POLI STUDY GUIDE
2.1- COLONIZATION TO DECOLONIZATION
Textbook Chapter 1- Understanding Underdevelopment
CHAPTER 1: UNDERSTANDING UNDERDEVELOPMENT
-LDC: Less Developed Countries
	-eg. Africa, Asia, the Middle East, the Caribbean, and Latin America
-most political scientists use the term “developing nations/areas.”
-the term Third World suffers from a lot of imprecision. 
-MNC: Multinational Corporation
-IMF: International Monetary Fund 
-NIC: Newly Industrializing Country 
-NGO: non-governmental organizations
-while most developing countries suffer from economic underdevelopment, NICs are no longer economically underdeveloped. 
-common characteristics of most developing countries:
	-economic underdevelopment
-the most salient commonality among underdeveloped countries is their poverty. At the national level, this is manifested by some combination of low GDP (gross domestic product), highly unequal income distribution, poor infrastructure (including communications and transportation), limited use of modern technology, and low consumption of energy. At the grassroots level, economic underdevelopment connotes widespread scarcity, substantial unemployment, substandard housing, poor health conditions, and inadequate nutrition. 
-the percentage of the population dying young is highest among the world’s poorest countries. 
	-social underdevelopment
-Third World poverty tends to correlate with poor social conditions like high infant mortality and low literacy rates, which in turn narrow opportunities for human development in other areas. 
-an educated workforce contributes to higher labour productivity. improved education also expands mass political participation and contributes to greater gov’t accountability to the governed.  T countries with higher literacy rates are more likely to attain and maintain democratic gov’t. 
-Human Development Index (HDI)
	-political underdevelopment 
-many political scientists have concluded that democracy and some degree of socioeconomic equality must be understood as integral parts of political development. 
-there's a relationship between the components of development: political, economic, and social underdevelopment are interrelated b/c more economically advanced countries can better educate their populations and provide them with superior health care. As educated citizenry, in turn, contributes to further economic growth and participates in politics more responsibly. Responsive and legitimate gov’ts, constrained by competitive elections, are more likely to educate their citizens and to make informed economic decisions. 

the causes of underdevelopment
-what are the causes of underdevelopment? Well, it depends on what theory is answering that question. 
-theories that attribute Third World political unrest or economic backwardness to traditional cultural values generally come from the US or other developed nations. 
-dependency theory and world systems theory: see Western exploitation as the root cause of Third World underdevelopment. 
-modernization theory vs dependency theory (offers a more radical perspective on development). 
1. modernization theory
	-the importance of cultural values. 
-how can developing countries become economically and politically modernized comparable to the West? Developing nations have to acquire modern cultural values and create modern political and economic institutions. 
-transforming traditional cultures is the first and most crucial step in the modernization process. 
	-Weber, Parsons
-traditional values (somewhat irrational, ie caste system, unscientific) vs modern values (modern men and women tend to judge each other by universalistic standards (ie hire, vote for, etc)
-how can a traditional society make the transition to modernity? How does  a culture modernize its values? Using education, urbanization, and the spread of mass media as central agents of change. As peasants move to cities, as more children attend schools that teach modern values, and as more citizens access the mass media, culture modernization will progress. 
-what is also important is the diffusion of modern ideas form highly industrialized nations (especially the West) to the developing world and from city to countryside within the Third World. 
-foreign aid and institutions (ie Peace Corps) can help speed this process. 
-at the same time, when developing countries modernize they need to also create more specialized and complex political and economic institutions to complement those cultural changes. 
-modernizing societies also need trained bureaucracies, which base professional advancement on merit rather than personal connections and make decisions according to uniform and consistent standards. 
2. dependency theory
	-the core and the periphery
-dependentistas (dependency theorists) believe that Third World nations cannot follow in the same path as the developed nations did b/c the developed countries changed the situation that the developing countries are in. the world is a different place for the developing countries today than it was when the now-developed countries were developing. 
Compare and contrast
-early modernization theorists overemphasized the internal causes of underdevelopment, dependency theorists erroneously attributed virtually all of the Third World’s problems to external economic factors. 

Clapham – The Colonial State and its Demise
European colonialism:
· European colonialism and the creator of political and economic order
· Most third world countries today, were at one point colonized by one European power or another 
· This created a sort of similarity between them (a subordinate position)
· This countries must accept the notion that the European countries will always be influential in regard to the rest of the world 
· The former colonies must now try to live up to the standards of statehood the European countries have set
The imposition of colonial rule:
· Colonisation was not all at the same time worldwide, ie Latin America was colonised and decolonised before the first countries in Africa were colonised 
· Colonisation took different forms depending on 3 things:
· The colonised state
· What the colonisers wanted out of this colony
· How the colonised reacted and the social organisation within that state
· The European had inventions that would help them with this quest ( ocean-sailing ships)
· They could reach most of the world, when barely any other countries could reach them
· They wanted to find places that were rich in order to exploit them:
· Phase 1: the rich and weak (easily exploitable) – Latin America
· Phase 2: the rich but not easily exploitable – Asia
· Phase 3: the poor and weak – Africa
· Phase 1: Colonisations in the Americas was marked with its brutality – some indigenous population were wiped out completely, and those minorities that remained are socially and economically behind that they are likely to remain in a subordinate position
· The extermination of the indigenous peoples, led to a large number of external settlement 
· Mostly this settlement took place in the non-tropical areas (US and Canada) which led to their massive economic development and position as a first world country
· The tropical areas were used to grow crops, and the labourers who worked in them were imported from African countries and after decolonisation left there
· Phase 2:This violence was not to as much a large extend in Asia, as the populations were much larger and hence not easily wiped out – the indigenous peoples much stronger than those in the Americas and so were able to resist
· Europeans felt the need to befriend neighbours-> inland colonisation -> Asia 
· Some countries were politically taken over completely – India 
· Few were able to remain independent – China and Japan
· Phase 3:Colonisation in the middle east slowed down by the ottoman empire 
· Even after the fall of the empire the effect on the colonised was much more subtle due to the Arab/Islamic identity that was present in the entire region 
· Scramble for Africa: came late in the 19th century, because land was hard to penetrate and there was no evident richness in the country (except labour(slaves))
· The colonisation was rapid and random, ignoring borders of the present civilisation and created new borders that later became the state borders
The structure of colonial government:
· Different colonial theories and justifications for colonisation 
· Changed Fluid frontiers-> fixed borders as we know them today impeding any development that did not happen along those lines 
· Colonialism established political systems in each of the territories 
· This establishment needed force to be put in place 
· Some colonies required more force than others (depending on resistance (barely any in Africa))
· The power came from above – the colonial rule over the colonised- there was no chance or point to resist
· Introduction of colonial economy -  enforcing taxes and controlling the cash economy (internal dependence)
· Introduction of new social attitudes and institutions – spread of colonial language thorough schooling and other institutions (external penetration)  separation from territories under different colonial rule
· Liberation from this new political order and its institutions was not in destroying them, but in taking them from the colonial power
· Differences in colonial order can be understood through:
· Behaviour and societies of indigenous people and the way they are structured
· Economic impact of colonisation
· Policies and practices of the colonial powers 
· Many European countries has colonies, but they were smaller in range, or not maintained for a long time 
· The most significant colonies were those of France and England that were spread out on several continents 
· For British the justification of colonial rule was: civilisation – the values of the coloniser should be transferred c onto the colonised (sense of superiority)
· For French colonisation the main idea was assimilation – the systems of the indigenous were poor but the indigenous themselves were valuable and so they were presented with an opportunity to become Frenchmen
· None-racialist idea, as it believed that the fault was with the system and not the genetic buildup of the people 
· Very hard to implement, required a lot of resources
· Assumed that indigenous people would readily abandon their values and beliefs and replace them by French ones – which was not true for most areas 
· Idea of assimilation cooled down to association 
· Association being achieved by working with local powers (Muslim Brotherhood in Senegal)
· These idea created an educated indigenous elite, these assimilate individuals were give the opportunity of political advancement 
· The colonies had representation in the capital
· For the British coloniser the idea of assimilation was not an option:
· Colonies will never be British 
· British were there to make sure the colonise gained their independence when they were deemed ready for it 
· British used indirect rule – appointing a native to govern a certain part of the colony
· Some degree was less moderate than French colonialism as the amount of colonisers in the British colonies were much less than those in the French
· The elite were not presented any special position  anticolonial movement
Non-colonial states 
· Only a few countries were able to escape colonial rule: Iran, Ethiopia and Thailand 
· They were affected but their colonised neighbour 
· Built their own institutions – required great leadership to maintain stat-building and keep colonisers away
· Most violent upheavals took place there – as the countries were taken over by monarchs, giving only little or no room for political participation 


