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Democratic Dictatorship?
Potential Democratic Hegemony of the Majority over Minorities?

Introduction to an Open Forum at The Continental Philosophy Group
*


I define a ‘project’ as a relatively short set of sequences with the intent of realizing and obtaining a certain intentional objective or set of intentional objectives. I define a ‘program’ as a set of projects, in sequence and/or in parallel, again with the intent of realizing and obtaining a certain intentional objective or set of intentional objectives. To complete this scheme, I define a ‘prospect’ as the type of cultural-situatedness where certain sets of programs and projects occur and which collectively define the cultural configuration of that type of prospect. Hence, e.g., a philosophical prospect, a political prospect, etc. Now in living out our objectives in these prospects we find ourselves living in these ‘prospective life-worlds’; ‘prospective’ in the sense that they have an orientation towards the future given this intentional desire to realize our projects and programs. Hence, e.g., the philosophical life-world, political life-world, etc. Now, within these life-worlds there is usually a discursive mode of textual formation that is dominant, and, can be treated as major discourses within their respective life-worlds. These major discourses, whether we are aware of them or not, define the dominant characteristics of our general situatedness in their respective prospects. Such an accepted, and often overlooked, backdrop forms the default mode for the understanding of both major and minor discourses in that prospect and politically determines who occupy major or minor life-worlds in that prospective life-world in question. In Australia, in the political life-world, the democratic way of life is the major discourse against which all other political discourses are measured, have and will find their measure; be that in the form of an affirmation of this major setting or as an abrogation of any other minor setting beyond such dominant terms. (1)

In the democratic life-world we have the rule by representatives voted for by the majority of voters. In such a situation, we have the potential for representatives to represent their voting base at the expense of their non-supporters. Usually, this ‘relative possibility’ is still realized with some degree of compromise with and recognition for the non-dominant parties or minorities effected by such decisions. However, until recently, I thought this ‘absolute possibility’ for non-compromise and rejection of such minor parties or minorities to be relatively remote in a democratic system that I would like define as a ‘relatively mature’. I.e., a political life-world, that as a major discourse in that specific political context, is well-established both in time and in and through the strength of its associated political institutions. Moreover, given the chaotic nature of elections, such processes have forced people to form major parties and/or coalitions whose attempt to capture the real political center of that political culture has them continually and increasingly soliciting the vote of a large number of minor life-worlds often in an open, non-covert, publicly announced form of various inducements. As a consequence, minor life-worlds have become internally enfranchised in financial and other terms of reference and externally empowered in a similar manner. Through such continual, incremental concessions the major political discourse has ceded a certain degree of power to these minor life-world in the hope of garnering a majority of their collective votes and, therein and thereby, continue to win succeeding elections. Conversely, we can state election may well stand to be lost through not getting enough minor life-worlds signed up ‘to your side of the political fence’ so to speak. In this regard, over time, the politically correct now perceive a variety of ‘histories’ associated with these minor life-worlds rather than just one official history merely seen through a lens reflecting the aspirations of that major political life-world which, in turn, would reflect the overall aspirations of that political majority albeit as refracted through the lens of its power-elites directly or indirectly associated with the operation of that major discourse. Of course, in a well-behaving democracy, we expect that major discourse to swing between those parties or coalitions possessing competing political narratives who, in effect, have won or will win that title of ‘they who currently possess that major discourse’ both by opinion and in political reality. Of course, given the fact that elections do not happen every day there can be a period of non-alignment between ‘who is in power’ and who, effectively, now ‘has that major discourse’. In Australia at the moment, despite our recent election narrowly won by the Coalition, there would be many who feel that the Labor Party now has the major discourse given current trends in polling; the appearance that the Coalition seems to be so divided; appears to be ineffective; not able to properly ‘deliver’ on any major, long term goals nor actually supply a deep and meaningful sense of an apposite political ‘narrative’, etc. (2)

But, recently, world-wide, this cosy arrangement between major and minor life-worlds, in a mature democracy, has been considerably upset. Witness Brexit, the rise of Trump, the increasing power of the Far Right in Europe. Here in Australia we have also seen voter disenchantment expressed in the fact that over a quarter, if not a third, of all voters will vote for a minor party; a state of affairs divided between the Greens and other parties on a political spectrum from those associated with Pauline Hanson to the Xenaphon Team. How are we to understand such voter disenchantment (with major parties or more conservative or conventional expressions of the same)? (3)

