ROBERT SHAW

THE PECULIAR PLACE OF ENLIGHTENMENT
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INTRODUCTION

This chapter examines a foundational democratictigea by considering how it
expresses concepts of the Enlightenment. The peads that of the vote or
plebiscite as it appears in governance. The leadinightenment concept is
rationality as it is expounded by Kant.

Kant did not participate in national democratiogesses. He expected decisions
of any consequence to be made in Berlin and thnvieein his City was invaded by
the Russians and their officers became his studenti$ they left suddenly in 1762
(Kuehn, 2001, p.126). Kant participated in politidabate where the issues were in
the main constitutional and about the processepeérnment reform. He became
known for his theory of natural law and the jusfifiion of positive law. He
advocated the separation of powers, but deniedighé of revolution. This latter
conclusion was in apparent contradiction of his psup for republicanism,
including the French, English, and American reviohs (Beck, 1971, p.413). The
term ‘“republican” in Kant's writings is sometimestérpreted to mean
“parliamentary democracy”. This is probably a mistaand Reiss suggests Kant's
term does not carry the “connotation” of modern Wes democracy (Reiss's
"Introduction” in Kant, 1991a, p.25). Kant himselfote that he wanted to prevent
“the republican constitution from being confusedthwthe democratic one, as
commonly happens” (Kant, 1991a, p.100). So it &,ttvhilst Kant wrote about the
interaction of morality and politics, he did notiteron the topic of the present
chapter which focuses on those mechanisms or meshtnat democracy displays
when it works.

The approach to the topic taken here is:

— To locate citizenship and democracy as embeddedepts, building upon the
insights of Foucault. (The contrast is with temiébconcepts of citizenship.)

— To identify the activity of governance as being tpervasive practical
expression of embedded democracy in the West asfidtch the governance
concept of citizenship.

— To identify the vote or plebiscite as a criticalnten practice of democratic
governance and to examine this practice phenomgicaldy.

— To draw upon Kant's views about rationality, andated Enlightenment
notions, to provide insight into this human pragtic
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CITIZENSHIP AND DEMOCRACY: EMBODIED PRACTICE

It is hardly a surprise that citizenship is the jeabof academic books and state
funding. Global politics through the 1990s inteiesifa political re-ordering that
affected ordinary people. The breakdown of the &o&mpire, the tortuous moves
towards economic and political integration in West&urope, and George W
Bush’s contribution towards global nationalism - atade the individuals
relationship to the state an issue. Europe firgd, then other places, were caught in
the “incongruity of (their) historical processefRgsina, 2006, p.46).

For ordinary people, particularly those caught mpgtobal events, citizenship is
associated with their having a secure place ta Many think of citizenship in
terms of state boundaries, administrations, arfitgigrhat territory is foundational
of United States citizenship is supported by thagiitution:

All persons born or naturalized in the United Statand subject to the
jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the Unitectgs and of the State wherein
they reside (Amendment XIV, Constitutional Conventiin Philadelphia,

1781).

Those who drafted the European Constitution makedtdey as important as
democratic participation. In the list of citizerrgyhts they begin with the right of
the individual to move within a territory and folothat with the right to
democratic participation (See 1-10, 2).

Yet, when prospective American citizens learn heitt “catechism” that the
most important right of a citizen is the right tote, they learn a useful truth that
does not relate to territorial concepts (Christsaience Monitor, 2006, p.8; Holder
& Holder, 1997, p.97). The catechism relates artrabis notion to a practical
human action, which, as it turns out, needs tanbegral to a way of life. The right
to vote may be linked in people’s minds with temjit because of contingent
circumstances (the place and its administratiomXtoei right to vote itself is, along
with citizenship itself, settled in the conceptd#mocracy, and only contingently
associated with territory in particular exampleshefie are examples where
migrants new to a democratic country do not adagrhatratic practices (for
example, they may not vote in national electioiscaigh they are entitled to vote,
or they may form alternative power structures te ttivil authority). Being
credentialed as a citizen does not of itself ggreeacommitment to the core
practices required. Some nations attempt to makedhe practice compulsory. For
example, Australia - being a nation of migrants as hexperimented with
compulsory voting and in this they recognise thebedied nature of the core
practice.

