Poli Sci Exam Review

Lecture 1: Liberty and Free Government
Locke, Paine, and Madison

Locke:
· State of Nature
· State of perfect freedom and perfect equality
· Law of nature:
· 
· Enforcing the law of nature

· Property 
· The problem of how to take from the commons
· Labour
· Limitations on acquisition
· Overcoming the problem of scarcity

· Political Society 
· Consent
· Majority Rule
· The extent of legislative power

· Liberty of the will as the source of all liberty
· Plurality of ends
· Reason of Liberty

Paine:
· Limited Government
· Society vs. Government
· The development of government
· Simplicity and minimal government

Madison:
· Factionalism
· Liberty + Fallible Reason = Factions
· Causes of factionalism

· Two ways to combat factionalism
· Remove the causes
· Control the effects

· Controlling the effects of factionalism
· Representative government
· Extended republic

Conclusions
· Free government is the best guarantor of basic liberties; however, by vesting power in their governments, individuals give their governors the power to oppress them.
· The exercise of liberty can also threaten free government.


Discussion Group Questions Week 2 (Locke, Paine, Madison)

1. What purpose does the state of nature serve in Locke’s theory of government?

- State of nature – all things are created equal, we can only make an impact on the world by doing labor and through labor we can warp God’s predefined plan for us

- Locke’s theory – without an institution between us people would just commit sin to each other.

2. Why is Paine so critical of the English constitution?

 Paine’s Theory – Government provides security and grants freedom but people

- Simple government is the best government

- The government is a necessary evil

3. Why does Madison argue for controlling the effects of factionalism rather than eliminating its causes?

 Madison’s Theory – Factionalism, is multiple different groups within a nation with different political beliefs. But the abuse of power alongside with these beliefs causes factionalists to become a threat to nationalism. 

o Factions – when you give people freedom factions are inevitable. (People with similar interests will come together.

o We can deal with factions by limiting freedom, however governments are paid to protect freedom so its counter intuitive

4. Reflecting upon contemporary politics in Canada, do you perceive any tensions between liberty and free government?

 Charter of rights – sets broad parameters on the government over our human rights.
o charter only applies between people and government 

o ex/. if someone discriminates against you, you can take them to civil court for it but the charter does not apply

o the charter of rights also only applies to Canadian citizens

5. Should the preservation of property rights be considered the central function of government in a modern democratic state such as Canada?

 Property rights – our bodies are our rights, and house property is also 

 the exercising of liberty can be problematic for government



































Lecture 2: Individuals and Majorities
Tocqueville, Mill, and Rawls

Tocqueville on Equality
· Defining element of American democracy
· Offers great opportunities, but also carries great dangers 

Tocqueville on the Power of the Majority
· Political associations
· Ubiquitous in America
· Dangerous freedom, but necessary to combat power of the majority
· Public opinion controlled by the majority in America
· Religion: the foremost of the political institutions in America

Tocqueville on Individualism
· Natural outgrowth of democratic equality
· Can degenerate into selfishness
· Threatens public spiritedness 
· Combatted through self-interest rightly understood

Mill on Civil Liberty
· “The nature and limits of the power which can be legitimately exercised by society over the individual” (34)

Mill on the Tyranny of the Majority
· Under popular rule, greatest threats to liberty come from the majority
· Tyranny of the majority is “more formidable than many forms of political oppression” (36).

Mill on Interfering in the Lives of Individuals
· The individual is sovereign
· Utilitarian defense of liberty
· Self vs. other-regarding actions 
· Harm Principle.

Mill on Individuality
· Experiments of living
· “Human nature is not a machine to be built after a model” (42).

Mill on Representative Government
· Liberty and progress
· Popular sovereignty remains the surest foundation of government
· People generally absorbed in daily concerns
· Representative vs direct governance


Rawls on Justice
· The problem with utilitarianism
· Original contract
· Original position and the veil of ignorance
· Rational, mutually-disinterested individuals
· Two principles of justice
· Equality principle
· Justice principle

Concluding Questions
· What sorts of dangers does democratic governance pose for individuals?
· How important is individuality under conditions of majority rule?
· How should we go about balancing the rights of individuals against the will or opinions of the majority?

