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Abstract 

 Displacement theory attempts to explain how an 

individual comes to terms between "disagreement with a 

liked candidate and agreement with a disliked candidate." 

According to Granberg people "distort the candidate's 

position in the direction of their own attitude. 'When voters 

dealt with specific policies for the future, they node little 

connection between their vote for Ronald Reagan and their 

issue preferences. Such apparently dysfunctional reasoning 

could be avoided by the direct democratic model, because 

the representational vote and the issue votes are divided, 

enabling a voter to favor a candidate's character and 

personality as well as voting for or against Bills, as the 

individual sees fit. The nature of the representational 

system leads to this type of dysfunctional reasoning because 

the voter is forced to prioritize candidate and policy when 

casting a single vote. Judging character and personality is 

more intuitive and happens without effort. The individual 

can judge and re-judge according to manner of speaking, 

tone, intonation and body language. These are all valuable 

assessments and key elements to leadership; but, as a result 

of television and the lack of personal responsibility for 

policy decisions, this kind of judgment can predominate. A 

direct democratic system can balance these two 

assessments. 

I. INTRODUCTION  

Displacement theory which "places more 

emphasis on internal motivational dynamics" than 

Cue theory, "is more of an information- processing 

model." as explained by Donald Granberg. It has also 

received empirical support, according to Granberg 

citing studies by Conover, 1981; Conover and 

Feldman, 1982; and Feldman and Conover, 

1983.Displacement theory attempts to explain how an 

individual comes to terms between "disagreement 

with a liked candidate and agreement with a disliked 

candidate." According to Granberg people "distort the 

candidate's position in the direction of their own 

attitude."' 'When voters dealt with specific policies 

for the future, they node little connection between 

their vote for Ronald Reagan and their issue 

preferences. Such apparently dysfunctional reasoning 

could be avoided by the direct democratic model, 

because the representational vote and the issue votes 

are divided, enabling a voter to favor a candidate's 

character and personality as well as voting for or 

against Bills, as the individual sees fit. The nature of 

the representational system leads to this type of 

dysfunctional reasoning because the voter is forced to 

prioritize candidate and policy when casting a single 

vote. Judging character and personality is more 

intuitive and happens without effort. The individual 

can judge and re-judge according to manner of 

speaking, tone, intonation and body language. These 

are all valuable assessments and key elements to 

leadership; but, as a result of television and the lack 

of personal responsibility for policy decisions, this 

kind of judgment can predominate. A direct 
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democratic system can balance these two 

assessments. 

Ideological Innocence 

Does changing the form of democracy, change the 

way an individual interacts with the political system 

in their opinion formation and behavior? The 

characterization of the majority of individuals as 

"ideologically innocent" in the research seems to 

indicate that an "overarching" deductive rigor from an 

ideological (abstract) perspective is not active in the 

public's political attitudes, values and beliefs'. Kinder 

agrees with Lane "to insist that we should not 

conclude from the public', apparent failure to 

organize its policy preferences in abstract teems that 

the public therefore has no capacity to organize its 

political ideas". Kinder agrees with Lane in asserting 

that ideological innocence is maintained because, 

opinions are "morselized" or made in isolation. This 

morselization makes contradictions with other 

opinions possible' 19. If is plainly asserted here that 

decisions made with the burden of responsibility 

placed on the shoulder of the voter, are more likely to 

be remembered and taken into account when 

subsequent decisions are called for the arc opinions 

that have no impactful meaning on the society. 

Socialization, Value-Formation and Circumstance  

 Another distinct concern that could arise about the 

model is the concern for what has been deemed 

"pocket-book" voting. As laid out by Ronald Ingle 

hart in 1981 -- the fear is that people's values change 

according to their economic circumstances. 

