What Are Democratic Pyramid Elections?

Few people realize that all elections are “pyramid elections.” As students, we were not taught the highly significant fact that every election is conducted within the context of the hierarchical structure common to every ordered complex society. This structure is known as the pyramid of power. The terms: monarchy, aristocracy, and democracy merely denote the relationship between those who exercise executive, managerial power within the pyramid, and those who comprise the base of the pyramid, the common people, otherwise known as the demos. The term “democracy,” because it means, “rule by the demos,” also means that in a democracy, it is the demos who, through their representatives, exercise executive power and managerial control of the pyramid of power. If they do not, then the term “democracy” has no meaning, which is, indeed, the case today.

“Democratic Democracy”

 That we now commonly encounter terms like “grass roots democracy” and “participatory democracy” points to the fact that what is called “democracy” is not democracy at all. This becomes clear once we realize that because the demos are the grass roots, then grass roots democracy simply means democracy of the demos. If we find it necessary to use a term like “grass roots” to specify a different kind of democracy from the one we have, then our “democracy” must be rule by someone other than the demos. Similarly, in the case of “participatory democracy,” since democracy is rule by the demos, is it possible that the demos could rule and not “participate”?  Thus, in the United States we find ourselves having to invent terms that actually mean “democratic democracy.” This has become necessary because what is referred to in America as democracy is not democracy at all.

Party Rule, Not Democratic Rule

In the United States, what we find is that the two major political parties exercise a monopoly over political power.  http://www.realcampaignreform.org/what_you_should_know.htm
These two parties control all important government offices throughout the entire nation. Both of these parties are dominated by financially powerful special interests, including multinational corporations and wealthy individuals. Government occupies the topmost levels of the pyramid of power and government is under the effective, if not absolute, control of the top perhaps five percent of the population with respect to wealth and income. Anyone who doubts this fact need only examine government policy which determines how income and wealth are distributed within the United States. 

http://members.aol.com/trajcom/private/therich.htm
This includes not only taxation policy, but also more importantly, policy such as that which determines what constitutes fair compensation between employees at the base of the pyramid structure of large corporations and executives at the upper levels of management. 

Those who do not wish to participate in political parties controlled by anti-democratic wealthy special interest groups are told to join “third parties.”  The history of third parties is clear in the United States. Once a third party becomes powerful enough to be a factor in elections, it weakens the major party that is ideologically closest to it. The weakened major party then incorporates enough of the ideas of the third party into its own agenda to siphon votes away from the third party. The third party then withers away and dies. This process does not threaten the financially powerful special interests that control the main parties. Once the third party dies, if the third party ideas that were incorporated into the main party are unwelcome by the financial interests that control the agenda of the main party, the “reform ideas” are gradually discarded.  “Pyramid elections” of this type are controlled by the topmost levels of the pyramid of power, not by the demos.

We must therefore conclude, that what makes an election a democratic election is whether the demos do or do not exercise executive power, in other words “managerial control,” over the election process, the process used to construct a government. The fact that this would seem to be a radical statement to many people is a measure of the disparity between the reality of American politics and the reality of  what constitutes a democracy. In this disparity we find the root causes of cynicism about politics, alienation that the people feel from government, and voter apathy. What we can now conclude is that if the current malaise Americans feel regarding politics and government has its roots in the dis-empowerment of the demos in non-democratic elections within the pyramid of power, the cure must reside in a method of empowering the demos within that same pyramid of power. How could that be done?

In order to answer that question, we should begin by asking a more fundamental question, namely: What are elections?  Surely elections are more than mere voting, just as they are more than mere campaigning. Here the dictionary, in this case the American Heritage version, is of little assistance:

e·lec·tion (¹-lµk“sh…n) n. 

1. The act or power of electing. b. The fact of being elected. 

2.  The right or ability to make a choice.

The problem with this definition is that it does not distinguish between anti-democratic single-party-rule elections and democratic elections, the latter being the only elections that are real elections at all.

In reality, an election is a complex event composed of at least six parts:

· Determining the issues: Someone decides what political issues will receive public attention, and just as important, those that will not..

· Nominating candidates: Someone decides who will be given enough resources to run a competitive campaign.

· Political campaigning

· Casting votes

· Counting votes

· Announcing a winner

What we can see immediately is that with respect to American political realities and the six components of an election listed above, not only is much of what actually transpires invisible to the public, none of it is under the control of the demos. There are no constitutional guarantees nor are there legally enforceable procedures for determining what issues are most important to the demos and insuring that candidates trusted by the demos campaign for those issues. Political parties determine what the issues of the campaign are and political parties put forward candidates that the parties trust. None of these decisions are made directly by the demos. Not only are there no constitutional guarantees that political parties are controlled by the demos, the many election reforms now being advocated are proof that the current election system is not democratic.  What is the purpose of campaign finance reform (CFR), instant runoff voting (IRV), multiple member districts (MMD), free access to media, and term limits except to try to make the current election system democratic.  It should be pointed out that an election system cannot be made “more democratic” if the demos does not control the election system. If the demos do not control the election system, that government is not, a democracy, pure and simple. A demos controlled election system could be made more efficient, but not more democratic.