Nationalism and decolonisation
The decline of western European colonialism 
· Decolonisation was rapid – by 1960s almost all countries decolonised, by 1980s only a few micro-colonies left
· Shift of power away from European countries and toward the US, Soviet Block and China
· European powers demotivated to maintain colonies, partly because they had suffered a lot during the War and had to rebuild their own countries so maintaining these colonies was costly and partly because the idea of colonialism did not match with their ideas of democracy 
· Decolonisation took different forms according to the colonial power, The British decided to cut their losses and leave when they thought there was significant anti-colonial movement, the French on the other hand would not leave easily and face the movements by recruiting military and fighting against these movements
· The world war II occupations shattered the illusion of imperial invincibility and so gave rise to anti-colonial movements 
The nationalist movement
· Rise of the nationalist movement looking onto the post-colonial future rather the pre-colonial past 
· Intending to build on the institution left by the colonised power and implicitly in a way build the state according to western standards 
· The leaders of these movements were for the most part individuals who had largely been affected by colonisation (educated, worked and lived in the coloniser’s countries) ie Gandhi (educated and worked in London)
· Several stages of the movement:
· Stage one: the westernised leaders asked for equal rights as Europeans and wanted restriction for traditional institution 
· Stage two: political independence from colonised and self-government though putting mostly elite in the positions holding political power  
· Stage 3: Mass movement - the elite were sometimes calmed by given smaller position within the colonies, but they were not satisfied with those and mobilised the masses against the colonial rule – grievance was as an accelerator of the mass movement
- The mass movements were often separated based on goals and aspiration of smaller groups within 
- what they had in common was enthusiasm and some level of efficiency although no real ideological direction – led by petty bourgeoisie
-  In some African countries where the petty bourgeoisie had no presence political parties who make deals with the local leaders in order to get their people’s votes 
· as independence got closer, the prize (the state) became clearer and clearer causing tension between groups – the competition varying from one between individuals to one between religions or ethnic groups
· some states had one monopolising political party, other a big political party and a smaller oppositions, other two equally large political parties 
· the two-party system depended on coherence among the party leader ie Jamaica’s JLP and PNP leaders were cousins
· some countries mostly in African mobilised according to region but also ethnic group -> division within the country, North and south as in Nigeria, or India/Pakistan
· mobilisation based on division has lasting effects 
The colonial response and the transfer of power:
· nationalist movement natural reaction to the alienness and injustice of colonialism 
· in order to get rid of them, they had to work with them 
· they wanted the support of the people, but also wanted a peaceful takeover of government laid down my colonisers 
· nationalists have to find the balance between working with the people and working with the colonial power 
· if nationalist work too much for government their rivals will replace them ie what happened to the United Gold Coast Convention (Ghana)
· and if they work too much with the people – the movement may get too violent, and the government may decide to work with another nationalist group 
· they must find the balance among the two
· the peacefulness of the transition depend on the colonial power and their readiness to leave the country, which depended on:
· the state having a what the colonial power deemed a good successor and no irrespossible one 
· if the colonial power believed there to be no good successor they would try to find one themselves 
· the colonial powers adjusted the constitution to their benefit and as the countries gained independence they re-changed them to suit the countries needs 
· failures of decolonisation for Britain (Zimbabwe and south Africa)
· failures of decolonisation for France (Algeria and Indo-china)
· referendums were held in French colonies although not Algeria that offered independence on very disadvantageous terms or continued association with France (only Guinea agreed)
· Guinea and Ghana started the trend of African decolonisation – although now the French learnt to keep a stronger hold on their former colonies 
· Not all decolonisation was peaceful, Portugal did not want to leave its colonies, netither did France from Algeria and Indochina 
· This led to a violent and brutal road to independence that was anything but peaceful
Jules ferry 1884 speech on French colonial rule:
· Jules ferry French prime minister (1880-1881) & (1883-1885)
· Three aspects to colonialism: - economic, civilization and political and patriotic
· Desperate need to colonize because French need places to export goods (outlets) because:
· Germans have put up barriers to trade
· Americans are exporting their own things to France
· They need Tunisia and Madagascar and Indochina to have port and harbors to make sure trade and exportation were possible as their ships could only make it to limited distances 
·  The superior have a right to rule over the inferior 
· As the better ones it is their duty to do so (to civilize them and create better communities and not to abuse them with slavery)
· The French must not give up the idea of colonialism, it takes much less time than people would imagine for them to sink in rank 

Capt. F. D. Lugard: The Rise of Our East African Empire, 1893:
· must go forward and shrink in front of responsibility
· trustees of the future of the human race 
· duty that was forced on the English 
· countries will continue to incur costs in their colonized areas and they development, but will do so willingly because of promises of a better future
· they also fulfil their obligations as shown in the Brussels treaty stating that there should be no more slavery and that developed countries must help the developing to realize the goal of development to 
· missions have played a big role in the expansion in Africa 
· medical and industrial missions being the most important 
· in these countries the medicine man ( a man who had knowledge of healing herbs but also a magical connection with a higher authority) was respected and followed by many
· as the medical missionaries came and were able to cure with their modern medicine, they were granted access to the homes and lives of the indigenous 
· they gained their trust and became a source of advice 
· this put the medical missionaries in an advantageous position allowing them to introduce ideas of Christianity that would have otherwise not been accepted 
· the industrial mission depends on the colonized population, some more eager than others to learn, all the different things they can learn will make them more productive and hence increase surplus and award them a higher standard of living 
· instruction whether secular or religious is wasted on adults, as they are stuck in their traditions and prejudice and these only hardly ever fall away 
· instruction at the younger age – ie the new generation will yield much higher results and in return these educated children will grow up to ensure that their children also be instructed 
· the established church of Scotland took on a mission in Blantyre 
· the conditions at his place were different from those elsewhere 
· it was a country that was depopulated, this led to some difficulties
· the little colony became a model of what colonies could be like ( disciplined, orderly, neat, children clad with spotless clothes)
· so good that even chiefs of neighbouring areas sent their children to study there 
· they even went to the colonist for advice and followed it
· natives came from many far away tribes at the prospect of earning a secure wage
· administrative missions can only be in places where there is no political power and only for short periods
· and once administration is established, they should be left to rule their own country without mission intervention
· missionaries are influential and respected once they show their positions to be highly superior than that of the native  
· missionaries who believe they will be more respected by taking on the nature of the native are completely wrong – this way the natives will think this missionary is himself inferior in his own country and they will refuse to listen and respect what he says
· the secret to the strength of the missionary is his assertion of his elevated position, once this is lost we has nothing left to help him
· the African is like a late born child who must be brought up and schooled, he has both good and bad in him and the decision-maker of which of these two takes over is chosen is the cultural influence he receives 

Samuel Huntington- The Clash of Civilizations (Conference)
According to Samuel Huntington, the famous historian, the post cold war world is one of seven or eight major civilizations. Cultural commonalities and differences shape the interests, antagonisms and associations of states. The most important countries in the world come from different civilizations. The local conflicts most likely to escalate into broader wars are those between groups and states from different civilizations. The key issues on the international agenda involve differences among civilizations. Huntington emphasizes that human history is the history of civilization. It is impossible to think of the development of humanity in any other terms. 