According to Ingle an, there is little evidence to the 

fact. David Sears, Richard Lau, Tom Tyler and Harris 

Allen Jr., have explained the lack of any such 

phenomena as being the result of something they've 

termed "symbolic politics." According to Sears, 

Monster and Spear (1979) "symbolic politics" is a 

"line of thinking [where] people acquire stable 

affective preferences through conditioning in their 

pre-adult years, with little calculation of the future 

costs and benefits of these attitudes.”This is similar to 

Ingle hart’s "socialization hypothesis" which implies 

that value stability is maintained because; values and 

attitudes are mostly set in pre-adult years. These 

values one susceptible to priority changes, due to 

economic scarcity, but these alterations never 

completely overshadow the values established in pre 

adult years. This would tend to indicate that radical 

shifts in priorities and approaches to economic 

problems are kept "in check." "Political attitudes" 

according to Sears, Lau, Tyler and Allen, "are formed 

mainly in congruence with long-standing values 

about society and the polity, rather than short-term 

instrumentalities for satisfaction of one's current 

private needs. And according to Donald Kinder: "The 

economic predicaments of private life have only 

weak and intermittent effects on which policies 

citizen endorse. The evidence seems to imply that 

people are not self-interested actors and, therefore, a 

direct vote cast in the model cannot be assumed to be 

a solely self-interested vote. The evidence seems to 

imply that decisions can be made in the context of the 

value questions of the debate being discussed and 

how that interacts with the individual's personal value 

structures (be they active or more likely latt.mt). 

Quoting Converse, Feldman acknowledges that 

"ideological belief systems cannot be explained on 

purely logical grounds...often such constraint is 

quasi-logically argued on the basis of an appeal to 

some super ordinate value or paeans toward man and 

society, involving premises about the nature of social 

justice, social change, 'natural law' and the like".  

What is the make-up of these super-ordinate 

values? To use Rousseau's conception, the make-up 

of super-ordinate values can be distilled down to two: 

"one of them interests us deeply in our own 

preservation and welfare", here denoted as freedom, 

"the other inspires us with a natural aversion to seeing 

any other being, but especially any being like 
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ourselves, suffer or perish", been denoted as equality. 

These two predispositions are the ground of justice, 

as outlin4n Section 1. The societal over-emphasis on 

either particular value (or ideal), such as economic 

freedom over the ideal, or value, of its corollary 

democratic equality can cause one ideal to succumb 

to the powerful manifestation of the other, disrupting 

the delicate balance of justice. The purpose of the 

model is to balance the currently over-valued 

emphasis on economic freedom with an equally 

valued emphasis on political equality. The idea is that 

a direct democratic model contains the best balance 

of the tension between freedom and equality. This 

tension, it is posited, will exist in its purest or 

idealized form, thus creating the purest and best 

possible balance between the two. This ideal balance, 

it is asserted, is what defines the best possible 

political system because it balances the individual 

with the collectivity. 

Political belief systems", Kinder cites Lane, 

includes policy preferences also incorporate 'the 

fundamental sure, but they also incorporate power, 

the proper distribution of goods in society (equality), 

uses and abuses of authority"...”127. Given, therefore 

that the public doesn't exercise an ability to create 

ideological consi6tency, the research seems to 

indicate that if given the right (or better put, the 

responsibility) to exercise and create "coordination", 

the building blocks are there and operating. 

Currently, values are "compartmentalized “In when 

applied to political experience and therefore are 

contradictory and fickle taking the ideal that seems 

closest at hand given the particular question. The 

model is intended to create a purpose and 

responsibility for crystallizing consistent political 

opinion within each member of the citizenry, by 

giving them the behavioral outlet of direct, 

participatory decision-making. This is not to say that 

there will be no indecision, nor fickleness; but that 

personal integrity, or conscience, will create a 

balance within the individual between the two 

predispositions of Rousseau, basically egoism and 

altruism; freedom and equality.  

Balancing Confirming Values in a Direct Democracy 

flee purpose of this Part is to apply what is known 

about public opinion and apparent behavior 

dysfunction and theoretically test the dysfunction 

against the model outlined above, in order to assess if 

it is a result of the representational system or can it be 

attributed to a flaw in site nature of many in our 

society. 
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