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Introduction
This research paper will talk about one of the Alexis de Tocqueville predictions. The Tocqueville prediction I choose for this research is the Tyranny of Majority in Our Modern World.  This paper will also outline the reasons I agree with this prediction, and how the prediction is related to the United States. As much as most of Tocqueville predictions were spot on, they faced a couple of criticism from various individuals. However, these criticisms were given in a friendly spirit. This paper will also outline different criticism of Tocqueville’s Tyranny of Majority prediction. Alexis de Tocqueville prediction on tyranny of majority in our modern world was accurate[footnoteRef:1]. Majority of the things he predicted are taking place today in our modern world and not only in the United State but also the world in general. The moral power of the majority shames and contradicts the minority people internally and makes it difficult for them to think freely. [1:  Baker, Bryan, Robert Bunker, Marisa Mendoza, Jacob Kim, John P. Sullivan, Brenda Fiegel, Peter Kouretsos et al. "Tyranny of the Majority: US-fueled Instability in Mexico and the Case for a North American Economic and Security Community."] 

The tyranny of majority or the tyranny of the masses refers to the inherent weakness of the majority in which the majority of an electorate does place its interests above at the expense of the minority. In this case, the majority have their way regardless of the feelings and the reactions of the minority. Tocqueville thought this accurately[footnoteRef:2]. In the modern world, most of the countries practice democratic voting where individuals go to the ballot and select the leaders that they please. The winning leaders are the preferences of the majority. When these leaders get into power, they pass laws and bills that serve the best of their interests at the expense of the individuals in the minority. Whatever the majority says goes because they have the advantage of numbers. [2:  Bateman, David A. "Majority Tyranny." (2017): 179] 

This makes it difficult for the minority to have their say. It result to the individuals in the minority side being unable to  do things by themselves and the majority happens to decide what is going to be implemented and what is not to be implemented. In this case, the minority person become ashamed and contradicts their will to resist. It then becomes difficult for them to think freely hence becoming slaves of the majority[footnoteRef:3]. [3:  Chakravarti, Sonali. "Mature Enough to Disobey: Jurors, Women, and Radical Enfranchisement in Tocqueville’s Democracy in America." Law, Culture and the Humanities (2016): 1743872116648279.
] 

In Tocqueville view, the power of majority would distort the every sphere of human life because when the majority reaches to the hearts and minds of the citizens, they will not be able to question the authority on what they feel is not right or does not cover their interests thus silencing the minority which will in turn culminates in cessation of thinking. We see this every day in our modern world. It is evident that to stand against the majority is basically ruining oneself.
Tocqueville also foresaw that the tastes and opinions of the majority would occupy every sphere of sentiment and thoughts. For instance, he foresaw that the majority would never have the taste of portraying great individuals doing great things[footnoteRef:4]. In the earlier ages and centuries, art used to be a picture representation of the connection between man and the natural order which he belongs to.  He foresaw that the in our modern world, art would go in the direction of the taste if the majority where it would abstract that focuses on color and shape. [4:  De Toqueville, A., 2017. On Democracy in America (Vol. 1). Sheba Blake Publishing.
] 

With that said, it is apparent that the influence in the mind of democracy as well as the majority isolates and weakens individuals. Isolating and weakening people create room for oppression. Therefore, as long as the majority is in power, the minority will always be oppressed. In this case, the majority which forms the government degrade the people rather than destroying their bodies[footnoteRef:5]. The majority then takes Citizen’s free will and their capacity to think and act which turns them to a heard of industrious and timid animals in which the majority or rather the government is the shepherd. In our modern world, countries like china and Russia are a good example of Tocqueville’s prediction. The free will to think and act is taken away from these countries’ citizens and their governments decide and act for them. The government is the sole shepherd. [5:  De Toqueville, A., 2017. On Democracy in America (Vol. 1). Sheba Blake Publishing.
] 