His hypothesis: fundamental source of conflict in post cold war world will not be primarily ideological or economic. The dominating source will be cultural. Principal conflicts of global politics will occur between nations and groups of different civilizations. 
Civilizations are meaningful entities and while the lines between them are seldom sharp, they are real. Civilizations are dynamic; they rise and fall.

Huntington has identified seven major contemporary civilizations: 
 
Sinic; 
Japanese; 
Hindu; 
Islamic; 
Western; 
Latin American; 
African

Why civilizations will clash?
Differences among civilizations are basic. Differences are product of centuries, different history, language, culture, tradition and most important religion. This creates different perspectives on many social structural issues.
Interactions between peoples of different civilizations are increasing; causing it to intensify the consciousness of civilization and awareness of differences.
Economic modernizations and social change throughout the world are separating people from their local identities. Religion moves in to fill this gap, in the form of fundamentalist movement.
Growth of civilization consciousness is enhanced by the West being at a peak of power. Power of West confronts non-Wests that increasingly have the desire to shape the world in non-Western ways. (i.e. Asianization in Japan, Hinduization of India, re-Islamization of Middle East, and etc.)
Cultural characteristics and differences are less mutable and less easily compromised and resolved than political and economic ones. (A person can be half-French and half-Arab but it is more difficult to be half-Catholic and half-Muslim)
Economic regionalism is increasing. On the one hand Successful economic regionalism will reinforce civilization-consciousness. On the other hand economic regionalism may succeed only when it is rooted in common civilization.

The clash of civilization occurs at two levels
Micro-level: adjacent groups along the fault lines (boundaries of civilizations) between civilizations struggle over the control of territory and each other.
Macro-level: states from different civilizations compete for relative military and economic power, struggle over the control of international institutions and third parties, and competitively promote their particular political and religious values.

The fault lines between civilizations
Conflict along the fault line between Western and Islamic civilizations has been going on for 1,300 years. The conflict between Islam and the West has intensified in the late twentieth century due to the following reasons: 
 
Population growth has generated large numbers of unemployed and disaffected young people. 
They become recruits to Islamist causes, exert pressure on the neighbouring societies and migrate to the west. 

The Islamic resurgence has given Muslims a renewed confidence in the distinctive character and worth of their civilization and values compared to those of the west. 

The West’s tendency to dominate and universalize its values has created resentment among Muslims. 

The collapse of communism removed a common enemy of the west and Islam. Each is now perceived as the major threat to the other. 

The increasing contact between and intermingling of Muslims and Westerners stimulate in each a new sense of their own identity and how it differs from that of the other. Interaction and intermingling also exacerbate differences over the rights of the members of one civilization in a country dominated by members of the other civilization. 

The economic development of Asia and the growing self confidence of Asian societies are disrupting international politics in at least three ways. 
Economic development can led to strengthening of military capabilities and allow those issues to surface which had been buried during the cold war. 
Economic development will led to more intense conflicts between the West, especially the US and Asian societies. 
The Chinese influence will increase. Countries will either bandwagon with China or attempt to accommodate this large country. 
 
Fault line wars go through processes of intensification, expansion, containment, interruption and rarely, resolution. These processes usually begin sequentially but they also often overlap and may be repeated. Once started, fault line wars, like other communal conflicts, tend to take on a life of their own and to develop in an action-reaction pattern. Previously multiple and casual identities become focused and hardened. Communal conflicts are appropriately termed ‘identity wars’. As violence increases, the initial issues at stake tend to get redefined more exclusively as ‘us’ against them and group cohesion and commitment are enhanced. Political leaders expand and deepen their appeals to ethnic and religious loyalties. Civilization consciousness strengthens in relation to other identities. A hate dynamic emerges, in which mutual fears, distrust and hatred feed on each other. Each side dramatizes and magnifies the distinction between the forces of virtue and the forces of evil.

The west versus the rest
The west differs from other civilizations in that it has had an overwhelming impact on all the other civilizations that have existed since 1500. It also started off the process of modernization and industrialization. Other societies are now attempting to catch up with the west in wealth and modernity. The development of the west to date has however not deviated significantly from the revolutionary patterns common to civilizations throughout history. The Islamic resurgence and the economic dynamism of Asia demonstrate that other civilizations are alive and well. And at least potentially threatening to the west. A major war between the west and these civilizations or a gradual relative decline of the west cannot be ruled out. Alternatively, the west could go through a period of revival, reverse its declining influence in world affairs and reconfirm its position as the leader whom other civilizations follow and imitate. 

Conclusion
It will require an effort to identify elements of commonality between Western and other civilizations. For the relevant future, there will be no universal civilization, but instead a world of different civilizations, each of which will have to learn to coexist with the others.

Amartya Sen- What Clash of Civilizations? (Conference)
Amartya Sen: “What Clash of Civilizations? Why religious identity isn’t destiny.”
-many Muslims have an intense sensitivity about representation and derision of the prophet in the Western press (and the ridiculing of Muslim religious beliefs along with it)  the determined agitators evidently have the power to generate the kind of anger that leads immediately to violence. 
-stereotypes and stereotyped representations make huge groups of ppl in the world look peculiarly narrow and unreal and don’t fully capture the complexities of these huge groups of ppl. 
-the idea that Islamic identity is assumed to drown all other affiliations, priorities, and pursuits that a Muslin person may have. 
-a person can belong to many different groups, not just one, b/c religious affiliation is only one of the many groups that ppl associate themselves with. 
-to give an automatic priority to the Islamic identity of a Muslim person in order to understand his role in the civil society or in the world in general can result in profound misunderstandings. 
-we can’t just be trying to classify ppl into a single (religious) identity b/c this leads to divisiveness, misunderstandings, and can’t fully capture the complexities of the real world.
-huntington’s clash of civilizations is too singular a vision of the world. 
-huntington’s civilizational lines closely follow religious divisions, and he pays a singular attention to these religious divisions. 
-while religious categories are important, they can’t be assumed to obliterate other distinctions, and they certainly can’t be seen as the only relevant system of classifying ppl across the globe.  
-this isn’t a primal way to distinguish ppl, its just close-minded. 
-huntington’s singular classification on basically religious grounds has problems:
1. he overlooks the internal diversities within these civilizational categories
2. he also overlooks the reach and influence of interactions (intellectual as well as material/economic) that go right across the regional borders of so-called civilizations. 
-huntington’s view is reductionist. 
-the clash of civilizations hypothesis creates a straitjacket for both those who want to defend it and those who want to oppose it (while staying within huntington’s theoretical framework)
-increasing reliance on religion-based classification of the ppl of the world makes has several implications:
-it makes it hard to try to get global peace if you're working with huntington’s way of understanding the world of human beings. 
-it tends to make the western response to global terrorism and conflict very ham-handed b/c instead of showing respect for what (ie) Islamic ppl have done, the west tries to show respect for their religious books and the western policy is really aimed at trying to define (or redefine) Islam. 
-not only does focusing on religious classification make you miss other important aspects of ppl’s lives and their identities, but it also gives that much more authority to the religious authority and religious leaders. 
-religious or civilizational classification can be a source of belligerent distortion: ppl trying to change other ppl’s religions and trying to distort those religions for better or worse to achieve your own ends. 
-someone’s religion can’t be their all-encompassing and exclusive identity. 
-the response to Islamic fundamentalism and to the terrorism linked with it becomes confused when Huntington fails to distinguish between Islamic history and the history of the Muslim ppl. 
-Muslims have many different pursuits, and not all their priorities and values need to be placed within their singular identity of being Islamic. 
-even though Arab and Muslim ppl have made a lot of contributions to science and math, science and math tend to be put in the basket of “western science” which leaves ppl to mine their pride in religious depths. 
-Arab history has a many-sided richness and depth that Huntington basically ignores/overlooks. 
-your religious beliefs don’t always completely coincide with your political preferences, standings, ideas/values, etc. 
-a person can have strong religious faith (Islamic or other) along with tolerant politics. 
-the insistence (if only implicitly) on a choiceless singularity of human identity diminishes us all and also makes the world much more flammable. 
-instead, Sen suggests that the main hope of harmony in our world lies in the plurality of our identities, whci cut across each other and work against sharp divisions 
-T she’s not arguing that we’re all the same, but instead that we are all different and that we all have various sources of identity which enables us to work with other ppl from other “civilizations” 
-our shared humanity gets savagely challenged when our differences are narrowed into one devised system of uniquely powerful categorization
-we can reason and choose if we recognize that we/an individual has plural/multiple identities. 
-classifying the world according to 1 thing (religion) doesn’t accurately describe the world as it is in reality. 
-the descriptive weakness of choiceless singularity has the effect of hugely impoverishing the power and reach of our social and political reasoning, and the illusion of destiny has a heavy price. 
3.1- POLITICAL DEVELOPMENT
Textbook Chapter 2- The Explosion of Third World Democracy
Common characteristics between Tunisian and Egyptian Revolution:
· Long-term dictatorships had failed to address widespread unemployment and poverty 
· Extensive government corruption at the top 
· Opposition from either prodemocracy or Islamic political groups repressed 
· Young people formed backbone of both movements (29% of population between 15-29)
· Young professionals found ways of outwitting the security forces in order to mobilize and organize protest activity 
· Demonstrators were disciplined and nonviolent 
-In both Egypt and Tunisia—military has been a respected and popular institution—generals chose not to attack the demonstrators
· In Bahrain, Libya, Syria, Yemen—armed forces and police showed no reluctance 
-Factors bolstering other governments:
· Some Arab states have monarchs who enjoy considerable legitimacy, especially those that have introduced progressive reforms 
· Morocco, Jordan, Sultan of Oman
· Some regimes have such a repressive grip on society that it is nearly impossible to win/get off the ground
· Syria, Saudi Arabia, Iran
-Both Tunisia and Egypt under transitional military rule 
-The most sweeping democratic changes took place in Latin America (1978-1990)
· All but a few countries (Colombia, Costa Rica, Venezuela) had authoritarian governments
· 25 years later only Haiti and Cuba failed to establish functioning democracies 
· Democratic transitions grew out of extended negotiations between authoritarian government and opposition leaders (peaceful process)
· Two important advantages over Africa and Asia:
· Before military takeovers of ‘6os-‘70s the region had enjoyed Third World’s strongest democratic tradition
· Among first LDCs to achieve levels of literacy and economic development associated with stable democratic governments 

