (e.g. experts) that would not otherwise be
availableto theresearcher. Thisgroup tendsto be more educated, informed, and articul ate about a
particular topicthat the genera publicis. Survey questionnairesand interviewsarethoseusedto
supplement datathat have been collected by other methods. Theseinclude confirmation survey interviews
which arestructured interviewsthat produce evidenceto confirm earlier findings, participant construct
interviewswhich are used to learn how informantsstructuretheir physica and social world, and projective
techniqueswhich useambiguous stimuli to licit subconscious perceptions. Focusgroup questionnairesand
interviewsare group interviews addressing questionsto agroup of individualswho have been assembled for
thispurpose or interviewing groupsthat have ashared god.

Below are some examples of multiple choiceclosed formitemsin Direct Democracy: the Politics of
Initiative, Referendum, and Recall (1999) by Thomas Cronin:

1. Toberedistic about it, our elected officias:

— know more about an issue and should betrusted to make theright decisions
— should be carefully watched in casethey misusetheir power and go against thewill of the people
— undecided

2. When making laws, government should pay attentionto:

— mostly to experts
— opinionsof ordinary people
— undecided

3. Ingovernment, should peoplewith moreintelligence and character have greater influencethan other
people

— Yes, they havemoreto offer

— No, becausedl thecitizens should decide on anissue
— undecided

(questionsfrom McClosky, 1978). Civil Liberties Survey. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.
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Thebelow corequestionsarein theform of open-ended questionsand can be answered with essay type
answers.

How hasdirect democracy been practiced in other countriesand ingtitutionsand how effective hasit been?

How can the educational system participatein theimplementation of adirect democracy utilizing Internet
and computer technology?

How can direct democracy beintroduced and taught in Social Studiesand Political Science courses?
How can aconstitutional anendment be proposed?

How cantherdiability of Internet voting be assessed?

How canthe privacy and security of votersbe assured?

How can the public beinformed of issuesto bevoted on?

How canthevotersregister their votesviathe Internet or computer?

How can the public be made aware of the safety and limitations of direct democracy?

How can the public be made aware of therolesand duties of citizensin ademocracy?

How can the public be made aware of the philosophy and history of democracy?

-- How can the concept of direct democracy beintroduced and the proceduresfor itsimplementation and
utilization betaught in Social Studiesand Political Science courses?

Of the methods research design (descriptive, causal-comparative, correlational, and experimental )
and methodsof inquiry (surveys, opinion polls, statistical data, questionnaires, sampling procedures, data
collection procedures, etc.), | think the best approach to answer this question would be adescriptivedesign
utilizing aquestionnaire sent to al of the Social Studiesand Political Scienceteachers (that theresearcher
canlocate) in public and private schoolsfrom the K-12 level sup through post-secondary and adult
education. The questionnaire could contain closed and open ended questionsin addition to ablank
suggestion space at the end of the questionnairewheretheinstructors can add any thoughtsthat they may
have on the subject.

-- How can aConstitutional amendment be proposed?

Congtitutional amendmentsare permanent additionsto the Constitution, 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 Constitutional Amendments
with themost recent being in 1992 whichinvolved no Congressional self salary increaseswhilethe
legidatorsareintheir terms. Thetwelfth Amendment concerning changing the method of electing the
president of the United States using the Electoral Collegewasadded in 1803 after thefirst ten Amendments,
theBill of Rights, wereaddedin 1791.

I think thisinquiry can be accomplished by doing athorough historical and literatureresearch of dl
of theprevious 27 amendmentsand how they were done. Additionally, aquestionnaire concerning
proceduresfor obtai ning an amendment could be sent out to focus groupsrelated to thetopic and eventually
apetition could becirculated.
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To maketheminto closed ended itemsthey each be converted into statementsthat can be responded to
with linear scale responses (strongly disagreeto strongly agree, or don’t know):

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

1 strongly disagree 2 3 4 dronglyagree 5 Don'tknow O

Theeducational system should participatein theimplementation of adirect democracy utilizing Internet and
computer technology.

1 strongly disagree 2 3 4 dsronglyagree 5 Don'tknow O

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

1 strongly disagree 2 3 4 dsronglyagree 5 Don'tknow O

A Condtitutional amendment be proposed created asystem of direct democracy inthe United States.

1 strongly disagree 2 3 4 dronglyagree 5 Don'tknow O

Thelnternet isareliablemethod of voting.