Tocqueville did not only foresee the problems that the tyranny of majority would bring to the common citizens, he on the other hand recommended or rather prescribed some solutions that would enable the common citizen to somehow live free even if not fully. For instance, he assumed that the individuals that would happen to read his prescient book would understand that the defects of the modern democracy would require attention and careful management[footnoteRef:6]. Tocqueville hoped that citizens would live to preserve for the individual, bit of independence remaining, the force and the originality. [6:  Fraile, Pedro. "Fiscal pessimism in historical perspective: Tocqueville revisited." (2016).
] 

In our modern world, the policies that our lawmakers implement may not look at the benefits the policies will have at their home district. On the other hand, they look at the policy’s long term effects on securing the freedom and rights. This would make individuals stronger more independent and able to resist the tyranny of majority.
My thoughts
In my opinion, the majority will always have their way regardless of whether the minority will have their say. The majority having their way in our modern world involves the the government or other authorities that are democratically supported by the majority make laws and policies or rather take actions that benefit that majority without regard for the rights or the welfare of the minority. This is happening in our modern world. Despite the fact that democracy is maturing in most of the countries of the world, it is still impossible for the minority to stand in the way of majority successfully. 
Democracy may have grown to the level of having the minority questioning the authority in our modern world but it is in very rare cases that the minority will triumph over the majority. Therefore, it is apparent that the minority at all times will always be oppressed by the majority. This weakens the citizens and becomes problematic for individuals to have the free will to act resist and think freely. 
The minority will always live to be dictated by the majority, policies will be made for the benefit of the majority without regard for the welfare of minority. In other words, the minority will always be like the slaves of the majority. Therefore, being the slaves of the majority, the minority will always be silenced which will eventually culminate to cessation of thinking and breaking of the will to resist or act. 
However, individuals and administrations of the past era are not the same as those of the modern world. Although a lot has been inherited from old regimes, at the same time a lot has changed in terms of people understanding of power and rights.  The minority has pushed to a lot of amendments in the constitution in different regimes where as much as the majority will always have their way, the constitution has Acts that protect the rights of the minority. Therefore, the majority regardless of their power cannot just violate the rights of the other subjects. The constitution protects them in one way or another.
 It is therefore imperative to note that as regimes change, the minority will always try to find their way of fighting for the protection of the rights of its subjects. This fight reduces the level or the chances in which the majority violate the rights of the minority.  However, this is not to mean that the majority will not always have their way. The majority will always have their way and the minority will have their say. 
In my opinion, the idea of democracy where the majority wins is better than dictatorship.  At least the people get to choose the leaders and the lives they want. In any democracy, there must be the majority and the minority. It is better for the minority to suffer the oppression of the majority in a democratic regime because at least there is a constitution that protects them, and the minority can use to defend themselves. This is better than dictatorship where a whole country is held at ransom by a few powerful individuals. In this case, almost the entire country is oppressed silenced and their will to resist or act is broken. In a democratic regime, the minority will at least have their say if not their way. In dictatorial regime, citizens do not even get to say anything. 
Why I agree with Tocqueville predictions
In regard to the tyranny of majority in our modern world, there are a lot of events and occurrences taking place in the United States and the world that Tocqueville predicted. For instance; the America’s place in the world, Tocqueville correctly thought that the then developing America was the way of the future and for this reason, he foresaw that Europe would never be restored to its greatness again. However he hoped that this could serve as the cultural storehouse of the west[footnoteRef:7]. The United States today is a role model for many countries of the world. Majority of the world leaders copy the American ways and values as well as the way of life and try to implement them in their countries. In other words, he foresaw that America would serve as an example to the world. Tocqueville correctly predicted this and its happening. [7:  Fraile, Pedro. "Fiscal pessimism in historical perspective: Tocqueville revisited." (2016).
] 