The Western concept of citizenship is an integralt of the notion of
democracy. The notion of democracy entails a notafn citizenship. The
overwhelming feature of the basket of concepts radathe notion of democracy -
and indeed all political concepts - is that they bollow and incomplete thoughts
unless considered through situated practice. Thewlavays “embodied” concepts
that appear integrally with human beings who cdiNety seek goals. These
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concepts constitute themselves within a framewdrkukes that belong to human
beings. The first purpose of the present papeo iset out the correct context for
the notion of citizenship when citizenship congétuin this way.

Above the word “context” appears and this requieescaveat. The word
“context” when applied to concepts (such as cith@m might suggest an
opportunity for conceptual analysis or an immediptactical application of a
concept in a set of circumstances. Both these stiggs ask us to narrow our field
of vision and to confine “citizenship” in an aseptiay. Here, a less rationalistic,
and more determinedly historical, use and undedgtgn of the word is
appropriate. This must be a use that places comcipta distinctly human
trajectory that is part of the facticity of eachusf, and is akin to Foucault’s notion
of “apparatus” as system:

a thoroughly heterogeneous ensemble consisting discourses,
institutions, architectural forms, regulatory démis, laws, administrative
measures, scientific statements, philosophical, am@nd philanthropic
propositions... Such are the elements of an appar@hesapparatus itself is
the system of relations that can be establishedvamt these elements
(Foucault, 1980, p.194).

Human beings find themselves within Foucault’'spaatus”. Berlin called it a
jigsaw puzzle: “We lie among the disjected fragrseaf this puzzle” (Berlin,
1999, p.23). Pertinent to the present chapter isc&alt’'s decision to call this
apparently inert, structural complexity in which weassively rest,
“governmentality” meaning “governmental rationdlitfGordon, 1991, p.1). It is
the Enlightenment thinkers who will assist us todemstand why Foucault
emphasizes “rationality”.

Foucault’s leading concept is the generic notibftle problem of government”
and in particular it's new expression in the sirthecentury when the “shattering
of feudalism” lead to the establishment of “greatritorial, administrative and
colonial states” (Foucault, 1991, pp.87-88). Thespnt paper confines itself to the
Western democratic species of territorial admiaitgins. From the point-of-view
of citizenship, Foucault moves us from the sewrject to territorial citizens, and
the present paper discusses a move beyond thidtiadrconcept of citizenship”.

Several writers attempt to construct post-natiar@icepts of citizenship that
eliminate territory from the idea. They are ofteiistakken in their first premise,
namely, that territory was ever essentially in idea (recent discussions of
relevant concepts may be found in Dobrowolsky &saer) 2004; Sassen, 2003).

Some writers highlight one aspect of the citizégmstoncept without taking a
doggedly phenomenological stance. A recent exaniplea description for
Botswana where citizenship is rendered “as a featfr active, participatory
democracy” (Preece & Mosweunyane, 2004, p.5). Bdtas emphasized identity
concepts of citizenship and how they can partieipat arguments for global
citizenship in a post-9/11 world (M. Peters, 2008he alleged evil of cultural
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assimilation often lurks within the identity contegf citizenship, and educators
can suffer some of the criticism that thereby easue

Western-bound curricula have continually produceddgates who are
alienated and disenfranchised from their own pe@gtiura, 2006, p.95).

Finally with regard to the contrasts to the apploaf the present chapter, it
might be thought that those who emphasize “ontolmgg statement of what seem
to be the most salient features of our world atadtiqular time” and write that
“perspectives derive from a position in space antkt specifically social and
political space and time” would focus on extantcpices. However, Hewson and
Sinclair list the salient features of global gowaroe theory as being epistemic
authority, marketized institutions, and the comptéxnfrastructural technologies
associated with the emerging knowledge economy @fdew& Sinclair, 1999,
p.17). The Husserlian dictum “to the things themwsgl did not impress these
authors.