Lecture Notes
Tocqueville:
 [Equality]
· Tocqueville – when studying American government noticed a big theme: equality
· Because most monarchy systems have unequal rights based on which family you were born into.
· Offers great opportunities but also carries great dangers
[Power of Majority]
· public majority controlled by the majority in America
· religion: the largest political institutions in America
· religion can provide certain moral checks on just how far the majority can take the use of power
· Political groups can be formed in democratic nations, they can be based on common interests or 
· ex/. if you have a transit problem in your town you will form a committee and combat the problem
· ‘If you have a problem, you solve it yourself’
[Individualism]
· People start to look into themselves instead of what their social status is
· Equality values everyone’s opinion equally regardless of your knowledge on a subject
· Natural overgrowth of democratic equality
· Having the freedom to do whatever you want can degenerate into selfishness
· this threatens public spiritedness
Mill:
[Civil Rights]
· Mill studied how the power of a group can confict/interfere with the needs of an individual
· the aim was to set limits on what the government can do with their power
· First, is the right of the individual aka: what you have that the government cant touch
· Second, 
[Tyranny]
· Tyranny – the majority of a group overpowering and limiting the actions of a single individual or influencing the actions of an individual
· Mill thinks the biggest threat to civil liberty was the majority themselves: Tyranny of the majority is “more formidable than many forms of political oppression
[Interference with Individuals]
· the individual is sovereign – you have complete liberty over your body and thoughts
· Utilitarianism: you can calculate any human decision based on happiness
· Maximizing happiness is the ultimate goal of human conscience
· therefore maximizing happiness for the greater good is the moral decision
· Harm Principle: Any action that an individual does cannot be limited unless it has an external effect on other people
[Individuality]
· things become popular and then unpopular and then popular again without the actual thing changing
[Representative Government] 
· 

Rawls:
[Justice]
· Rawls believes there is a problem with utilitarianism
· because you can sacrifice some peoples happiness for the greater number of happiness
· but most people believe that being excluded because of color or ethnicity is not morally relevant
· nobody should be disadvantaged for morally arbitrary reason
· justice means distribution of primary social goods
· Original position – we will put ourselves behind a veil of ignorance
· veil of ignorance: we put ourselves before we are born with no identity – but we want to get to any single goal. how should we distribute social goods so that each dream is possible
· however when we distribute social goods we have to assume the distributor will receive the least, therefore the most rational decision is to make the distributions as even as possible
· ex/. think cake: one cuts one chooses first
· 2 principles of justice:
· equality principle - everyone gets the biggest share possible
· justice principle - 
Discussion Group Questions (Tocqueville, Mill, Rawls)

1. According to Tocqueville, what is self-interest rightly understood?
· It ties into the recognition of equality
2. What is the tyranny of the majority? To what extent do you view this form of tyranny as a danger in contemporary democratic politics?
· Tyranny of a monarch  a leviathan [monarch] can physically torture an individual but its political ideals will remain untouched or may even get stronger
· Tyranny of the majority  the soul is enslaved and your political beliefs are repressed because you don’t want to be the one guy who disagrees
3. In what ways is the distinction between self-regarding actions and other-regarding actions important to Mill’s account of liberty? Can there be purely self-regarding actions?
· the consequences of your actions determines whether they were moral or not
· ex/. if your friend is ill in the hospital and you bring them flowers and they end up being deathly allergic to them and he dies  then based on utilitarianism theories your action was morally wrong because it doesn’t regard intentions as being a factor for determining moral actions
· self-regarding actions –  selfish
· other-regarding actions – altruistic
4. What is the veil of ignorance? What function does it perform in Rawls’s theory of justice as fairness?
· VOI = get rid of every aspect of individuality and judge things from a neutral standpoint
· justice = fairness
· Veil – think of it as you step outside the world and you can enter the world as any random person… rich, poor, disabled… you as the creator of this world will want to make it as fair as possible so that if you end up stepping into the world as a disabled poor person. You will have some social wealth and status distributed to you as equal as a rich white guy.
· again think of the cake situation, if you had to divide the cake you will want to divide it as evenly as possible to that regardless of your person you will get an even piece of the social wealth.
5. Can you think of any aspects of contemporary Canadian politics that Rawls’s theory of justice as fairness might force us to re-examine?
· subjective/opinion based
· 





































Lecture 3: Civic Virtue and the Common Good
Aristotle, Machiavelli, and Rousseau

Aristotle on Nature and the State
· “Man is by nature a political animal” (56).
· Nature
· Political community aims at the highest good
· The state is prior to the individual

Aristotle on Constitutions
· Constitution = Arrangement of magistracies
· True forms of government vs. perversions:
· Monarchy – Tyranny
· Aristocracy – Oligarchy
· Constitutional Government - Democracy

Causes of Civil Conflict
· Different or imperfect conceptions of justice
· Justice = equality for equals
· But, equality in what? (Wealth? Virtue? Freedom?)