We should recall from the essay entitled The Pyramid of Power in the United States that executive governing-functions are reserved almost exclusively for that part of the pyramid of power that we refer to as government. This dis-empowerment of the demos is made possible by the disjuncture between the base of the pyramid and the upper pyramid levels comprising government.  This separation results in an extremely unequal distribution of power between “the government” and the demos, leaving the demos with virtually no decision making power.  The idea that because we live in a democracy “we the people” are the government flies in the face of structural political realities.

Now, of the six components of an election listed above, obviously the first three are the most important: being able to determine what the issues are and being able to nominate candidates for office who can be trusted to represent one’s interests.  Clearly, if the demos are not empowered to determine their own issues, and to nominate candidates to represent their interests, the nominating process is not democratic, and consequently, neither is the rest of the election. That means that if the answer to the question “Who nominates candidates running for office?” has any answer other than “the demos,” the election cannot be said to be “democratic.” Under the election system of the United States, who nominates candidates for office? The answer is “political parties.”  So, unless someone wishes to argue that political parties and the demos are synonymous then the nomination process must be said to be undemocratic at best, perhaps even anti-democratic. Some would object that political parties do represent the demos because if the do not, their candidates do not get elected. Such reasoning is circular. It is clear that single party governments are not democracies despite the fact that regular elections are held and those elected receive outrageously high majorities. The important question is not whether parties put forward candidates who get elected, but whether, if empowered to choose their candidates from among themselves, would the demos have selected the same candidates as those put forward by political parties?  

The fact the there is no way of answering that question within the context of the American political system is proof that there is no necessary connection between the will of the demos and that of political parties. Recognition of this problem has resulted in calls for ballots to contain the option that they could be marked “none of the above.” Calls for reforms of this sort reflect the conditioned mindset of the American citizenry. It is incapable of thinking other than as a passive consumer. Americans do not realize that the essence of democracy is for the demos to initiate their own choices! If an election system were in place that allowed the demos to nominate candidates for office who were not necessarily affiliated with any political party, and who also had prospects of winning equal to the popularity of their ideas among the demos, America would be a representative democracy. What would such a system look like?

Undemocratic Pyramid Elections

From the above discussion, one can state the following:

· Elections in the United States occur in the context of the pyramid of power.

· Government is controlled by a small percentage of the population through financial influence of political parties and candidates for office.

· Through this financial control, wealthy special interests are able to determine the political agenda and select which candidates will receive sufficient financial support to be viable contenders.

· This state of affairs represents a disjuncture between the decision-making portion of the pyramid of power, now under effective control of wealthy financial interests, and the rest of the population, also known as the demos.

· Real democracy is not possible until the top of the pyramid of power and its base are united and executive powers now monopolized by the top layers of the pyramid are exercised by the 95% of the citizens composing the demos at the base of the pyramid.

· None of the proposed reforms of the present political-election system address the fundamental problem of the disjuncture of the upper levels of the pyramid of power from the base and the absolute necessity for redistributing political power into the base of the pyramid.

Direct And Indirect Elections

Direct elections occur when a voter votes directly either for a candidate or for a political issue to be decided by voters, such as during a referendum. Indirect elections occur when the representatives of voters vote on the behalf of their constituents. People generally believe that because they are casting votes in direct elections that they are participating in a democratic process. The previous arguments demonstrate that this belief is false. In fact, the most important elections in the American political system are not direct elections at all. Some are indirect elections; others are really selections rather than elections.  Here are a few examples of enormously important decisions that determine how “we the people” will be governed, but from which we are completely excluded:

· Candidates that the demos will be allowed to choose from are selected by wealthy financial backers and/or by political parties.

· Political issues that the media will tell the demos are “the issues” of the campaign, as well as those issues that may be extremely important to the lives of average citizens, but will be excluded from discussion in the campaign, are selected by wealthy financial backers and/or by political parties. So called “third parties” may attempt to raise some these issues; however, the media will under report them, the third parties may bundle them with other unacceptable issues, and voters may not vote for the third parties because election laws have been designed to favor the two major parties. Of course, none of this affects the fact that, the benevolence of third parties notwithstanding, these are not decisions that “we the people,” the demos, are empowered to make ourselves.

