ABSTRACT

This dissertation provides a theoretical defense of direct democracy.  In the United States, the laws are created primarily through a system of “representative” democracy.  Representatives, chosen in periodic elections, formulate and sponsor legislation.  However, since the beginnings of the American republic there has been some interest in and debate over “direct” democracy.  Most recently, there has been a movement toward more direct democracy in the form of citizen-sponsored “initiatives.“  At present, twenty-six states allow ordinary citizens to propose and sponsor bills that are then voted upon in special or general elections.  This form of direct democracy has been heavily criticized.  This dissertation does not offer a defense of initiatives because, after some investigation, the author concludes that initiatives fare no better or worse than representative lawmaking.  Instead, the author supports citizen participation in direct lawmaking, but in a slightly different form.  Thus, the author proposes that citizens serve on (what the author has termed) Legislative Juries©. This process of citizen lawmaking would involve public deliberation and respond to some of the major concerns that have plagued direct democracy since its conception in ancient Greece.
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