THE GOVERNANCE CONCEPT OF CITIZENSHIP/DEMOCRACY

If we are to understand citizenship as an embopliadtice it is necessary to attend
to phenomena that reveal “citizenship” at work. ioéag the new residents’

catechism and the study of maps are related weaiship, but they are hardly vital.
Nor is the enjoyment of a wide range of rights -ndfi¢s and protections - that
accrue to citizens and vary from administration tadministration.

In the West's ideological and inherently techniadag practice there are today
two legitimate ways by which individuals assertriiselves. These are through
financial resources and through the processes ofodetic decision-making.
Western processes often display as a tussle betweany and votes — commerce
and politics. Citizenship as a practice and a cpnappears in the altercation about
votes.

The word now used in Western management theodesaribe processes with
an element of democratic practice is “governanddie older colonial notions of
an “appointed governor” or “superior” fade as deracg endures. The terms “the
governance concept of citizenship” or “the govermsooncept of democracy” are
appropriate to describe certain ideas that aratsitlin the apparatus.

To explore this further, it is necessary to nartbe focus of the investigation
and examine human practices that intimately etteilconcepts. This narrowing is
presented below in two steps:

— At the level of the “apparatus”, artefacts are tered.
— At the level of the “form of life” a core practide identified from the artefacts
and a brief phenomenological account is given af firactice.

Two examples will demonstrate the home of “citet@ip” and the relationships
set out above, one drawn from government and ara fsutside of government.
The government example could be any statute anwwhdowever, because it
illustrates points that are useful elsewhere inphesent book, the example is a
statute about citizenship.

4
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Germany’s Reichstag enacted tNeremberg Laws on Reich Citizenstop
September 15, 1935. Their notice of promulgatidimat is now an artefact for our
investigation - cited the Law and reads (in tratiaig:

Article 1

1. A subject of the State is a person who enjogsptiotection of the German
Reich and who in consequence has specific obligatiowards it.

2. The status of subject of the State is acquirecadcordance with the
provisions of the Reich and State Citizenship Law.

Article 2

1. A Reich citizen is a subject of the State whofi&erman or related blood,
who proves by his conduct that he is willing andféithfully to serve the
German people and Reich.

2. Reich citizenship is acquired by the granting Réich Citizenship
Certificate.

3. The Reich citizen is the sole bearer of fullifodl rights in accordance
with the Law.

Article 3

The Reich Minister of the Interior, in coordinatievith the Deputy of the
Fuhrer, will issue the Legal and Administrative enslrequired to implement
and complete this Law” (Arad, Gutman, & Margalib999, p.77).

This statute reveals a practical, human systent tepends on, and is
constituted by, human needs and facticity. The eptecare a small part within the
practical system, and the practical system is tigidfoucault’'s “apparatus”.

The foundational structures assumed or establishezliealed - by this statue
are:

— Constitution of a governance body. There is anadlyeconstituted authority
present, the Reichstag that unanimously enactestabate.

— Context of governance. The governors operate withagontext of governance
(they hold power and office on the day, they essabbws, are taken seriously,
and have an historical presence).

— Management structure. The governance body has disposal a management
structure or operational executive or civil servighis gives the authority the
means to implement its decisions.
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— Citizens. Several groups of people are always isacesn a statute, and in this
particular statute some are defined. There areetlvdso are subjects of the
State. Then, there are the citizens. In this daesg &re subjects of the State who
satisfy further criteria. In all the statutes oflamocracy there is the group of
citizens who contribute to the establishment ofgbeernors.

— A mechanism to gain inclusion in the group of @tig is specified (Article 1.2;
Article 2.2).

— Management made responsible. Those charged with infementation
(executive) acquire duties and responsibilitiesaasesult of the governors’
decision. These are the Reich Minister of therlateand the Deputy of the
Fuhrer immediately, and then others as they “ordEne Minister holds a duty
to issue Reich Citizenship Certificate’s in accorcawith the Law.

— Those with citizenship rights gain benefits (Aric2.3). They are the “sole
bearer” of “full political rights”. They also gaithe “protection of the German
Reich”, along with others who are “subjects of 8tate” (Article 1.1).

The same complex and extended circumstances thablee government,
Foucault’s “apparatus”, enable the operation ofliplyblisted Western companies.
Briefly, the package is:

— The constitution of a governance body.