-Most political scientists characterize democracy procedurally—measured by the transparency and fairness of the essential procedures governing the election and behavior of government officials 
· Electoral democracies—countries that only meet the minimum democratic standard of universal suffrage 
· Semidemocracies—electoral democracies whose governments regularly repress civil liberties and breach the principles of a free society 
-Liberal democracies: political system that conforms to the following conditions: most of the country’s leading government officials are elected, there is universal or near-universal suffrage, elections are largely free of fraud and outside manipulation, opposition-party candidates have a realistic chance of being elected to important national offices, and civil liberties are respected 
· Also contain rule of law, civilian command over the armed forces, and vigorous civil society 
· Some scholars argue substantive democracy: fair and just policy outcomes (equal access to education/health services)
· Procedural democracy: tolerates gross economic inequalities, ethnic prejudice, or other social injustices 
-Democratic transition: process of moving from an authoritarian to a democratic regime 
-Democratic consolidation: process through which democratic norms and become accepted by all politically influential groups in society 
· Since 1960 fewer than half the transitions to democracy were consolidated 
-Since WWII:
· Middle Eastern nations—generally ruled by monarchs, all-powerful single parties, or dictatorial strongmen 
· Sub-Saharan nations—political systems dominated by single party, military dictatorships, or one-man rule 
· Asian nations—democracy faired somewhat better, military frequently aborted democratic process 
· Latin American nations—most successful in terms of democracy, stifled by military takeovers that were not dispelled until the ‘80s 

-Modernization theorists believed Asian/Africa states were insufficiently economically or socially developed to sustain democracy 
· Dependency theorists believed that democracy was unlikely to emerge because powerful industrialized nations and multinational corporations had allied with Third World elites to bolster unrepresentative governments 
-Traditionally, developing countries were unlikely to establish stable, democratic government unless they raised their per-capita incomes and reached a literacy rate of at least 50%
-Democratic Waves:
· First (1828-1926)—began under the influence of the American and French revolutions, brought to an end by the Great Depression 
· Largely confined to Europe and to former British colonies with primarily European populations 
· Second (1943-1962)—precipitated by the struggle against fascism during WWII and the subsequent demise of European colonialism in Africa, Asia, and the Middle East
· Democratic governments emerged in a number of LDCs—mostly electoral democracies
· Third Wave (1974-2011)—most dramatic transitions were in the Eastern and Central European communist bloc 
· First two democratic waves followed by periods of backsliding (reverse waves)
· No sign of major backsliding with third wave 
· Causes and consequences of the Third Wave:
· Economic crises that devastated LDCs in ‘80s reveal authoritarian regimes were no less effective 
· Dictatorships lack the legitimacy that free elections bestow on democratic governments—support depends heavily on job performance   
· Demise of Communist regimes in Eastern Europe exposed more clearly the deficiencies of ideology and behavior 

-Prerequisites for Democracy:
· Social and Economic Modernization
· Class Structure—large and vibrant middle class 
· An independent and influential middle class (bourgeoisie) is also essential for developing democracy 
· Barrington Moore’s three paths to modernization:
· Modernization led by strong state allied with powerful antidemocratic agricultural landowners and a bourgeoisie dependent on the state (Germany)
· Highly centralized state, a repressive landowning class, a weak bourgeoisie, and large and eventually rebellious peasantry (China) 
· Weaker state and strong bourgeoisie at odds with rural landowning elite (Britain)
· Political Culture: cultural beliefs, norms, and values relating to politics
· Important Democratic Values: 
· Armed forces and police must willingly submit to the command of democratically elected civilian authorities 
· Government and society must tolerate and legally protect dissident political beliefs 
· Protestant nations most likely to be democratic 
· Curse of Oil Wealth: almost all countries whose exports and government revenues are dominated by petroleum have been woefully unable to democratize 
· Petroleum industry in most oil-rich, developing countries is owned or largely controlled by the government—new oil wealth strengthens the power of the state, providing funds for the military and police and large government bureaucracies that offer patronage jobs to supporters
· Private-sector firms are heavily dependent on the state for credit, licenses, and the like—nations do not produce independent bourgeoisie 
· Middle class fails to challenge state power because so many of its members depend on jobs in the government bureaucracy      

-Democracy is most fragile in poor countries 
-Many new and reestablished democracies deal with executive-branch dominance over the national legislature 

-Diamond/Morlino Quality of Democracy Model:
· Procedural Dimensions: procedures used to elect government officials and the procedures that public officials use to govern must be honest, fair, and equitable 
· Participation
· Competition
· Accountability
· The Rule of Law   
· Substantive Dimensions: Quality democracies must pursue policies that advance
· Respect for Civil Liberties and the Pursuit of Freedom 
· Reductions in Political, Economic, and Social Inequalities 
· Result Dimensions: responsiveness 


Clapham- Third World States
The Third World State 
· Independence gave the right to new rulers to control all instruments of the government 
· Institutions created by the regime for its own use. The states were the key to the structure of third world politics 
· Distinguishing combination of power and fragility 
· Power is more evident 
· State is a structure of control – usually strongly hierarchal (originating from colonial sense) 
· Third world has to maintain itself by extracting resources from the domestic economy and from trade 
· Power over the state is the main idea, creating a quest for state power 
· Few third world countries have been able to transform into self-sufficient bureaucracies 
· Cannot/will not develop into a totalitarian structure of hierarchal control because it is so readily permeated by the society in which it exists 
· No merging of state and society with a shared set of values 
· State in its origins was the preserve of the dominant immigrant groups 
· Fragile because of lack of organic unity/shares values  weakness of legitimacy 
· Great majority of the third world state have survived (as opposed to being amalgamated or split) 