In my opinion, much of this disenchantment stems from a relentless process that has seen the increasing imposition of neo-liberal thought and practice. This ideological transformation of our political culture has assumed a major dominance in status. Without much thought or question it is now the way things are done. Witness the continual mentioning in our media of such practices as privatization, outsourcing, continual redundancies or realignments, a gutting of the civil service in a mistaken quest for so-called ‘small government’, globalization, a side-lining of unions, the deluded promises of trickle-down economics, greater levels of inequality, an excessive emphasis on competitiveness and an insistence that all projects and programs being developed should be ‘commercial propositions’, along with an exponential enrichment of the one percent of the one percent at the expense of the majority of the work force. As a result, in effect, we now see a loss of social inclusiveness, diminished inter-cultural cohesion, a government less able to balance private interests with public interests, etc. Thence this very understandable increase in voter disenchantment as predicted by those economists and politicians who have argued for the need in a democracy, as a political imperative, for greater levels of both overall participatory equality and a less extreme spectrum in inequality. (4)


In my opinion all ideologies de-center those societies given over to such ideological distortion. Neo-liberalism is one of those distortions that has now radically altered our political landscape. As the major discourse, it is easily overlooked and not seen in its true colours. Consequently, such incrementally increasing disenchantment is now both the prime fodder and fuel for demagogues. The central objective of the political world is social improvement and better individual opportunity. Without evidence of such political ‘progress’ and ‘hope’ the disenchanted have become a major force to be reckoned with in the hands of those who know how to air their natural grievances. Given that the majority of people who feel disenfranchised and disempowered belong to a middle class, and, this middle class is naturally best represented by those who best appear to reflect it aspirations, then it also naturally follows that this class of voters will vote for those who express a political desire to see the realization of those objectives in keeping with that possessed by this electoral majority. We may all belong to a variety of minor life-worlds, but, in the midst of this semblance of a political crisis, over such growing inequality and job insecurity, etc., the political objectives being promoted will belong to this disenfranchised middle class even if such aspirations are expressed through political elites acting on its behalf.
 (5)

In other words, the incremental enfranchisement and empowerment of minor life-worlds has been put on hold, and, possibly could be reversed, given that those who belong to this re-assertion of the middle class are concertedly seeking to have their collective political voice reheard. In this regard, demagogues classically invoke a miscellany of stereotypes, depicting the so-called ‘other’, in order to more easily manipulate this class of voters whether they have their interests at heart or not. Then, in the periphery of such demagogues we also find more extreme elements happy to cohere with such political manipulation in the hope of furthering the agenda of their separate political aspirations. Here, we find demagogues having a bet both ways by saying different things to different audiences in the hope that such conversations are not generally overheard. However, when the major discourse is owned such discordance can be swept away by uttering an assortment of motherhood statements such as, e.g., “we should all come together and work together” even though the behavior of the main proponent/s of that political mindset will also continually do and say otherwise. Selectively telling selected audience what they would rather wish to hear. And this brings me to note a new word that describes this sort of phenomenon, namely, ‘truthiness’ in a so-called ‘post-truth world’. (6)

It appears that today some politicians can, and do, say almost anything and get away with such mendacity. Is this a phenomenon on just the Right of the political spectrum? Witness, in the US, the so-called ‘fair and balanced’ presentation of news and current affairs on Fox that without trying to be ironic tells us that it ‘lets you decide’. Or, e.g., the incredible nonsense all too often uttered by Trump and still being vented in his notorious ‘tweets’. ‘Truthiness’, I believe takes two forms, an assertive form and a negative or non-desired form. There is this willingness to believe, in a form of confirmational bias, that reality takes the form you would like it to assume now or in the future. In contrast to this, there is a fear that truth will take the form that is non-desired, etc. So, e.g., some Americans may genuinely believe and fear that America is no longer great, and could continue going in this direction, but, that with true political leadership, hope it is being returned to greatness once again under the triumphal stewardship of ‘the great leader’. In a response to the blatant dissemination of falsehoods and the observance of non-ethical behavior it is always our de-ontological duty, at all times, to remonstrate and call out such impropriety for what, in essence, it is. Indeed, it is just wrong to wait in the hope the demagogue might come right. How could they if they are not properly called to account? How can great things be done if we do not realistically address reality as it is, as it is to be currently found… and then proceed in a sensible direction in order to achieve those ideals that we may dream about and hope to engage! (7)