A context of governance. Imposed provisions suctthaslaw of the country

moderate what can be done, and the board makesiatecriwithin this

framework and other rules the owners may have ksftall.

— A management structure, to implements the decisibtise board.

— The accumulation of “citizens” that are now callédwners”, or “stock
holders”.

— A mechanism to gain inclusion in the group (oftee purchasing of stocks or
the formation of a business).

— A mechanism to make management responsible (aruatatulity framework).
Normally, the chief executive officer and others directly responsible to the
board and there are audit provisions.

— Those with stockholder rights gain benefits that arimarily the right to vote
for members of the governance body and to shateeiprofits. Other rights are
possible.

These structures themselves are not greatly ctotsn within Western
countries. Perhaps the greatest challenge to tlmmes from indigenous people
who wish to use traditional decision-making pragzticas an alternative to
democratic processes. They express this in rel&idaoth national governance and
the governance of businesses. Examples come frdymd&ian people in various
Pacific countries (Schmidtke, 2002; Taurima & C&00)0).

It is apparent that there is a type of neutradibout the underlying structural
framework (or form) just described, and this is sietent with the Foucault-Berlin
account of the apparatus as a whole. However, tengstand the success of
democracy, two features of this governance straateed to be made apparent:

— The structure itself provides opportunities foriargnt over issues.

— This structure holds within itself an imperative.
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When there is an issue to be decided, the steudtself provides opportunities
for argument at every node. In the example aboeemight say that this particular
Reichstag was improperly constituted (with refeeerio 1 above). It had no
legitimate power and should be ignored (2). Cietvants who obeyed the law
acted wrongly, indeed some were subsequently ctai¢3). The definition of
citizens based on race is wrong (4), and so on. dfiggiments are essentially
ethical (in the neutral sense) arguments.

The second step in the argument of this paperdegathe embodied concept
of citizenship is to seek from the artefacts theedwman engagements that pertain
to the apparatus. Where in the governance strigtasedisplayed in their artefacts,
are we to find the pre-eminent and indispensabteampractice?

The observation needed to make the second steprysbasic — the whole
democratic system is about decision-making. Foucads this when he says that
government is not about “imposing law on men” bbbat “disposing things”,
which is to “arrange things in such a way thatrotigh a certain number of means
such ends may be achieved” (Foucault, 1991, p.95).

O’Loughlin assists in this search, which is foe tfime and place of the birth
process for the statutes that assign things:

Place ... is really abouwvhere there is something meaningful going s
patterns arise not from detailed conscious planrag from the pre-
reflective interaction of individuals who usuallgmain unaware off the
totality they have assisted in creating throughirttembodied actions
(O'Loughlin, 2006, p.86).

The system or apparatus that is itself embodi¢deisembodiment for a form of
human expression that is collective decision-makiituman beings make
decisions and one identifiable approach is thatdefmocracy. The human
phenomenon most distinctive of this is the votelebiscite. It is a phenomenon
that is indispensable to democracy in any form. plaee of democracy is where
two more of us record our position on a questidris Tecording is always within a
structural framework that is itself the framewofldemocracy.

There are two situations to consider, the firsthis plebiscite to establish the
governors, and the second is the decision-makirthefjovernors once they hold
office and which is best called “voting”.

The vital phenomenological insight is that thod®wparticipate in plebiscite or
vote do so in a mechanical way. The action is toknaapiece of paper, push a
button, say “aye”, or raise a hand. The reasord, lnelindeed anything mental at
all, is irrelevant.

Western democratic governance has one spectacnpsrative: to obtain a
decision in every case. In this it reveals itsedf @ technology inherent in the
apparatus when the word “apparatus” is used taidiecthe system of relations that
embraces discourses, institutions, and administratilt is useful to here apply
Heidegger's insights regarding the nature of tetdmo (Heidegger, 1977). What
is at stake here is not the quality of the decigionthe likelihood of there being an
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outcome. The technology of the vote overcomesribisow but vital problem of

decision because it pre-configures. Any questiat if put to the vote is already

entrenched in a Foucault-Berlin world. The questgains support from many
places, events, commitments, beliefs, compromisesessities. Each question is
on an historical trajectory. The result is two fold

— It is much more likely that there will be a decisidoecause the whole structure
(the forum) is unlikely to collapse. This does naan that it cannot collapse of
course, but in such situations the question ateissbhanges to be about
democracy itself. The proponents of democracy gatreund and slowly
democracy re-asserts itself. Fiji demonstratespitaetice at the moment as it
cycles in and out of democracy.