Neo-Patrimonialism 
· Authority comes from a widely accepted goal (think definition of authority) 
· Perhaps the basic problem of the third world state is its failure to approximate to a national-legal mode of operation 

Patrimonalism 
· Authority is ascribed to a person rather than an office holder 
· “Father over his children” 
· Not subordinates when lower on the political hierarchy 
· Neither leaders nor followers have defined power 
· Power matters on whose behald you exercise it 
· System is held together by an oath of loyalty 

· Third World states are not feudal systems; they’re characterized by neo-patrimonalism 
· Relationship types of patrimonlism pervade a political/administrative system which is generally constructed on rational-legal lines 
· Relationship of vassal and lord, not of subordinate and superior 

Corruption 
· Use of public powers in order to achieve private goals 
· Needs a distinction between public and private 
· Can’t exist in patrimonial system because there is no distinction 
· Neo-patrimonial, corruption does arise because the system is constructed on the principle of rational-legality 
· Problem with the carry over to modern day politics or cultural values coming from a patrimonial past (traditional explanations for corruption) 
· Causes: 
· Places of government intervention in the economy 
· Subsidizing food: companies with a lot of money bought as much of that subsidized food and sold it at a higher rate 
· Absence of government intervention 
· Natural resources – going into the developing world, taking their resources and sell it for a lot of money 
· Civil servants 

Accountability 
· Needs to be achieved by members of the elite among themselves 
· State provide an enormous and institutionalized inequality of power 
· External connections to the state cause corruption 
· World market, contacts between Third World governments, or a regime with a shaky domestic party 

Parochial Corruption 
· Small in scale, fits into existing set of values/obligations, doesn’t siphon resources from communities 

Extractive Corruption 
· Large scale, rests on manipulation of state power, privileged lifestyle – private class of state employees/confederates – “those with power get money” 

Clientelism 
· Application of the principles of neopatrimonialism to relationships between superiors and inferiors 
· A relationship of exchange in which a superior (patron) provides security for an inferior (client), and in turn the client supports the patron 
· Neopatrimonial states have the environment for the exact same relationship 
· Clientlist organization is of the period right before independence when rival parties struggle to win control of state 
· Strongest/most dangerous = mobilization of ethnic identities 
· Ethnicity gives a moral bond to clientalist network – this maintains ruling class interests and inhibits the articulation of class as a source of over political conflict  
· Provides a form of political structure, mechanism for representation and participation in politics 
· Its not a desirable system even though it offers the patrons and clinets something 
· Founded on a premise of inequality, clients only benefit as long as they have something to offer 
· Neopatrimonial nature of the exchange carries serious defects of its own 
· May serve to intensify ethnic conflict, produced by a criteria of efficiency, encourages corruption, lends itself to a form of government by handout 

Textbook Chapter 3- Religion and Politics
-Early modernization theorists viewed organized religion as impediment to political and economic development
· Dependency theorists scarcely mentioned religion
-Third World religions have been resilient—growing political force—withstanding onslaught of modernization
· Sometimes destabilizing modernization has stimulated militant religious backlash (Iran)
· Middle East—technological tools of modernization have often served to reinforce traditional belief and practice (leaders using technology to communicate) 
-Islamism: Islamic fundamentalism—experiencing resurgence in Middle East/Africa/Asia
· Since end of the Cold War—radical Islamism has supplanted Communism as most widely perceived threat to Western security 
-Formal barrier between church and state does not exist in many industrialized democracies and LDCs
· Many Western European nations do not have legal walls between religion/politics
-Theocratic states: political systems dominated by religious leaders and institutions 
-Great religions predominating in the Third World:
· Catholicism—only major religion to have penetrated extensively into both industrialized democracies and the developing world 
· Preeminent in Philippines, Latin America, various Sub-Saharan African countries
· Islam—second largest religion
· Broad span of Asia, Middle East, Africa, half the populations of Malaysia and Nigeria, and substantial minorities Phillipines, Tanzania, Trinidad and Tobago
· Buddhism—major religion in East Asia, Southeast Asia, and parts of South Asia 
· Hinduism—dominant religion in India and Nepal
· Also Hindi populations exceeding a million in Bangladesh, Indonesia, Sri Lanka, Pakistan, Malaysia
-Catholicism comes closest to being monolithic
-Buddhism split between Theravada (Way of the Elders) as southern Buddhism, and Mahayana (Great Vehicle) in northern Buddhism 
· Doctrinal differences rarely provoked political conflict or violence 
-Most important division within Islam is between Sunni branch and Shi’ite branch 
· Shi’ites have more hierarchical clergy than Sunnis
· Revere most prominent politico-religious leaders (Imams), who must be direct descendants of Prophet Muhammad and son-in-law Ali
· 85-90% of world’s 1.5 billion Muslims are Sunnis 
· Shi’ites account for 10-15%
· Majority faith only in Iran, Iraq, Oman, Azerbaijan, Bahrain 
· In countries where both branches represent sizable segment of the population—Sunnis usually have greater political power and higher social status 

-All of the great religions have legitimized the state’s authority at some point in their history
· Confucianism credited with facilitating East Asia’s rapid modernization in the second half of the twentieth century 
-Argument that political modernization requires secularization has two bases:
· Empirical—As Western societies modernized, their political systems became more secular-–developed a specialization of functions 
· Normative—Secularization is not only a common trend, it is also desirable because it increases religious freedom, reduces the likelihood of state persecution of religious minorities, and permits the state to make more rational decisions free f religious bias   
-Individual level—people in Africa, Asia, and Middle East defy notion that more educated and professionally trained citizens will be less religiously orthodox 

-Two factors help define a particular religion’s political involvement: 
· Theological views regarding the relationship between temporal and spiritual matters 
· Degree to which its clergy are hierarchically organized and centrally controlled 

-Two types of religio-political systems (Donald Smith):
· Organic—weak or nonexistent religious hierarchy 
· Clergy are relatively unorganized and thus less able to influence or challenge political leaders (Buddhism/Hinduism) 
· Church—well-organized ecclesiastical structure, with a leader/leaders at top who frequently exercise considerable political influence (Catholicism/Islam)



Islam:
· Because Muslims believe that God wants them to live in a community governed in accordance with the Koran –concept of separating church and state is alien to most Islamic nations 
· John Esposito—three types of Islamic regimes 
· Secular state—Turkey
· Islamic state—base their governing philosophies on the Koran and Islamic law (Saudi Arabia/Afghanistan)
· Muslim state—occupy an intermediate position on church-state relations—identify Islam as official religion and require head of state to be Muslim (Egypt/Morocco)

Catholicism:
-Church doctrine has generally supported the established political regime and helped legitimize it 
· There have still been periodic clashes between the two—when state has challenged Church authority in areas such as education or when governments have violated human rights 

Hinduism and Buddhism:
-Asia’s organic religions have usually been less directly involved in politics than have Catholicism and Islam 
-Hindu’s social values (caste system) have significantly affected Indian and Nepalese politics 
-Buddhism differs from Hinduism in that it has an organized ecclesiastical organization (Sangha)
-Eastern religions are less theologically inclined to political involvement than are Catholicism and Islam 

-Many argue that the most powerful force behind radical Islamic fundamentalism—more than religious faith—has been nationalism and resentment toward Western-backed dictatorships 

-Fundamentalists: Radical and Conservative 
· Radical—inspired by “sacred rage”—feel that they are conducting a “holy war” against enemies that threaten to corrupt their fundamental religious values 

