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Abstract  

The model is proposing to broadly manifest 

ideologically consistent thinking which currently seems 

missing in a large segment of the public on the surface 

"crystallized" ideology in the entire population may seem 

dangerously divisive and potentially explosive; but when 

ideological inclination (i.e. the balance of freedom and 

equality) is applied to concrete political situations in the 

making of actual decisions, the balance can be each time 

re-assessed, or for that matter, each time re-estate, given 

the leadership and circumstances of the given situation. 

The point here is that because of this re-casting of the 

ideological balance, with each judgment, any criticism of 

the model that would presume polarization falls into an 

"ecological fallacy". This fallacy suggests that there is 

great evidence that the vote from an aggregate perspective 

is remarkably stable; but the evidence is that approximately 

one in four change their vote. The perceived evidence for 

vote stability is only "circumstantial" (Brown, in 

conversation) because the individual volatility mostly 

cancels itself out giving the impression of stability. Any 

attempts at drawing conclusions about polarization then, 

too, misrepresents the complex nature of circumstance and 

the delicate nature of the personal balance between the two 

values of freedom and equality. 

I. INTRODUCTION  

The philosophical discussion of this paper is 

based on an ideal notion of equality, manifest in the 

formation of an ideally equal political structure, direct 

democracy. This discussion is a reaction to the 

popular momentum of current "ideal-type" economic 

structures, seen in laissez-faire economics and 

politicized as freedom, with a long-term idealized 

conception of ever-increasing relative material well-

being through ever-lasting development. The result of 

this momentum was to create new economic realities 

facing every state that have in turn, given rise to 

public disaffection in the liberal political process. 

Neo-conservatives’ (i.e. arguments of ideal economic 

freedom) and massive debt  

The evidence for ideological "innocence" will be 

discussed later in the paper. The "crisis of the welfare 

state" attests to the constraints that ideology is placed 

under by circumstance.  David 0. Scars, Richard Lau, 

Torn R. Tyler & flarris M. Allen Jr., "Self Interest 

Versus Symbolic Polities in Policy Attitudes and 

Presidential Voting," American Political Science 

Review, 74 (1980), criticize the macro-level 

demographic assumptions inferring self-interest 

"because they inextricably confound it with 

socialization and therefore the origins of symbolic 

predispositions." The emphasis on political equality 

over political freedom, such as freedom of assembly 

and freedom of speech is because in the liberal 

tradition those battles were mostly won with the likes 

of J.S. Mill and others in the nineteenth have 

governments in retreat as they now seem forced to 

forever follow -- helplessly if not willingly -- 

unbridled international economic forces. Even the 

traditional warrior for economic equality, Socialism, 

is dead. The social welfare state has been killed by 
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debt and unionism has been crushed by the 

international economic and financial markets. 

Communitarian sentiments live on in the heart of our 

society, but the traditional battle of socialist versus 

capitalist has been destroyed by circumstance. This 

battle was won by those espousing economic freedom 

over those espousing economic equality because the 

yoke of big, welfare government seemed more to 

enslave than liberate -- destroying potential instead of 

creating it. Political progress must go hand-in-hand 

with economic progress -- the hyper-liberal quest for 

"ideal" economic freedom and efficiency -- if the 

world is to take the economic strides currently being 

undertaken by the western political leaders who are 

surrendering political control of the economic agenda 

to ideal values of economic freedom, efficiency and 

growth. In order to balance this economic ideal or 

goal, the re-introduction of the political ideal or goat, 

being political equality which is inherent in 

democracy, is essential to ensure that the economic or 

material self meets the value self. The tension 

between freedom and equality is mostly a tension of 

political economy; that is, the political balancing of 

economic freedom with economic equality133. From 

a perspective of political structuralization or process 

alone, however, direct democracy realizes both 

political equality and political freedom in their ideal 

forms, without. Attempting to judge the ever-more 

contentious economic debate. Once the political 

ideals are generated and balanced in a direct 

democratic system, the economic debate, too, will 

balance because of the newly balanced arena in which 

political economy is dealt with. The proposal in the 

model is that, the balance of the political tension 

between equality and freedom will not only be 

realized and idealized in the external manifestation of 

the actual structures of the direct democratic model, 

nor solely in the collective decision of the public, but 

will also result in the balancing of these two ideals 

within each member of the participating society. The 

result would be to enliven in the populace, other 

ethical and social valuations besides those of the 

materialist, economic self-interested model which 

generate an over-emphasis on economic  

 The literature such as in Feldman (1988) deals 

with over-arching conceptions of freedom and 

equality. that also include economic organization. 

Freedom and compartmentalizes this conception, to 

the newest of political equality beyond political 

rights. To create potential is the goal of the direct 

democratic model as it strives to meet the potential of 

society as a collective whole as well as the potential 

of each individual.  

By surrendering political control of the economic 

agenda, as international lesser.- faire economics does, 

the members of the society lose more control of their 

lives, further aggravating any sense of political 

alienation. The liberal democracies are being 

superseded by a transnational economic aristocracy. 

The problem lies in that democracy believes in the 

inherent equality of all people; economic structures, 

On the other hand, believe in the freedom to be 

unequal and that can mean enslavement, unless it is 

tempered by political freedom, and the belief in 

equality. Only the members of the society can 

legitimately decide how much inequality should be 

permitted, that is, how much economic freedom is 

allowed before it impinges on the sense of equality? 

In the notion of "equality of opportunity" it is the 

citizens who must decide how much equality is 

permitted and how much opportunity. This is the full 

maturation of the democratic process. 

II. DEMOCRACY AS MARKET  

 A direct democratic model sets up a political 

marketplace. In product formation the agenda-setting 

aspect of the model frees political entrepreneurs to 

form policy initiatives to put before the people. In the 

selection of agenda items and the passing of Bills, the 

voter is acting as the consumer, deciding the success 
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or failure of ideas. En the selection of representatives, 

the voter is acting as a shareholder, deciding who will 

be in charge of administering and guiding the 

corporation of state. A basic premise of laissez-faire 

economics is to let the consumer direct the market. 

By creating a political system that acts more like a 

market than the current representational system, 

business will be better able to predict, anticipate and 

therefore, plan for any changes in economic 

circumstances due to political action. 
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