Ranking Constitutions
· The best: monarchy or aristocracy?
· The worst: tyranny
· Best possible: Constitutional government

Constitutional Government
· The middle class
· Moderation
· Friendship
· Stability
· Mixture of oligarchy and democracy

Machiavelli on Constitutions
· Cycle of regimes
· Mixed constitution of Rome
· Two competing interests: Nobles and people
· The people are the best guardians of liberty

Encouraging Civic Virtue
· The importance of founders
· Virtu and fortune
· Religion
· Constitutional Renewal


Rousseau’s Challenge
· To find a form of association that allows us to unite as a political community, but remain as free as we were before (67).

Rousseau’s Social Contract
· Clauses can be reduced to one: total alienation of each individual to the whole community
· Forming a moral and collective body
· The General Will

The Legislator
· Chicken and egg problem: the effect would have to become the cause (70).
· Solution: The Legislator 
· A god to give laws to people

Rousseau on Civic Duty
· “What does it matter to me?”
· Sovereignty cannot be represented
· The assemblies

Civic Republicanism
· Rich conception of the relationship between individuals and their political communities
· Emphasis of civic duty and the common good
· Often comes into conflict with the tradition that gives primacy to individual rights and liberty


PSCI 1100 – Lecture 3 (Aristotle, Machiavelli, and Rousseau)
[Aristotle]

Nature and the state
· “Man is by nature a political animal” (56)
· Political community aims at the highest level
· The state is prior to the individual
Constitutions
· Constitution – arrangement of a body of civil officers chaged with administrating the law
· true forms of government vs. perversions
· monarchy (virtuous)  – tyranny (corrupt)
· aristocracy (group) – Oligarchy (corrupt group)
· Constitutional Government (rule of the people) – Democracy (rule of the people – brink of anarchy)
· democracy to Aristotle was not a true form of government
Causes of Civil Conflict
· Different or imperfect conceptions of justice
· justice= equality for equals
· injustice = when 2 people should be treated equally but are not treated equally.
· The best: aristocracy (perfect virtuous government – rule of the few over the many)
· the worst: Tyranny
· the farthest from kingship (rule of the virtuous)
· Best possible (most reasonable): Constitutional government
· democracy however he mentions is the best of the 3 perversions
Constitutional government
· The middle class – they are in a comfort zone nobody envies them and nobody despises them – they are as free as possible from factionalism
· moderation
· stability
· friendship
· mixture of oligarchy and democracy
[Machiavelli] – Negative connotations
Constitutions
· Cycle of regimes
· regimes would emerge as monarchies, monarchs would govern with the common interests in mind, but over time they would become corrupt by their own power
· the monarch would get overthrown by a group and it would turn into aristocracy  but then they would become corrupt over time and turn into an Oligarchy
· then the oligarchy would be overthrown by the people and it would become a constitutional government, but then people will think they can do whatever they want and it would become anarchy
· then the anarchy would be overthrown by a monarch. And so the cycle repeats 
· basically each government when they get to power they will become corrupt 
· mixed constitution of Rome
· 2 competing interests: interests of nobles and interests of the people
· However people are the best guardians of liberty
· liberty of the citizens is the primary goal of government
· all of the constitutional government structures laid out by Aristotle are bad through machivelli
Encouraging Civic Virtue
· importance of founders
· virtu and fortune
· Religion – is crucial in government
· Constitutional Renewal
[Rousseau]
Rousseau’s Challenge : Social Contract
· he’s concerned with the question of freedom
· “To find a form of association that allows us to unite as a political community, but remain as free as we were before” (67).
· Clauses can be reduced to one: total alienation of each individual to the whole community
· forming a moral and collective body
· he realizes we are individuals (we all have private wills) but he wants to take all the individuals and add all the wills up and get the will of all
· the general will – distinct between intentional and unintentional actions
· General Will [by rousseau] – if we take away all dimensions of our will, something would remain inside the individual that would be common between all individuals
The Legislator
· The effect would have to become the cause
· solution is a legislator: 
· a god to give laws to people
· the god cannot have part within the legislation
· so he must labor for our will and not be able to take part in it
Civic Duty
· Sovereignty cannot be represented
· it’s not the government that’s sovereign, it’s the people that are sovereign
· the assemblies, the sovereign body is the people gathering into assemblies
· the laws have to be applied all the time, therefore we need a government to impose these laws
· we have the power (as the sovereign) to decide whether we like our current government 
· to be truly free you need to be an active member of a sovereign body
· the moment one person in the assembly says: “Ahh I don’t care about politics” the government is lost
Civic Republicanism
· rich conception of the relationship between individuals and their political communities
· emphasis of civic duty and the common good
· Often comes into conflict with the tradition that gives primacy to individual rights and liberty
Discussion Group Questions Week 4 (Aristotle, Machiavelli, Rousseau)

