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3@ Chamber in the Parliament: Popular Sedor
Issue
It is known that nowadays the perspedives on democracy are basicdly divided into
two main labels: democracy as dired democracy and democracy as representative
democracy. Obviously thefirst oneisnot at al apradica ideatoday and hardly can
any rational mind op for a pure dired democracy as pragmatic solution nomatter
what its merits are. Nevertheless ore of the very important isues that the ideaof
direa democracy promotes and that istrying to be implemented as good as passble in
the existent representative democracy is legitimacy. Legitimacy is one of the esential
concepts of any democracy and certainly the more legitimacy is asociated with a
certain democracy, the more desirable that democracy itself. The question that arises
ishow can weincrease legitimacy without deteriorating too much the existing
representative systems of democratic courtries, given that unsuccessful tries have
been lotsin the diredion d approaching ided direct democracies.

Proposal

The answer to the dilemma a&oweis drikingly easy. We do nd have to look too far
away from the core, the initiator and padically the controller of legitimacy isaues,
which isthe legidative structure, i.e. the Parliament in most of the democrades.
What if, in addition to the eisting two eleded chambers (or one dhamber) of the
Parliament, a new chamber would be added and each of the dhambers would have
equal rightsin deading over implementing alaw or not, whether approving
government issues or not and so or? What if thislast chamber would be called “ The
Popuar Sedor” and its members, approximate in the same number as the other
chamber(s), would be ordinary citizens cdled in periodicdly, by rotation, somewhat
similar to the jury system in US, for example? This popuar parliament would have a
cetain mandate of afixed term of 1months and in this period its members would have
the same rights as any of the other elected MP's. We will further argue that this
system isnat at al far-fetched andit could be implemented as a solution to the
legitimacy issue in the representative democracy.

I mplementation

As briefly stated above, the Popuar Sedor of the Parliament would be the 3
chamber of the Parliament (or the secondin several cases) and it would have exadly
the same legidative rights as the eisting Senate and Deputy Chambers or whatever
the names of the other chambers in the Parliament would be. The cmmposition d this
Popuar Sedor would be ault ordinary citizens withou a aiminal record and withou
doulds regarding their mental faculti es chasen from among al the dtizensthat do nd
fall inthe cdegories above mentioned as excluded. It isimportant to state dealy that
the Popuar Sedor would be composed o citi zens aged at least 18, nomatter of their
radal, religion, sexual or other charaderistic determination. All the dtizens are
compell ed to their duty asin the cae of a aimina jury, i.e. they will be seleded
randamly. The individuals denominated can refuse one designation at a certain time
(given that they have other obligations), bu they are obliged to carry out the second




one or they will be punished with either a huge fine or with spending a certain period
in jail. The mandate of the Popuar Sedor would be one month, period in which they
have dl the rights of the other members of the parliament, including the juridicd
immunity and the parliamentary wage. Thus, from arationa point of view, nocitizen
shoud repeaedly oppcse his ®ledionin the Popuar Sedor given the fad that this
“job” ispaid, he does not have to pay anything and after the temporary mandate he
can continue his usual life. During the mandate the members of the Popuar Sedor
participate in al the sesgons of the Parliament, decide uponlaws and might also
propase laws to be discussed by the other chambers. The Popuar Sedor would have
two supervisors, from the other chambers of the Parliament. The President of the
Popuar Sedor would be amember eleded by and from the other members of the
Popuar Sedor.

Apparent dilemma within the implementation of the Popular Sector

Everything isnice and beautiful, critics would say, except that the members of the
Popuar Sedor can be completely ignorant regarding paliti cs and their intelli gence
level could also be significantly low (system of randam seledion generates arbitrary
results). Therefore goparently by trying to solve the legitimacy isuue we get into huge
problems of efficiency and professonalism.

Solution to the dilemma regar ding the implementation of the Popular Sector

A solution exists also for this apparently tragic end of the idea The people dhosen as
future members of the Popuar Sedor would know about their nomination ore month
ealier. Thus, in one month they will have to prepare to become paliti cians. Lectures
of spedalistswould be held a certain amount of hours per week and the future MP’s
would also be compell ed to attend some sesgons of the eisting Parliament (al the
chambers). They would have dl the interest to perform these duties, given that in this
period they have acertain wage and it will take only 2 months (this month of
preparation the dfedive mandate period) that they will have to perform this“civic
duty”. Stubbannessand inutil e resistanceto prepare for the temporary mandate in the
Popuar Sedor would be purished with a huge fine or a certain periodin jail .

Final word

The solution d the Popuar Sedor could be implemented with reasonable costs from
the budget of the state (covering the wages of the MP’ s in the Popuar Sedor and the
costs of organizing the preparation and the process of randamly seleding and
nominating citizens) and it would be areasonable answer to the trouble of legitimacy
in nowvadays representative democrades.

The experience will show that people only have to be offered the dhance and they will
love the oppatunity of becoming official padliti cians with full rights withou any
material costs. Two months of intense pdliti cs once d atime would certainly not harm
anybody and the legitimacy of a certain representative democratic regime would
increase wnsiderably.