· Elected representatives, not the demos, determine who occupies the most powerful positions within Congress. These include members of key Congressional committees and the chairmen of those committees. All of these offices are filled by elections that are, from the vantage point of the demos, “indirect elections” because the demos do not vote directly in those elections. The reason for pointing this out is that when most American citizens think of “an election,” they do not realize that the indirect elections, in which they do not participate, are far more important than the direct elections, in which they are allowed to participate.

What Would Be The Characteristics OF Democratic Pyramid Elections?

If we the people were empowered to control the executive, decision-making functions of government, elections would have a quite different form. To begin with, they would not be held as events in which the demos function as a mass market of consumers of political products. They would be interactive events in which we the people actually talked to each other and decided for ourselves what the most important issues were and then selected from among ourselves, candidates to represent us. Political parties would have to organize at the grass roots level and depend on grass roots support, rather than media access, in order to survive politically. How could this be accomplished in elections encompassing hundreds of thousands, perhaps hundreds of millions of voters? The answer is surprisingly simple, and there are many ways that it could be successfully implemented. 

To solve this problem, we have to return to the concept of the pyramid of power. To make pyramid elections democratic, we merely have to structure them in layers, much as they are today. However, in order for an election to be democratic, the most important decisions must be made by the demos, comprising the 95% or so of the population at the base of the pyramid, and carried upwards to the top of the pyramid of power. In what follows, many issues are omitted for the sake of brevity. Objections that can be raised will be seen to be of a technical nature that could be easily solved, usually by several ways that would not violate the democratic structure of the pyramid election process. The overall concept is sound, and that is what is most important. A democratic pyramid election would provide a far more democratic government than the present system could provide, even if the reforms currently advocated were enacted. The most telling comparison is that if a democratic pyramid election system were in place, it is inconceivable that we the people would allow it to be replaced by anything resembling the present system, or even a reformed version of it.  The relevant principals are as follows:

· Level One of the pyramid election would consist of candidates going door to door to solicit votes from voters within a certain political boundary, such as a precinct. The candidates would have to live within that precinct or in an adjacent one. Any candidate who collected a minimum of 50 votes would qualify as a candidate to Level Two of the pyramid election.

· Level Two would consist of candidates from Level One who had at least 50 votes.  Candidates at Level Two would meet in what we could call a “Level Two convention.” There they would determine who would represent them at the “Level Three convention” and what political issues the Level Three candidate would carry upward from Level Two convention. Any Level Two candidate with 50 votes from Level One would be able to cast 50 votes for any vote taken at the Level Two convention. However, if the candidate were able to get, for example, 250 votes going door to door during the Level One phase, that candidate would be empowered to cast 250 votes on each vote taken at the Level Two convention. The candidate with 50 votes would be said to have the “power of voice” for those 50 voters and the candidate with 250 votes would have the “power of voice’ of 250 votes from 250 voters. 

· To qualify as a candidate at the Level Three convention, a candidate would have to have the power of voice of at least 50 X 50 voters, in other words, 2,500 voters. To qualify as a candidate at the Level Four convention, a candidate would need 50 X 2,500 votes, that is 125,000 votes.  To reach Level Five by this method, a candidate would need 6,250,000 votes.

· With a little thought, one can see that a democratic pyramid election could be scaled to accommodate an electorate of any size in only a few pyramid levels. Contrary to the present system, power would flow upward from the base of the pyramid to its summit. Every elected official would have been selected by representatives of representatives all the way down to “we the people” at the base of the pyramid. Candidates whom the people did not know and trust would not even make it to the second level. One can only speculate as to how many politicians now occupying high office under the present undemocratic pyramid of power system would, under a democratic pyramid election system, find themselves unemployed. 

Advantages Of A Democratic Pyramid Election System

A democratic pyramid election system would make it easy to insure proportional representation. Under the current system, if an official is elected by 51% of the vote, the other 49% have no one to represent them. Proportional representation means that various elements within the population are represented in government roughly in proportion with the percentage of the population that they represent. Every democracy should strive for a workable form of proportional representation as an ideal.

The corruption of money can never be completely removed from politics without removing human beings from politics. However, it should be clear that some forms of government are likely to be more susceptible to corruption by money and others less so. Democratic pyramid elections are less corruptible than the present system because they give the common people the option of insisting that those for whom they vote actually demonstrate knowledge and concern for those issues in their lives that affect them most. Consequently, by progressing from one level of the pyramid to the next, a candidate would have to demonstrate the ability to distill the most important themes in the election emanating from the grass roots level at the bottom layer of the pyramid. No other proposed election reforms can make that claim. Because candidates for office would not have to reach large masses of voters through mass media, they would not have to solicit support from wealthy elites in order to run for office. All of these are considerations that argue that democratic pyramid elections would be more difficult to corrupt through the power of money.