— The outcome holds a legitimacy that reflects thgioof not just the individual,
particular question but of the operative apparang the embodiment of the
operative apparatus. It may be seen in this tleahthmble question for decision
is beyond the hands of the people who are thevetton it.

To look at this starkly, each vote a governanagdytiakes is actually the second
vote on the matter — the first vote was that wigahthe governors in place and the
second was about the substantive matter. In detogmalitics every substantive
issue is associated with the possibility of repigcthe decision-makers. Less
starkly, there is a plethora of decisions alreaalken that are pertinent to any
particular new decision.

Acknowledging a debt to Heidegger (for example/7)9 it is possible to
advance two further insights about this:

— What is being described is an expression of cuiéestern metaphysics which
means it is essentially technological.

— The technological system (governance includindeiggling practice of voting)
operates with its own imperatives and whilst italwes human beings in a
multitude of ways, it has a form of independenaarfrany particular human
being. Something of how this occurs has alreadynbmentioned when the
entailment of voting was considered. More of itklyras shall be developed
shortly, behind Kant's belief in a progressive “waisal history” of humankind
(Kuehn, 2001, p.281).

Incidentally, there is congruence between the pimamological description of
democracy and culture. O’Loughlin takes this rigfiough to a position on the
notion of territory that is relevant to the debate what might be foundational
about the phenomenon of democracy. She arguefaiioreto concepts of culture,
that the antithesis of embodiment is territory:

The culture that shapes and characterises a [Haxeshared culture — shared
by virtue of our shared embodiment, including aehinologies. So the view

that a culture is some sort of overarching entayger and more significant

than the individual and superimposed upon a paatiaefined and bounded

‘territory’, is inaccurate (O'Loughlin, 2006, p.87)

The example of the vote is one example withinléinger framework of culture.
What is going on in the spaces where votes arglist is democracy.

8
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GOVERNANCE AND THE ENLIGHTENMENT

The Enlightenment of the T'7and 1§ centuries admits of many interpretations.
This chapter particularly draws upon Kant's insggahd considers their expression
in the practice of voting. Others have also refidcon the relationship between
Enlightenment concepts and democracy - and drawssimpéstic conclusions.

In the intensity of the Second World War, peomaréd for the loss of their
known way of life. Some reflected on which ideasuldobe lost if the Western
ideal was destroyed. Horkheimer and Adorno asked ivlwvas that democratic
nations had come to this unexpected end. They odedl that the Enlightenment
ideals that underpinned democracy held within trewes the seeds of their own
destruction (Horkheimer & Adorno, 1973, p.xiii)). 8hfeared they would witness
the end of social freedom globally and argued tiég was the collapse of
Enlightenment ideals. The concepts of the Enlighiemt beat a retreat when
confronted by Herr Hitler.

The concepts were fundamental, foundational feeallway of life and that was
at stake. The Enlightenment expresses the “actoaement of civil society as a
whole in the aspect of its idea as embodied inviddals and institutions”, and
accordingly it is a parallel situation to the fotina of truth in lived lives
(Horkheimer & Adorno, 1973, p.xiv). Only in actiaand in constantly evolving
thought is it possible to grasp the Enlightenmehttsdlamental intellectual forces
(Cassirer, 1951, p.ix).

These authors bring to the fore the embodied eaifiEnlightenment concepts,
but what are Cassirer’s “fundamental intellectaatés” and what are the pertinent
concepts themselves? Berlin takes us some distaneed the forces when he sets
out three foundational propositions, and says #&yno more than broad ideas
that gain expression in a host of uneven waysfitsisproposition is the belief that
all genuine questions can be answered by humangdeéven if it is not
immediately apparent what the answer is to a pdaticquestion. This is, he
claims, a proposition that is common to Christignithe scholastics, the
Enlightenment and the positivist tradition of theentieth century (Berlin, 1999,
pp.21-22). Berlin's first proposition entails a ieélin notion of being enlightened,
an allegedly positive state of being.

