POLITICAL SOCIOLOGY  
(or All About Democracy)

Fall 2004
During the past three decades many countries experienced major changes in the ways they were governed and in many of them the new regimes were calling themselves democracies. By the early 1990s many social scientists were of the view that more people in more parts of the world were living under democratic rule than ever before in human history. A decade later, some social scientists were raising questions about the quality of these new democracies and publics in many countries – and not just the newer cases – were expressing disappointment with their political institutions. Scholars continued to grapple with classical questions about the sources of democracy but the sudden burst of democratization of the late twentieth century also inspired some new ways of thinking about these processes. After three decades of reflection, there are some signs of the emergence of still newer directions in theory and research.
Topics and readings:

1. (Sept 1) Introduction

2. (Sept 8) 1950s optimism – a synthesis 

--- Seymour Martin Lipset, Political Man, chs. 2, 3, 4, 5 

3. 1960s and 1970s pessimism 
A synthesis challenged: a. The variety and vigor of nondemocratic (or antidemocratic?) regimes

---Juan Linz, Totalitarian and Authoritarian Regimes, pp. 1-142 (Sept 15)
---Linz, T&AR, rest of book (Sept 22)

4. (Sept 29) A synthesis challenged: b. An enduring undemocratic culture as part of the key to, of all things, democracy

--- Arend Lijphart, The Politics of Accomodation 

[photocopies needed]

       5. (Oct 6) A synthesis challenged: c. Modernization against democracy, and . . . 

---  David Collier, “Overview of the Bureaucratic-Authoritarian Model,” in Collier, ed., The New Authoritarianism in Latin America 
 d. . . . democracy where nobody’s theory expects it, or there are more person-years of democracy in Asia than in Europe, but why?
--- Jyotirindra Das Gupta, “India; Democratic Becoming and Developmental Transition”, in Larry Diamond, Juan Linz and Seymour Martin Lipset, ed., Politics in Developing Countries (2nd ed.) 

[photocopies needed]

6. (Oct 13) A synthesis challenged:
The variety and vigor of challenges to democracy (including propensities to self-destruction) 
----Juan Linz, The Breakdown of Democratic Regimes: Crisis, Breakdown and Reequilibration)

7. New directions in research, current controversies (some old), new directions in the history of democracy

a. (Oct 20) As good as it gets: democracy may not work very well, but everything else is a lot worse 
--- Richard Rose,  William Mishler, and Chrisian Haerpfer, Democracy and its Alternatives. Understanding Post-Communist Societies  

b. (Oct 27) Democracy ain’t what it used to be . . . and never was 
--- Michael Schudson, The Good Citizen 
d. (Nov 3) A democratic malaise: not just broken back, illiberal, new, shaky, and dubious cases but maybe all democracies have disaffected citizens 
---- Susan J. Pharr and Robert Putnam, introductory chapter in their edited collection Disaffected Democracies. What’s Troubling the Trilateral Countries

----- issue on disaffection of Studies in Comparative International Development 32(3) 1997: introductory survey essay by Dogan and article on Spain by Montero et al.
--- collection of articles on “How People View Democracy” in Journal of Democracy 12, 2001 (January) by Richard Rose; Michael Bratton and Robert Mattes; Marta Lagos; and Yun-han Chu, Larry Diamond, and Doh Chu Shin, pp. 93-145.

e. (Nov 10) Democracy as a deal. Democracy as an elite creation. Democracy as an elite deal. 

--- John Higley and Richard Gunther, eds., Elites and Democratic Consolidation in Latin America and Southern Europe (introduction, conclusion plus chapters on Spain, Colombia etc, Brazil, and Portugal 

--- Ruth Collier, Paths Toward Democracy: The Working Class and Elites in Western Europe and South America, pp *** to be assigned ***  

f. (Nov 17) Democracy and a civic culture, whatever that is

--- Robert Putnam,  Making Democracy Work: Civic Traditions in Modern Italy 
g. (Dec 1) Democracy as a moving target, or democracy has to be reinvented (as always) 
--- John Markoff, Waves of democracy. Social Movements and Political Change

--- “Margins, Centers and Democracy: The Paradigmatic History of Women’s Suffrage,” Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society 29, 2003, pp. 85-116.

h. (December 8) Concepts: can we, and should we, be aiming for more accurate measurement and/ or more precise concepts? 
Collier and Levitsky, “Democracy with Adjectives”, World Politics 49 (3) 1997, pp. 430-451

Mainwaring, Brinks, and Pérez-Liñan, “Classifying Political Regimes in Latin America, 1945-1999”, Studies in Comparative International Development 36, pp. 37-65

Linz and Stepan, “Toward Consolidated Democracies”, Journal of Democracy 7(2) (1996), pp. 14-33

Andreas Schedler, “What is Democratic Consolidation?”, Journal of Democracy 9(2), 1998, pp. 91-107

Schedler, “Measuring Democratic Consolidation”, Studies in Comparative International Development 36 (2001), pp. 66-92

O’Donnell, “Illusions about Consolidation”, Journal of Democracy 7 (1996), pp. 34-51

Markoff, “A Moving Target: Democracy”, courtesy of e-mail

i. (Dec 15) Democracy beyond the states? Impossible, inevitable, devoid of meaning? 
--- selected chapters in Bruce Morrison, ed, Transnational Democracy in Critical and Comparative Perspective. Democracy’s Range Reconsidered
What students have to do:

· Read

· Formulate questions. To this end, as preparation for each week’s discussions, develop one question about the reading you would hope to see tackled in our session. Send me that question by e-mail by 5 o’clock the day before and I will distribute our collective question collection to the group. Questions may be of a i)theoretical, ii) historical, iii) methodological, iv)critical, v) social science fictional, or v)utterly clueless character. (Examples of each: i) How can what x argues be made compatible with a structural perspective? ii) What x has to say doesn’t fit at all my understanding of what actually happened in the history of democracy in Lechistan – are there any examples that do fit somewhere?; iii) What x argues is very interesting, but how on earth can we get any relevant data?; iv) What x says about z doesn’t seem compatible with what she or he says about y. Is there any sense to this argument? v); if x is right we should expect to see movements of such and such a form over the next century. How confident may we be in such a prediction? vi) I have no idea what x means when she or he talks about such and such. . . Help!

· Make an oral introduction to the class on one week’s readings. Each participant will take turns getting our discussion started by a presentation that will be centered on explaining what contribution some reading or readings is trying to make to our ongoing discussion of movements. If time permits the presentation may also include a critical assessment of success and failure, but what is essential is to use your 15 minutes (absolute max!!!) to explain how your readings are related to our other readings: do they refute, correct, or improve on some other approach? Do they offer a new interpretation of familiar facts or ideas? Do they offer new evidence in support of or in refutation of familiar ideas? Do they fill a gap in the literature? (A theoretical, methodological, conceptual, historical, geographic or other gap?)

· Complete a paper by the last scheduled class. The paper (20 double spaced pages max, not including bibliography) may be one of four varieties:

· a study of some aspect of democracy that involves some analysis of some sort of data

· a proposal for research that will involve some collection of data

· a discussion of a particular theoretical question about democracy in light of the comparative literature 

· something else that you talk me into. It is very easy to talk me into something that has a significant empirical component; it is practically impossible to talk me into something that is purely conceptual (e.g., “what did Marx really mean by x?” is not going to fly but “what sorts of evidence will illuminate whether Marx’s ideas explain the establishment of democracy in country X?” will warm my heart)