-Second Vatican Council—convened by Pope John XXIII moved international Catholicism from a generally conservative and even authoritarian position to one that supported democracy, human rights, and social justice 
· 1968—Latin American Bishops Conference (CELAM) met to apply lessons of Vatican II 
· Ideas reflected influences of reformist theologians from progressive church—liberating Latin America’s poor 
· Leftist clergy had influence in Central America during 1970s-1980s—notably in Nicaragua, El Salvador, Guatemala 
· Peruvian priest Gustavo Gutiérrez was the father of liberation theology: calls on Catholic laity and clergy to become politically active and to direct that activity toward the emancipation of the poor—draws on Marxist analysis 
· Poor should organize themselves into Christian (Ecclesial) Base Communities (CEBs) where they can recognize the need to transform society through their own mobilization 
· CEBs created in part for laymen to carry out some priestly functions—response to shortage of priests among poor
· CEBs have total membership of several million people—most in Brazil 

-Initial error of both modernization and dependency theorists was to undervalue the significance of religion 
-Traditionally, the leaders of influential religions have tended to ally with their country’s political and economic elites—becoming pillars of the status quo 
-Protestant countries are significantly more likely to be democratic than Catholic or Muslim nations 

3.2 The Politics of Cultural Pluralism
Textbook Chapter 4- The Politics of Cultural Pluralism and Ethnic Conflict
-No cleavage in modern times has more sharply and oftentimes violently polarized nations than has ethnicity 
-Cultural pluralism has been closely linked to the growth of the middle class and emergence of politicians who articulated nationalist or other ethnic aspirations while mobilizing workers and peasants behind that ideal 
-Level of ethnically based internal conflict remains fair higher than in the decades prior to the 1990s—in contrast to the dramatic decline in wars between nations in same period 
-Contact hypothesis: as people of different races, religions, and ethnicities came into greater contact with each other, they would better understand the other groups’ common human qualities, causing prejudice to decline 

-Ethnic warfare is most pronounced in the Indian subcontinent, Middle East, Southeast Asia, much of Africa 
-Ethnic groups are usually not socially homogenous or politically united—class, ideology, religion divides 

-The underlying cause of most internal ethnic conflict is that boundaries for nations—distinct cultural-linguistic groups/various ethnicities frequently fail to coincide with boundaries for states (self-governing countries)
· 200 countries home to 5000 ethnicities 
· Sub-Saharan African countries are all composed of several ethnic (tribal) groups 

Nationality:
-Nation—population with its own language, cultural traditions, historical aspirations, geographical home 
· Nationalities usually claim sovereignty over a specific geographic area 
· National boundaries frequently do not coincide with those of sovereign states (Kurds)
-Nationality becomes politically important only when its members believe that their common history and destiny distinguish them from other ethnicities in their country 
-Most critical basis for national identification is the preservation of a distinct spoken language 

Tribe:
-Tribe—describes subnational groups that share a collective identity and language and believe themselves to hold a common lineage 
-Tribal conflict frequently sparks violence in Sub-Saharan Africa—affecting more than half the countries in that region at one time or another 

Race:
-Only when people live in multiracial settings do individual racial groups use race to define themselves and distinguish themselves from “others” 
· No common sense of being ‘African,’ ‘European,’ or ‘Indian,’ prior to the creation of multiracial communities by the population movements of the imperial age 

Religion: 
-Has frequently been the source of communal strife: conflict between ethnic communities 
-Two factors influence the likelihood of tensions between religious groups:
· Extent to which one religious community feels ill-treated by another
· Degree to which any religion regards itself as the only true faith and rejects alternative theologies 

-In Africa and Asia, early modernization has frequently politicized and intensified ethnic antagonisms
-Early modernization theorists underestimated the extent to which the effects of literacy, urbanization, and modern values might mobilize various ethnic groups and set them against each other
· Dependency theorists provided superficial analysis of ethnic issues—blaming conflicts on colonialism/neocolonialism 
-Modernization frequently intensifies ethnic antagonisms in the short run—ameliorates them in the long run

-Nature and intensity of relations between ethnic groups measured by:
· Frequency of interethnic friendships and marriages 
· Degree to which political parties, trade unions, and other civic organizations are either heterogeneous or ethnically based
· Extent to which ethnic divisions are reinforced by other social cleavages such as class 

-Uneasy balance: different groups predominate in specific areas of society  
-Enforced hierarchy: both forms of power (political/economic) are concentrated in the hands of the ruling ethnic group
-Systemic violence often develops when ethnic divisions are reinforced by class tensions 

-Federalism: (primary form of power sharing) system of government that emanates from the desire of people to form a union without necessarily losing their various identities—usually through creation of autonomous/semiautonomous regions 
· Power sharing less successful in developing world 



-Consociationalism: used where major ethnic groups reside in close proximity and lack a distinct “homelands”—entails a careful division of political power designed to protect the rights of all participants—involves:
· Leaders of the major ethnic groups form a ruling coalition at the national level 
· Each group has veto power over government policies that affect them
· Public employment is divided between ethnicities—each receiving a number of posts that is proportional to population
· Each ethnic group is afforded a high degree of autonomy over its own affairs 

-Most common types of outside intervention come from neighboring countries that support an ethnic rebellion—generally intensifying the conflict 

-Africa has experienced the most progress of late in bringing ethno-warfare to a halt 

-Democracy is harder to establish and maintain in multiethnic countries
· Democracy has fared best in nations that are most ethnically homogenous or in countries of “new settlement” populated primarily by immigrants and their descendants-–who have created new common culture 
· Democratic politicians are open to interest-group pressure from ethnic minorities—settle disputes peacefully before they degenerate into violence  

3.3- The Politics of Class

Textbook Chapter 6- The Politics of the Rural and Urban Poor
Chapter 6: The Politics of the Rural and Urban Poor

· Throughout the developing world, rural and urban poor are the largest segment of the population
· Least influential politically, lack the power resources- wealth, education, professional skills, organizational abilities
· But may have considerable influence in ties of revolutionary upheaval or even moderate political and economic reform- but even then they usually need outside leadership and organization

The Rural Poor: Third World Peasantry: 
· Despite substantial urbanization in recent decades, rural residents still constitute over ½ of the Third World’s population
· But in the world’s poorest nations (like Zimbabwe, Congo, and Afghanistan)- that figure rises to 70-80 percent
· But less than 10 percent in Child and Venezuela
· Government policies in issues ranging from social expenditures to agricultural pricing have a predictable and clear urban bias
· Third World countries replicate the exploitative international relationship between the industrialized core (the first world) and the periphery (LDCs)

Rural Class Structures: 
· Within countryside, substantial disparities in land ownership- contributes to rural poverty and produced rigid class system
· But many African nations have a somewhat equitable pattern of land distribution and they still suffer from intense rural poverty
· At the apex of the rural class system= large and powerful landowners- the oligarchy
· Ex: in El Salvador, intense land concentration for coffee producers with large estates- latifundia
· Since 1950s, economic and political powers of rural landlords have declined considerably in numerous LDCs
· Revolutionary govts sometimes killed many big landowners and sent others to prison camps for “political re-education”
· In other places, nonrevolutionary and relatively peaceful agrarian reforms undermined rural elites
· At the local and regional levels, landords in Latin Am and Asia have considerable power- they can literally get away with murder without fear of repercussions
· On the rung beneath landed elite= midsized landlords and more affluent peasants (kulaks)- unlike poorer peasants, kulaks can afford to hire additional peasant labor to work with them
· These two groups are a potent political force- extended family networks magnify their influence
· Bottom of socioeconomic ladder: rural poor- peasants with small plots of land, tenant farmers, and farmworkers
· Peasants defined as: family farmers who work small plots and maintain a traditional lifestyle that is different from city-dwellers
· Often lack the means to transport their goods to the market themselves, lack ready access to credit, and lack the knowledge or resources to deal w/ legal and bureaucratic proceedings that they often encounter
· Can divide poor peasants into even smaller subgroups: those who own a bit of land for cultivating (smallholders) and those who are landless
· The ranks of the landless include tenant farmers (rental arrangements with landlords) and wage laborers.