Yet it is not any form of being enlightened thatadequate. Berlin’'s second
proposition says that one becomes enlightened wlemanswers to questions are
achieved through the use of a method or technismteis adequate to the task. This
method or technique is dependent on the applicafitruman intellect, in short, on
rationality:

That reason possesses the true right of the finst;kand that it is older than
any opinion or prejudice which has obscured ithe tourse of the centuries
(Cassirer, 1951, p.234).
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Itis in this way that the model of Newtonian sciefbecomes important as a model
for the human way of being, and in particular far @urposes, as a model for
communal decision-making. Kant found inspiratiotied clear steps of reasoning
that show in Newton’s works as well as the utitifyNewton’s conclusions. Here
is a way of being to emulate in the moral and malitspheres - the enlightened
way of being. The contrast is with the religiousyved being, the shaman’s way of
being, and the way of life of the magician who atgs demons. All these people
fall victim to a multiplicity of forces. It is nothat they set out to live the form of
life they adopt, but rather it just accumulateshtem (Adorno, 1973; Horkheimer
& Adorno, 1973). Today, we can possibly recognimehuman practices and
attitudes the scientists’ way of being and thegielis way of being, whilst the
enlightened way of being is more obscure.

It was the enlightened way of being that was coestd by Kant first as a goal
for education and then as something desirabledoeighance. This may be seen in
his many essays includirgnswer to the Question: What is EnlightenmeamiOn
the Old Saw: ‘That May Be Right in Theory but itnWW&Work in Practice’ (Kant,
1974; Kant, 1997)

What is distinctive about the “enlightened waybefng” as it embraces several
disciplines of enquiry? It is the relationship beem universals and particulars,
which alters when one adheres to the idea of stastith observation. Cassirer
calls it the “critical idea by which Newton effedtéhis revolution” (Cassirer, 1981,
p.67). Galileo and Newton do not begin, as Cassigs, with the general concept
of “gravity” and then proceed to explain “weighT"hey work the other way round
— from the observations.

Democracy in anything like the modern governanemss was not well
understood by Kant. What he lacked was a perspgeotivhow the processes might
operate. He did not have available the observationwhich he could attend.
Accordingly, his approach to the subject is in termf abstract concepts.
Democracy is an example of despotism (the contrastg with republicanism,
where the laws are made an executed by differenep®). There are two problems
with democracy. The first being that:

... one and the same person cannot at the same ¢ileth the legislator and
the executor of his own will, just as the generabppsition in logical
reasoning cannot at the same time be a secondapp$ition subsuming the
particular with the general (Kant, 1991b, p.101).

The second reason is that the alternative despimims leave greater
opportunity for the “spirit” of this separation thiae alludes to in the first reason.
Evidently, in this spirit Frederick Il said he wagerely the “highest servant of the
state” (Kant, 1991b, p.101). It may be seen frons that Kant argues about
political process by analogy with logic. His intdtual approach to how a complex
apparatus might desirably work is limited. Kant slot start, as Newton might
recommend, with observations, because there iglaquate practice available for
him to observe.

10
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As suggested above, Kant begins and ends withryth&ne essayWhat is
Orientation in Thinkingy shows how the theoretical use of reason necéssaaids
on to the practical use of reason — but this i5stthin the pages of book (Kant,
1991a, p.237). We cannot expect from Kant a phenotogical investigation of
democracy and must consider his deliberations thihlimitation in mind.

The background to Kant's paper on the desiralate sif enlightenment is well
known (Kuehn, 2001, pp.209-291; Schmidt, 1989).dation’s purpose is to take
the masses out of tutelage, and this only occutis the “freedom to make public
use of one’s reason at every point” (Kant, 19984p.Thus, education and politics
are bound together.