Any aspirations for political success can only come about through the collective auspices of others! Private ambitions have to be better orchestrated through the prism of public aspirations. As I have argued previously, the aspirational economy, be it private or public, must proceed through the balanced, harmonic, cooperative interaction of three principles. We must have a realistic grasp of where we are, have a reasonable form of idealism as to where we wish to go, and, the former must be pragmatically linked in a series of projects and/or programs that would let us realize and obtain the objectives of such aspirations. Given the penchant of demagogues for an unrealistic assessment of reality and an environment for the support of a wishful truthiness over a true alignment with reality we should automatically assume that the projects and programs of such demagogues to already be in trouble. How can we go from a place where we are not yet present to a place that could not be arrived at? In such a scenario, pragmatism can hardly operate… although, at the end of the day, sadly, ‘picking up the pieces’ would inevitably call for some more practical form of pragmatism and intervention. (8)

Is there a safe haven for minorities in such a world of truthiness? Is it not possible that the very measures adopted by demagogues, or under the force of their influence, such as trickle-down economics, etc., will merely further enshrine and enhance the very neo-liberalism that is the prime cause of such disenfranchisement and disempowerment? (9)


A mature democracy has found a place for all major and minor life-worlds given that conventions have been worked out over time to better reflect such political demographics. Unfortunately, the times are changing, and, a number of political anxieties do need to be both suitably addressed and redressed. What are those issues that deserve to be named and properly discussed, and, where such well-thought out discussions, hopefully, will positively feed into a viable, existential re-direction of political discourse (along with ensuing patterns of successful policy formation, re-formation, if not in effect, policy reformation etc.)? On this open list, I would put a need to re-establish a healthy sense of inclusivity; a re-integration of our minor life-worlds (and those life-worlds that are being mistreated as if only minor life-world, like, e.g., the life-world of women, the life-world of the elderly, etc.). Then, we need to seriously reverse all issues of inequality through the force of a government committed to this form of an imperative for democratic restoration. Then, governments need to become less beholden to a plethora of lobbying from regulatory capture to the seeking of all forms of large donations, from politically insulating themselves from powerful lobbies and the establishment of national institutions for the detection of corruption, from promoting broad forms of transparency to an insistence on real forms of accountability, etc. In essence, our respectable and hard-working politicians need to be more ‘visible’ in all senses of that expression (as examined elsewhere
). Neo-liberal habits need to be powerfully argued against, discredited and replaced by a healthy, less ideologically driven, evidence-based set of policy objectives in the form of a major discourse open to seriously negotiating with all respectable minor life-worlds; i.e., those that also have an objective to see a political culture that enriches all politically related electorates in an existential manner through promoting a pro-relational stance in an existential enrichment of our relationships (i.e., through their relevant creation, preservation, conservation and/or de-preservation).
 On this list of issues to be discussed we must also re-engage the very nature of what it means to work given an inability for the marketplace to create more opportunities for full-time work when this option is desired, given that exploitation often is present in part-time work, and, that the very nature of work, itself, must change in the face of automation, robotization, driverless cars, expert systems, the Internet of things, and so on, etc. (10)

Given that neither the political life-world nor the economic life-world of business should be allowed to dominate the overall life-world of the political-economic, then, the economic doctrine of neo-liberalism should not be allowed to dominate the political-economic life-world likewise! By seriously re-engaging this life-world of the political-economic, hopefully, all forms of de-centered ideological distortion can be reversed and that through re-instituting a greater degree of equality the very grounds for demagoguery can be successfully defused. Alas, such a process will take time to reverse the adverse pre-conditions for this non-exclusive ‘basket of malcontents’; be they actively promoting such malcontentment as beneficiaries and/or they are the passive and unfortunate recipients of the relentless interventions instigated by such neo-liberal proponents! (11)

Hopefully, through a reversal of the pre-conditions for such understandable political disenchantment people can once again feel re-empowered and politically re- heard. In such an environment, I am sure, the relationship between a democratic majority and a plethora of minor life-worlds can be re-established and, once again, better harmonized to the mutual benefit of all parties… given that to prosper in this world we must truly work together in our mutual support of each other..!!
 (12)
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�� 	Trump’s motto of “draining the (political) swamp in (Washington)” is very catchy, but, is also very easily deconstructed. The hen house (of Washington) is run by ‘hens’. Then, draining swamps is also a very 19th century idea and, today, is usually not considered to be ecologically sound. However, ‘swamps’ as an ecological rich eco-system could also be seen as code for minorities, outsiders, inhabitants of minor life-worlds (forgetting that we all belong to an assortment of minor life-worlds). 


� 	Refer to my recent set of eight political essays titled: Politics as the Art of the Realization of the Possible.


� 	I have argued that this two-stage process of deconstructing a major discourse and replacing it with the dominance of a minor discourse can be reduced to a one-stage process through an existentialization of process.


� 	Contra the superficial principles of a neo-liberalism and its mindless promotion of one-sided competition, etc. Basically, to get anything done we must first ‘work together’!