Peasant Politics:
· Despite vast #s, peasants play muted role in third world politics
· Peasantry’s political leverage is limited by poverty, lack of education, dependence on outsiders, physical isolation from centers of power
· Many believe peasants have a lack of solidarity and class consciousness – Karl Marx thought they were a “sack of potatoes”
· Peasants generally have been a conservative factor in social change
· They are suspicious of outside values
· Maintenance of distinct peasant culture
· Commercialization and mechanization hurts poor producers because they can’t buy the latest tools so they can’t compete
· Sometimes forced off their plots
· Political changes may also be threatening- peasants often ruthlessly repressed
· Usually participate in “everyday forms of resistance”- such as theft and vandalism against their landlords
· Exception is guerilla movements in Colombia.
· Links between landlords and peasants usually grounded in long-standing patron- client relationships- including reciprocal obligations
· These relationships are not always exploitative
· Should rural modernizations and commercialization of agriculture induce rural patrons to cease discharging their traditional responsibilities, the peasantry may conclude that the previously existing “moral economy” had failed them.
· This in no way suggests that rural modernization and the transitions to capitalism always radicalize the peasantry or drive them to revolutionary activity
· In recent decades, spread of mass media throughout countryside increased rural educational levels, and the broadening of voting rights in numerous LDCs

The Politics of Agrarian Reform:
Patterns of Land Concentration:
· Concentrated land ownership is most pronounced in Latin America, where large estates control a substantial proportion of the region’s farmland
· Starting in 1995, govt programs, distribute land to hungry peasants 
· With different historical traditions and far higher population density, Asia does not have agricultural units as large as Brazil’s or Argentina’s 
· Patterns of land owenership vary widely in Africa, depending on how much/ how long colonial rule was in the area
· Some African counties- ¼ of their farmers are landless

The Case for Agrarian Reform:
· Supporters of land reform: social justice, greater political stability, improved agricultural productivity, economic growth, and preservation of the environment

Social Justice and Equity:
· The millions of families with little or no land are among the poorest of the poor, trapped in web of malnutrition and illiteracy.
· Agrarian reform is a fundamental step toward justice

Political Stability: 
· Agrarian reform reduces the likelihood of peasant unrest

Productivity:
· Opponents of agri reform say that land redistribution lowers agri output, diminishing food supplies for cities
· “economies of scale”- large agri units are generally more productive than small holdings bc they are more easily mechanized and use rural infrastructure more effectively
· Advocates of agri reform: say that actually, smallholders are generally more efficient producers, because they have personal stakes
· Family living standards depend on raising productivity
· Out of econ necessity, peasants work extremely hard and exploit their family labor

Economic Growth:
· broader benefits to overall economies of developing countries- gives peasants greater economic stake in the countryside
· when properly implemented, agri reform improves living standards of the rural poor, purchase power increases, they consume, they stimulate industrial growth
Environmental Preservation:
· ex: in Brazil, farmers set parts of the jungle on fire to cultivate the land
· but land reform in Brazil’s nonforested regions would decrease landlessness and give tenant farmers a greater stake in the land they farm

The Decline of Agrarian Reform:
· Extent, if any, of land reform is most influenced by balance of political power between peasants and landlords, by govts perception of whether land distribution would help or hurt it, and often by the policies of the powerful First World donors
· Many experts as well as institutions like the UN’s Food and Agri Organization and World Bank contibue to support expanded agrarian reform in the developing world
· Yet since 1970s, programs in Africa, Latin Am, Asia, and Middle East, have been more limited and less successful
· Landed elite have enough pol and econ power ti water down reform efforts
· Most comprehensive agrarian reform programs have been introduced by revolutionary movements and governments- Bolivia, China, Cuba, Mexico, Nicaragua, Vietnam
· Had hoped or expected large estates to be divided into peasant family farms- but instead the new rev govt pressured or forced peasantry to join collectives collectivization

Crop Pricing: Another Approach to Rural Poverty:
· In many countries, price of crops is just free market
· But in others nations like the US and Japan and S. Korea, govts subsidize farming
· On the other hand, many LDC govt policy has been to lower food prices to satisfy urban population
· But by holding crops below free-market levels  have farther impoverished peasant producers
· In Africa, forcing farmers to sell their produce to the state at controlled price and state makes money off of it by exporting it at higher price
· This is a disincentive for greater food production

The Future of the Rural Poor:
· Govt bias in favor of urban areas, along with the forces of capitalist modernization, have driven many peasants into the urban slums in a process known as proletarianization
· While many analysts hailed this new emphasis on third world food prod, some respected NGOs like Oxfam reacted skeptically 
· G8 countries have a notoriously poor record of coming through with all the aid promised at the meetings
· Also too many of the countries targeted for aid have high corruption and the aid will only go to those higher up farmers with political connections

Rapid Urbanizatoin and the Politics of the Urban poor:
· They are a part of the largest and most dramatic tidal wave of human migration in world history
· In Africa, refugees fleeing civil war and famine have increased legions of migrants
· In addition to people coming in from the outside, population is increasing in the city due to human births

The Third World’s Urban Explosion: 
· In 2008, the number of people living in cities throughout the world exceeded the rural population for the first time in human history
· Most migrants keep close roots with the countryside- some of them want to accumulate savings and go back and some others are in a permanent pendulum pattern
· Even now, urban migrants live in bureaucratic limbo without the assurance of permanence
· Shantytowns= urban slums
· Currently, 11 of the world’s 15 largest metropolitan areas are in the third world
· The magnitude of expansion has placed huge strains on housing, public health, personal safety.
· Within each third wolf region the proportion of people living in cities varies a lot

The Political Consequences of Urban Growth:
The Search for Employment: 
· When they move to cities, many people do find factory jobs and some low-income workers achieve impressive upward mobility, but they are the exception
· High rates of inflation- even people who are employed have lots of trouble supporting their family
· Many urban poor unable to find a job in the formal sector so they turn to the informal sector- unregulated by govt
· This includes garbage recyclers, shoeshine boys, street vendors, mechanics, electricians, etc. 
· This is a substantial proportion of urban jobs
· People against this say that there are no minimum wage laws, no benefits, no protection
· But others say this is much better than not having a job at all
· Another source of employment is the public sector
· White-collar workers and bureaucrats- boon to the middle class
· Relatively well-paid
· But two problems: unneeded employees add to government budget deficit
· Positions go to people with political links
· Too much debt: many LDCs forced to redice size of their state sectors substantially
· Only in communist states like China and Cuba has the state been a major employer of blue-collar workers

The Urban Poor’s Struggle for Housing:
· With many metropolitan areas doubling in size every 10 to 25 years, private-sector housing can’t possibly expand fast enough to meet the need
· Many of the urban poor live in squatter settlements and other forms of occupant-built houses- “spontaneous shelter”
· Others crows into existing slums
· Population of slum dwellers and homeless people account for close to half of population of third world countries
· Some countries have reduced slum population by upgrading housing quality and providing drinking water and sanitation
· Availability of basic urban services vary by area

Public Housing and the Role of the State:
· Many govts have constructed public housing to alleviate housing shortages
· But cannot provide enough shelter for the poor and sometimes makes things worse- people evicted from homes and cannot find a replacement
· Sent to edges of town, far form their jobs
· Middle class families benefit instead because prices must be raised to pay for construction of new buildings
· Many governments provide some subsidized housing for the poor, but there are many considerable drawbacks
· Even when a govt wants to subsidize substantial number of low-income units, too costly to sustain
· Another problem is that subsidized public housing is often allocated to supporters of the ruling party instead of those in need- political patronage

Spontaneous housing: 
· Many people believe the most effective remedy for housing costs is shantytowns and squatter settlements
· While living there, some people even rent a part of their house to others
· Govts can serve many more people if they remove the legal obstacles to getting the land and helping residents upgrade their dwellings
· Advantages over public housing: this actually helps the poor, and occupants have the opportunity to upgrade their homes as they gain more resources to do so
· Also, squatter settlements have a sense of community