1 strongly disagree 2 3 4 dsronglyagree 5 Don'tknow O

Thevotershave complete privacy and security

1 strongly disagree 2 3 4 dronglyagree 5 Don'tknow O

The public can beinformed of issuesto bevoted on.

1 strongly disagree 2 3 4 dsronglyagree 5 Don'tknow O
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Thevoterscould easily register their votesviathe Internet or computer.

1 strongly disagree 2 3 4 dsronglyagree 5 Don'tknow O

The public should be made aware of the safety using the Internet for direct democracy.

1 strongly disagree 2 3 4 dronglyagree 5 Don'tknow 0O

The public should be made aware of thelimitationsof direct democracy.

1 strongly disagree 2 3 4 dronglyagree 5 Don'tknow O

The public should be made aware of therolesand duties of citizensin ademocracy.

1 strongly disagree 2 3 4 dsronglyagree 5 Don'tknow O

The public should be made aware of the philosophy and history of democracy.
1 strongly disagree 2 3 4 dsronglyagree 5 Don'tknow O

Someother possiblequestionsare:

Do you think the United Statesisademocracy now?
Doyouthink Direct Democracy or peoplevoting directly onlegidativeissuesisagood idea?
Do you think adequate technol ogy existstoday for direct democracy?

Do you think adequate education, information, and training can begivento citizensfor themto voteas
legidators?

Doyouthink interest for direct democracy would be maintained by the public?
Doyou think that eventually anew branch of Congress could beformed by thevoting citizens?
Doyou think the people' svoting branch of Congresscould be used first asan opinion collection device?

Doyouthink citizensand students should study for and take examinationsin order to receive certificationin
order to qualify asavoting member of alegidatureinadirect democracy?

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



DATA ANALY SIS

Concerning theresearch topic of direct democracy and itspresent use and the methods of its
implementation and ways of introducing and educating the public about the concept, the methods of
collecting datawould involveresearchinthe history of theseideasby reviewing past research, experiments,
and usesof direct democracy through asearch of literature, studies, and experiments doneon thetopic.
Also, another method would involvethe collecting of information frominterviews, surveys, and
questionnaires conducted with the genera public, focusgroups, and politiciansaswell associd studiesand
political scienceteachers.

Theinformation gathering instruments used would invol ve closed form and open form questionsand
theuse of quantitative (in determining numbers, statistics, percentages, etc.) and qualitative (suchasin
eliciting opinionsfrom the respondentsfor open form questions) formsof collecting and analyzing the data.
Thedatacould be collected and tabul ated vial nternet connections and the open-ended questions could be
analyzed by readers, the number depending upon the scale of each survey or questionnaire.

PROJECTED FINDINGS

Thefindingsfrom thisparticular study would be collected and analyzed mostly through responsesto
emailed questionnaires.

STRENGTHS:
Thereisaneed for exploration and researchinthistopic.
Therewould be publicinterest and support of thisidea.

Thisconcept would satisfy the definition and requirements of democracy.

WEAKNESSES:

Someof thisproject might involve going into unexplored territory so there could be some sense of
“feding around inthedark”

Thisideadependson and requiresthe ethical use of the system and asecurity system to assurethat.

A great dedl of researchinthisareawould betime consuming and labor intensive

IMPLICATIONSFOR PRACTICE AND RESEARCH

Thisquestionnairescan discover thelevel of interest of the public and the other groupsand
individualscontacted on thisissue.

The questionnairesto the teachers can determine how thiscan becomeanintegra part of the
education of every citizen. For schools, theinformation could be contained in thetextbooksand curricula
and standardized computer tutoria s could be devel oped for school, home, and institutiona use.
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CONCLUSION

Democracy wasdiscussed by Socratesand written about by Platoin Republic, Aristotlein Politics,
Machiavelli in The Prince, Lockein Essay Concerning Human Understanding and Two Treatises of
Government, Montesguieu in The Spirit of Laws, Hobbesin Leviathan, Rousseau in The Socia Contract,
and Thomas Jeffersonin hiswritings. Democracy wasfirst usedin Athens, Greece before 500 B.C., where
each citizenvoted directly ondl legidativeissues, thereby being atrue democracy. It was considered
impractical to haveadirect democracy before now, primarily becausethere was no technology to supply it.
Now, with computer and Internet technology, thereis.

Computer and Internet technol ogy can supply theforum for the voting of citizensto occur and
schoolsand community and governmental organizations can supply theknowledge, information, and training
for theimplementation and continuing use of adirect democracy inthe United Statesof America
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