Tocqueville also foresaw the Russian despotism thinking that Russia was not morally exhausted like Europe. He predicted that it would bring about new and massive tyranny. He predicted that Russia and America would one day hold the destinies of half of the world in their hands. This is taking place today. It is evident that Russia and America today are the two powerful nations that hold destinies of majority of the countries of the world in their hands basically in terms of everything ranging from trade, finance and even superiority. 
In regard to the power of majority, Tocqueville correctly thought that the power of majority would distort every sphere of human life because majority reaches into citizen’s hearts and minds. In this case, the citizen’s will to resist would be broken, the will to question the authority would be broken too and it would be difficult for citizen’s to think for themselves. In today’s world, what the majority feels is right is what is implemented at the expense of the minority. This happens in the United States and the majority of the countries of the world. 
The citizens cannot think for themselves, they cannot question the authority and cannot resist even if what is being implemented is against their will. We see this daily in our modern world. It is evident that standing against the authority is ruining oneself. In the event the majority want to make policies that only put their interests above, regardless of whether the minority’s rights and interests are at expense, the policies will still be made because it has support of the majority of the subjects.
Voting is the way to elect leaders in our modern world. It is evident that in voting, the majority takes the day and its subjects become the administrators. From this point, the minority becomes the oppressed and their interests are no longer a concern[footnoteRef:8]. So as the administration run the government, in most cases, in the event the minority tries to question the authority, they end up in ‘hot soup’. For this reason, they are silenced and they slowly adapt to becoming the oppressed and slaves of the majority. [8:  Morrow, Elizabeth. Democracy in America. Macat Library, 2017.
] 

Biases
In today’s America, the people that the Americans and historians perceive as the majority are the White Americans. If looked deeper, the political majority within America would be the white men. It is unfortunate from a social standpoint. From an outsider point of view, one would notice that America is run by white men. One would argue that this is tyrannical in nature. When Tocqueville was talking about the tyranny of majority he was basically talking about the white American man which is both gender and racial biased.


Criticism
            Despite the fact that the majority have their way and most of their preferences are implemented in the system, the minority which consist of the people that have different views regarding what is being implemented in the system have their say. Since democracy is maturing in majority of the countries of the world, citizens can resist things that they feel are not favorable for the common citizen[footnoteRef:9]. Therefore, Tocqueville prediction regarding breaking the will to resist and question the authority is partly invalidated because there is democratic growth taking place in the modern world. [9:  Nyirkos, Tamás. The Tyranny of the Majority: History, Concepts, and Challenges. Routledge, 2018.
] 

Additionally, some of the senses in Tocqueville predictions do not hold up in today’s America. For instance, when a party or individual is wronged in the U.S, it is difficult to determine to whom one can apply for a redress and succeed. For example if it’s to the public opinion, the public opinion constitutes the majority. If the application is made to the legislature, the legislature represents the majority and therefore obeys it and if it is made to the executive power, the executive power is appointed by the majority and therefore serves as passive hands in its hands.
If the majority always wins, let’s look at it this way, majority of the American Citizens voted for Hillary Clinton and yet she lost. It is evident that the majority of Americans do not support the current president but he is the one still declaring the executive orders that are actually going unchecked through the courts and the legislative branch. In other words, in the modern world, it is more of a cruel cycle of ideology where the individuals with money funding those that have power to ensure that the rich minority is represented over the general U.S population. However, Tocqueville’s critiques are given in the spirit of friendship because all he wanted the people to constantly remember is that a nation cannot remain strong for a long time where most of the citizens are weak or their free will has been broken.
Conclusion
The moral power of the majority makes individuals to feel internally ashamed to contradict it which results to silencing them. The silencing then culminates in a termination of thinking making it difficult for individuals to think for themselves. It is important that citizens in our modern world learn that those in power, since they are composed of the majority will always make policies at the expense of the minority’s rights and interests[footnoteRef:10]. Since they make these policies and act in the name of the constitution, the minority should also rise up and call for amendments of the constitution that would protect them and also prevent the majority from acting or making policies any way they please without regard of the interests of the minority. Additionally, the minority in our modern world should not accept to be silenced they should speak out and fight for their rights and interests until they are free to act, resist and think for themselves.  [10:  Varacalli, John P. "American Civil Associations and the Growth of American Government: An Appraisal of Alexis de Tocqueville’s Democracy in America] 
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