Sites and Service Programs:
· But some people say this is just an excuse not to spend money on the poor
· And maintain the status quo
· People want a middle ground: “sites-and-services” programs
· Several advantages: allow governments to steer self-built dwellings to safer spaces, inhabitants to these dwellings have electricity, sanitation, basic servies
· They must purchase their sites but turns out to be much less expensive than state housing

The Problem of Urban Crime:
· Escalating crime is a problem especially in Latin America
· Because of poverty, discrimination, and especially income inequality
· Income inequality more important factor than absolute income
· Higher inequality= higher rates of crime
· Asia and W. Europe have the lowest crime rates
· Also suffer from “government crime”- corruption and intimidation
· Police violence common in LDCs

Forms of Political Expression Among the Urban Poor:
Individual Political Behaviour:
· For most slum and shantytown dwellers, individual political activity is pretty limited
· Voting has a limited political impact in most LDCs
· As an alternative, more fruitful political activity is patron-client relationships
· To secure credit, govt employment, and other econ goods
· For urban poor, collective pol activity is much more effective than individual

Collective Goals: Housing and Urban Services
· Urban poor in many other developing countries have also established useful tires between their neighborhoods and the state
· Petitioned the government for such benefits as running water, electricity, local food markets, schools, and better public transportation

Radical Political Behaviour:
· Most urban poor favor pragmatic political expression
· Favor parties that have a realistic chance of winning
· Voting decision is pragmatic and calculated
· Urban poor are attracted to charismatic populists, modern leftist
· Slum dwellers much less likely to embrace revolutionary movements
· They sometimes support revolutions but it is the exception



Assorted Lecture Notes
Marc Lynch- Political Science and the New Arab Public Sphere
Conference 3: communications and technology
The Arab spring came from the changing nature of the public sphere and the inability of the govt to control dissemination of information and deeper roots of authoritarian rule economic mismanagement and social frustrations
The web also gave access to Arab scholars lots of information
The new Arab pubic as a driver of change  - in the 70s and 80s the auth regimes stifles the media
With al Jazeera in 2006 linking the different protests into one Arab spring spurred thing on
Internet debate unites and spurred interests and information sharing but also created polarizations
But al Jazeera and al Arabiya starting reporting based on their owners and the gulf countries used the media to support the military
With main news stations down that everyone used to listen to there is more polarization as people are getting there news from more partisan sources
The crushing of the revolution in Bahrain and the situation in Syria created more sectarianism
The public sphere as a source of data – can track social media to see who is collaborating with who, get live accounts of events, can test propositions about polarization or regional diffusion or collective action (can also be used as online diaries)
Have to be careful to generalize and not focus on the same ten people/tweeters
New forms of engagement – must treat the social media Arabs as fully equal actors
 Marc Lynch-  Twitter Devolutions
Twitter Devolution: How Social Media is Hurting the Arab Spring
In social media there is a tendency for exaggeration and hyperbole
Creates leaderless movements
More useful for organizing protests than creating political parties
Has contributed to polarization
Can lead to a narrow geographical focus
Negative ideas also spread very rapidly
Threatened regimes pushed back on these new outlets – patrolled the internet in Bahrain and eventually people stopped sharing
Can have countries like Syria flooding the web in a different more sectarian less accurate way and changing the nature of the conversation
 
Gavin Davis-the Rising Power of Social Media in African Politics
State control of social media is an issue
Having to pay the media to cover your press conference is an issue
But now have more people with mobile phones than clean drinking water so information is spreading faster and more and more are getting smart phones
Traditional media is declining and have more social media but this means the government is going to get in on trying to control that as well
The mobile revolution is a potential game-changer in Africa, where media gatekeepers have exerted too much power for too long. Once the social media groundswell breaks, a political tipping point may well follow
.
The Economist- “More than Minerals” 
-Lots of Chinese people have been visiting/moving to Africa recently
 -The origin of China’s fascination w Africa is raw materials desired by China’s industries 
-China recently overtook America as world’s largest net importer of oil 
-80% of Chinese imports from Africa are minerals
- trade between the two exceeds $166 bil 
-Chinese interest in Africa was originally only in resource-rich countries (Algeria, Nigeria, South Africa, Sudan, and Zambia) but now they are branching into non-resource sectors and moving into the rest of Africa opening firms etc. 
-Some African gov’ts have been assertive and kicked out corrupt Chinese people 
-African elites see China as their biggest partner, along with Brazil, Russia, and India 
-Growing number of Africans say the Chinese create jobs, transfer skills, and spend money in local economies 
-China ignores human rights issues but hasn’t undermined democratic institutions or conventions 
-China’s presence hasn’t caused any armed conflict, the one time they interfered with African politics was a peacekeeping mission between Sudan and South Sudan (albeit motivated by self interest) 
-China is only unpopular in the largest African economies where it is seen as competition

Is China Transforming Africa?
Jeremy Goldkorn:
· China is already transforming Africa 
“china shops” – small stores selling cheap clothing/bags/kitchenware – have become ubiquitous in Southern Africa
oil, infrastructure and mining projects across continent
arguments calling this neocolonialism are simplistic and prejudiced
but at the same time, shouldn’t look through rose-tinted glasses

Isabel Hilton:
· Well documented instances of exploitation, illegal resources extraction, bad business practice fuel negative response to China’s presence 
· Chinese companies, especially state-owned enterprises, reproduce same patterns of exploitation that are common in china
· Exploitation and non-payment of wages, 14 hour days, rotten food, wages way below minimum standards
Also - Deforestation, over-fishing 

Donald Clarke:
Will China’s activities spur self-sustaining African development?
Hard to say
While it may be nice for African leaders to deal with a country that doesn’t ask questions about HR, corruption, or whether the money is buying guns
Not necessarily good for all people

Jeremy Golkdorn:
· China is the only new prominent nation-player in Africa trying new ways of doing business/building infrastructure/investing
At worst, brought hope that African countries might leave behind colonialism and charity
After 400 years of screwing over Africa, hypocritical for West to claim Chinese Neocolonialism when they’ve only been present a decade


China and Africa: What the U.S. doesn't understand
Obama, on a 3 country visit to Africa, denied that America feels threatened by China’s rising influence on the continent
7 of 10 worlds fastest growing economies are African
rate of return on foreign investments in Africa (in the first decade of this century) higher than any other region
IMF projected that Africa is growing faster than Asia
Sino-African Trade volume has grown
Negligible in 2000, trade hit $198.5BIL in 2012
Estimated $385BIL by 2015
Us-Africa trade $108.9BIL and falling behind
5 misunderstandings about Sino-African relations
“it’s all about oil”
only 29% of foreign direct investment went to extractative industries
US- 60%
“The new kid in town”
relationship stretches back to 1950’s 
uses aid as a diplomatic tool
by consequence, every country with relations to China gets some sort of aid (even South Africa w/ higher GDP per capita than china)
“Africa for sale? Sold, to Beijing”
No reliable numbers can be found on China’s investments – therefore estimates often exaggerate
Chinese aid and investment not unitarily organized – many little players instead
These actors don’t coordinate aid-investment policy
So, china is NOT building hospitals to win a mining concession, etc
China has many different faces in Africa
“Patron of Pariah States”
Beijing invokes “non-interferance” policy to excuse itself from domestic disputes
However, never truly neutral as investment always props up/supports/stabilizes the elites
“Those poor, helpless Africans”
not passive victims
play outsiders against each other whenever they can
abundant international competition in Angola
more often than being disadvantaged, African states merely get overwhelmed by the volume of new business 
too little enforcement of laws and rules to protect workers/environment
no xenophobia on rise in Africa
most Africans hold favorable views of Chinese
a 2007 Pew Center Research survey found that in a range of African countries -- Ivory Coast, Mali, Kenya, Senegal, Ghana, Nigeria, Tanzania, and Ethiopia -- between 67% and 92% of respondents held a favorable view of Beijing.
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