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0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


‘Populism’, as an appellation, covers (and covers up) a number of sins from being basically anti-democratic to fascistic and dictatorial, from exercising a nationalistic program to running a racist project that excludes people considered as ‘other’, from running a corrupt and incompetent patramonialist style of governance to covertly working on for the behalf of elites who have financed their political campaigning to oversee the fostering of their own exclusive objectives, and so on. Voting for a popular leader is one thing, but, to vote in or countenance a populist is to invite a form of government that will resemble an ‘unhealthy’ mix of the above. (0)


In this brief working paper, with a number of talking points, let me explore the reasons why a classical form of populism is a ‘recipe for disaster in the waiting’ given its non-democratic or anti-democratic tendencies, and so on. (1)


Next, let me briefly argue for why democratic governance needs to be created, conserved, and conservationally expanded. (2)

Then, try to delineate the complex political forces at work that a populist tries to harness in order to captivate the political domain before capturing or seizing government and, either directly and/or indirectly, deconstruct its democratic fabric in order to further the political objectives of that populist and their apparent enablers, often at the expense of those that merely enable a transition to this style of misgovernance through the potentially short-sighted donation of their vote. Not that a popular politician is necessarily a populist, but, that a populist politician is all too often even more beholden to covert forces that they, themselves, may not be fully cognizant of, and where, undoubtedly, a full transparency, accountability and responsibility, on the part of each and every politician, would better serve their voting community. So, in this regard, let us ‘hear’ what has been left unsaid, and, ‘see’ through our reflecting on their past actions, non-actions, and inactions what the continuity of their future evolution should have us foresee as inevitably unfolding? To this end, I will propose a number of ideas focusing especially on the need for a deep translation of the types of texts disseminated by this counter-democratic type of political ideology. (3)

To focus these characterizations of populism as counter-democratic as case studies let me briefly look at the career of Pauline Hanson, here in Australia; the apparent non-transparent subtefuges of Nigel Farage, leader of the Reform Party in the UK; and, the remarkable downward, disastrous, scandal ridden trajectory of President Trump’s first and second presidencies.
 (4)

Then, taking some ideas from an essay by Lutheran pastor Dietrich Bonhoeffer (1906-1945) I would like to explore the nature of populist or fascist group think in order to demonstrate how such ideas can entrap those enamoured by such an ideology. In this task I will reference a podcast on this topic by x titled y.
 (4)
Last let me look at how we could promote both the deconstruction and self-deconstruction of such an inauthentic style of governance given that its populist leaders may preach ‘concern and care’ for the ordinary citizen, but, work more on the furthering of their own political and non-political objectives along with those of their more primary enablers. (5)


Ending this presentation with a provisional summary of my findings in a form that remains to be critically re-evaluated in the hope that such ideas can be instrumentalized in both the deconstruction and self-deconstruction of this deceptively attractive but ultimately destructive political ideology. (6)

1. The Need to Observe a Difference between Popular and ‘Populist’


Undoubtedly, a populist leader in attempting to catch an electoral majority, tries to be popular and, superficially, ‘all things to all people’ whilst at the same time excluding those they ‘other’, those demographics they wish to marginalize, exclude, deport, or worse.
2. Why Democratic Governance Needs to be Both Preserved and Conserved?

Better ‘government by the people for all the people, rather than government by some people for the same people’. (cc)

Or, similarly, as an observation, ‘when most people are doing well, most people do even better’. (mm)


As a fact, we find our freedom through cooperation with others, whatever then promotes that cooperation accordingly promotes the individual and collective freedoms of that same community…’ (mm)


Relatively non-democratic forms of governance are more inclined to promote the welfare of those elites closer to the center of such political power. Conversely, in a democratic system, if that form of government is relatively promoting, if not over-promoting, the financial welfare of so-called ‘billionaires’, then we must question to what extent it has become less democratic accordingly? It stands to reason that if billionaires are well-represented in your political governance, then it would be natural that they would at the very least also ‘look out for themselves’.
 