It might be thought that this is about individwaltonomy, particularly as his
examples come from public policy (a person’s respaio the tax collector is one)
but it would be a mistake to associate Kant with thodern notion of autonomy
that apparently makes the individual paramount (&ample, "Ethics and
Education" does this, R. S. Peters, 1970). Petiissussion of freedom effectively
begins with the individual being “on the path tdanomy” (p.192). It is only then
the issues of freedom arise, and inevitably theselg locked to the individual.

Kant writes about individual autonomy (make youwno decision, do so
rationally, and have the strength of will to bripgur decision it practice) but that
is a small part of a larger conception. Kant'edim of ends (1997, p.50) has a
role in individual autonomy (a connection), but mamportant, it is contributory
to something greater than any individual (the wiadlall ends):

... we can think of a whole of all ends in systematanection, a whole of
rational beings as ends in themselves as well aghale of particular
purposes which each may set for himself (Kant, 19%0).

The bedrock for Kant’s notion of rationality isthe understood in relation to the
species (the “large scale”), not the individuals Hope is, as one interpreter says:

It is also a peculiarity of reason that it cannetdompletely realised in the
lifetime of an individual, but only in the entirgpexies (“Introduction” by
Reiss, in Kant, 1991c, p.36).

In this perspective on rationality, democracy koéd parallel with Newtonian
science. Science does not depend on the contmbofi@ny individual scientist.
Rather it is a progressive, communal activity.sltthis to which Kant draws our
attention when he says of possible methods andieadrexpressions that science:

... first makes the novice familiar with names thgngficance and use of
which he will only learn in the future (Kant, 1998627).

Individual persons must enter the method beforey tikan participate as
scientists. The errors and the inadequacies ofpantjcular scientist are rectified
by others. Most important, however, is that therstauctural foundation that
maintains itself though the actions of the indidtpersons. Kant calls this the “art
of systems” or “architectonic”

11
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Under the government of reason our cognitions caamall constitute a
rhapsody but must constitute a system, in whicheliney can support and
advance its essential ends (Kant, 1998, p.691).

The congruency of scientific practice with its “®m” is comparable to the
congruency of core democratic practices (most dolgueoting) with the political
system that we call democracy.

For Kant, the exercise of reason is situated withis “teleological view of
Nature” (Kuehn, 2001, p.288). Kant's conclusionspegr consistent with
embodiment conceptions of both rationality and goaace, although some
commentators today may wish to dissociate themselivem Kant's ideas
regarding the inevitability of progress in the bigt of humanity and the role of
God.

Kant's view that man’s essence must be realizeld\visl an argument later
developed in th€ritique of Judgemenvhere Kant had maintained that the
teleology of nature is internal, not external (ftmtuction" by Reiss in Kant,
1991c, p.36).

. we must not overlook teleology, which indicatee foresight of a wise
agency governing nature ("First Supplement: OnGlarantee of Perpetual
Peace" in Kant, 1991b, p.109).

However, if we set aside Kant's religious perspestand focus on the notion that
there is an integrated, cohesive, holistic movena¢mork within human affairs,
then Kant'’s insight becomes similar to the embodietion of governmentality:

Culture was not the result of individual effort,tbwas produced by mankind
as a whole. Man as a rational being therefore néedive in a historical
process. History is a progress towards rationalityt, it must not be thought
that this process involves a continuous advanceationality all the time
("Introduction” by Reiss, in Kant, 1991c, p.36)

History is concerned with giving an account of th@henomena, no matter
how deeply concealed their causes may be, antbwslus to hope that, if it
examines the free exercise of the human evilla large scalgit will be able
to discover a regular progression among freelyedilactions (Kant, 1991b,
p.41)

It is helpful to relate Kant to the views of O’Ldui who considers in her chapter
on embodied citizenship the idea that rationaligyivkes from our animal natures
and provides a means to participate fruitfully entbcracy:

With regard to citizenship in a democracy, the nhadeational deliberation
has furnished a means by which citizens may betsamlirture and exercise
capacities of reasoning and discussion which otiserwmay remain
undeveloped. The assumption here is that in thienat community one
orients oneself towards the common will, such thatoutcome of exhaustive
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deliberations will eventually generate broad ppes applying to all
(O'Loughlin, 2006, p.151).