3. How is Populism Either Deconstructed or Self-Deconstructed?


Deconstruction versus self-deconstruction is a false dichotomy. To paraphrase a political observation ‘It makes no difference whether the cat is black or white as long as it catches mice’.
 (uu)


As an existential observation, I would argue that the more inauthentic a person or political party the more able we should be to successfully both promote the deconstruction of such behaviour and assist in the self-deconstruction of the same. Of course, whether such deconstruction is successful or not is another matter especially if the overall major discourse is controlled by those inauthentic parties in a media environment and climate that is either neutral to such propaganda or favours such thinking and refuses to translate the deeper intent behind such distorted forms of dissemination. (jj)


Major discourses are divided in a polarized society, but, when a certain divided discourse increasingly encompasses the relative opposition then both deconstruction and self-deconstruction better favours the more successful discourse… (mm)


Remember the mantra -follow the money, and what we can add to that comment, namely, what are the debts incurred, what are the obligations, what might be the quid pro quo, etc?

Overt and covert forces

A grievance politics, no real policy solutions, only superficial motherhood statements, etc., etc., that stand in need of being of a deeper translation, etc. So, e.g., real Australians are suffering. But who are these ‘real Australians’? Indigenous Australians, Non-White ‘Christians’, LGBTQ+, unemployed folk… What does ‘suffering’ mean - ‘precarity, inflation, mortgages, limited health access, job insecurity, affordability, housing, transport, etc?’ OK, but does the populist have any policy solutions? No, then why not look at a political party that is trying to bridge that gap? 

Social change, migration code for racist motivations.

Neo-liberal disgruntlement harnessed.

Expressions of concern and care, but, has that been demonstrated.

Expressions favouring the ordinary citizen, but, where are the obligations (to donors, e.g.)? What is their platform?

Running an overall deconstructive test… combining translation, comparison, contextualization, expectations, histories, competencies, etc. 
4. Three Case Studies
i. Pauline Hanson

ii. Nigel Farage

iii. President Trump 1.0 & 2.0
iv. Global Trends in Populism

You win some and you lose some…

5. What Complex Political Forces Can Entrench a Populist Ideology?

Refer to the essay On Stupidity by Dietrich Bonhoeffer (Von der Dummheit, from the Letters and Papers from Prison written in 1943 from Tegel Prison…under six headings).

Refer to the podcast: @Lucasbean: Why MAGA Stupidity is Dangerous: Bonhoeffer on Stupidity.

1. Three things make you stupid:

i. Outsourcing your thinking to someone else or others.

ii. Pride in ignorance, celebrate being ignorant, willful ignorance (in Greek amathia – intelligent stupidity, culpable ignorance, etc. Contrast with simple ignorance (agnoia), as a lack of information, etc. Being a moral and intellectual failure despite the capacity and intelligence to 

iii. Group think. Belonging matters more than truth.

Blinded by the false illusion of their own wisdom.

2. The Spell – once captured ensnared in a delusion, mesmerized. Human suffering can be turned into entertainment.
3. The Cage – epistemic identification. Refusal to entertain alternative points of view. Built from the inside. No questioning of the leader, step outside you lose your identity.

4. Bullshitter (worse than lying). Zero accountability. When this is normalized, the cage gets stronger. The cage gets stronger. Flood the zone…

5. The Language (gets vague on purpose not accidentally). Giving substance to nonsense. Political speak. Crowds never ask wht words really mean.

6. The Machine – emotive language spreads faster, moral contagion. Accellerated by Social-Media. False freedom. Share cruel memes. False sense of purpose – but the real losers. Impervious to facts or proof, no evidence or logic. Need to break the spell, when the group fractures. Can then no longer reward conformity. 

Stupidity more dangerous than malice.
Impervious to reason.

Self-satisfied and aggressive.
The power of one needs the stupidity of the others.

How stupidity is overcome:

Liberation over instruction

Internal and external freedom – an internal liberation through a change in social conditions, etc.

6. Provisional Conclusions, etc.








        Noël Tointon, Penrith, cc.cc.26.
� 	For latest version of text: � HYPERLINK "http://https://noelshomepage.homestead.com/pursuit.html" ��http://https://noelshomepage.homestead.com/pursuit.html�


� 	A recently published poll had a figure that indicated 66% of the American public stating that they believed President Trump was corrupt. E.g., according to the Washington Post-ABC-New-Ipsos Poll (20 October, 2026).


� 	Podcaster, title, etc. Link:


� 	With Elon Musk’s unofficial presence in the US Government at the start President Trump’s second term in office it was estimated that the net wealth of his first cabinet was around US$430-460 billion with about US$30 billion contributed by other cabinet members, making it the richest presidential cabinet in US history. With Elon Musk unofficial return to the US Government in late 2026 that figure is now nearer one trillion dollars.


� 	A reference to comments made by the former Chinese leader Deng Xiaoping which he used as a metaphor to promote economic pragmatism in the 1960s.