Rationality is precisely that which builds upon artdizes our basic animal
natures, not something transcending the body andhdding its relegation as
a lowly vehicle or instrument (O'Loughlin, 2006,.p§9-170).

This can suggest, rationality derives from ourivitthally held basic animal
characteristics and it is from this capacity thegt success of democracy derives as
per the “assumption” she identifies. It is throumlr application of rationality that
we “orient” ourselves to the rational community.rQationality within ourselves
then (probably by a levelling process) ensures deeisions of democratic
outcomes are rational. Kant would not support Otifain.

How might Kant's views about rationality relatett® phenomenon of voting as
the phenomenological core of democracy? The coiatissre:

— The structures of society, Foucault's “apparatesherge. Kant would say they
do so as an expression of humankind’s progreselasgeed by God. Be that as
it may, for human beings there are always “thecstmes of society” and it is
our experience that they alter historically.

— There will emerge architectonics, systems thatimréaeir unity the form of a
whole. Paradigmatic examples are from the moddemses and mathematics.

— Each architectonic is held together by a “singlpreme and inner end” that
makes possible the whole structure. In the presgainple — democracy - ask
what this might be and notice the scope for debate.

— Rationality expresses itself thought these strestusr forms. This is Kant's
foundational position regarding rationality. It tlsis that makes him conclude
that rationality is a species phenomenon.

— It is an argument of the present paper that thesiphlyevent of voting is the
essential practice of democracy, and it is to ¢visnt that we must attend if we
are to develop a phenomenological account of deswegcr

— Accordingly, citizenship is not the leading concaptdemocracy. It relates to
some particular examples of democracy in practice.

— When individual persons cast a vote (for the gosesnor as a governor), they
do so in a manner that is entirely mechanical. hthe phenomenological truth
of the vote.

— Kant will urge individuals who vote to do so in antonomous way. He would
say that they should use the categorical imperativdetermine their vote. Even
without that universal principle of morality, therfn of individual autonomy is
highly desirable. That is, the decision maker stiaubke up their own mind
(integrity, to some), they should do so rationaliyd they should have the
strength of will or determination needed to votetesy so decide. Incidentally,
this particular conception of moral decision-makings advocated as a base for
moral education in British schools with the leadprinciple to be “concern for
other persons” (Wilson, Williams, & Sugarman, 1967)
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— Kant would not expect governors to consistentlyevautonomously. How
individuals act is far from ideal.

— Kant's belief in purpose and teleology (and propatile goodness of God)
would enable him to be positive about the goveraammncept of democracy.

— Without the belief in teleology, it appears that tystem of democracy is left
without overarching guidance, and people appedh¢onotion that collective
decisions are more insightful than the decisionsindiividuals. O’Loughlin
identifies this as an “assumption”.

— It is uncertain that democratic systems hold witthemselves the ability to
adjust when decisions are not optimal. Certairilg, ¢orrection of “mistakes” is
not an imperative. The contrast is with the systémmodern science although it
is important to acknowledge that there are debatesind the rationality of
science and its directions particularly with regaéh@ role of economics in
knowledge creation. Kant’s view of science was Hase the work of scientists
around Newton’s time.

— Kant's teleology would for him explain the obserfgatof voting as a system
that it is constructed and functions to generatecaues. Outcomes being
decisions. This alone is the imperative of demogcrathe quality of the
decisions is less important than that there beewsibns.

It is argued in the present paper, that the mestiliar aspect of democracy is
that it does not ever depend at its most criticaimant — when the vote is taken -
on rationality in any sense that refers to indialdu As a structure or form of
decision-making, democracy holds within itselfasn imperative. The imperative
is that there shall be a decision in every casehEtecision shall be within a
complex of other decisions, and the complex of ptexisions shall be within a
frame of governmentality. Governmentality is alwawithin a totally organic,
embodied structure where concepts of all kinds piajous optional roles.

Finally, the technological nature of such phenoanas the vote was described
by Heidegger, whose examples, of mechanized atwieuland the modern
commercial aviation industry can disturb us. Morstutbing however, could be
our appreciation that democracies are not be uhderan control and that their
core decision-making is not rational.
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