1. Explain Aristotle’s claim that “man is by nature a political animal” (56).
· We are different then animals
· humans want to create societies and institutions
· To live in a community is engaging in politics
2. Why, according to Aristotle, is it so advantageous for states to have a strong middle class?
· tensions emerge between middle, upper and lower class
· The middle class acts as a check:
· on the political leads
· and on the poor
3. According to Machiavelli, why do states require periodic renewal? To what extent, if at all, does this notion of renewal apply to a modern liberal democratic state such as Canada?
· renewal = revolution
· We need to renew the political government periodically because they become corrupt. and therefore a movement is required to overthrow the corrupt power
· we don’t really need periodic renewal
4. Rousseau sets as his challenge to “find a form of association which will defend and protect with the whole common force the person and goods of each associate, and in which each, while uniting himself with all, may still obey himself alone, and remain as free as before” (67). How is this possible? How does the form of association that Rousseau describes compare with your experience of the Canadian political community?
· in signing a social contract – you are agreeing to subject yourself to the general will
· people sign the contract because people desire more than the state of nature can offer











Lecture 4: Coercion and Democracy
Hayek and Milton Friedman

Hayek Overview
· Central contention
· Liberty
· Justice
· Democracy

Unlimited Power
· Progressive disillusionment about democracy
· Will of the people?
· Paradoxical result to thinking democracy = unlimited power of the governing body
· Belief in democracy presupposes belief in things higher than democracy

The Democratic Ideal
· Democracy is a method or procedure
· Does not refer to some substantial end
· Stepping away from the ideal

Majority Decision-Making
· Majorities and justice
· The problem: no resolution of a representative body binds it in its future decisions
· Weakness of an assembly with unlimited powers
· The problem lies in the system of governance, not with the individual representatives

Organized Interests
· Parties no longer organized by common principles
· Para-government
· Aggregation and bargaining

Limited Power
· “The effective limitation of power is the most important problem of social order” (105).
· Restoring democracy
· Negative values

Milton Friedman
· The liberal ideal 
· The market: unanimity without conformity
· Determining where the political process is preferable to the market
· Appropriate functions of government

Lecture on Coercion and Democracy (Haydek and Milton Friedman)

[Hayek]
· central contention: a free society recquires a set of rules and procedures commonly agreed upon but distinguishable from the common goal or will of society
· is the coercion of another person upon you. 
· overall hayeks account of freedom is the lack of coercion by someone else imposes on you
· Justice: we must create a system where no one loses out from the system
· democracy: has come to be bad in general people bribing the citizens to give themselves a voting chance (see more below)
Unlimited Power
· progressive disillusionment about democracy
· will of the people?
· Congress can override the request of the president, so in a way the president is limited
· a prime minister however can achieve anything they want through parliament because they are the majority government
· this is a problem to Hayek
· Hayek believes democracies like this are achieved by bribing the citizens
· Consent of the people is where political power comes from
· consent grants power but also sets limits to the government
· power comes from allegiance
· Democracy for us is a way for us to get to a good society
· Coercion from government must only happen to 
Majority Decision-Making
· Justice is not just the majority agreeing on a certain idea
· rather to Hayek: is the willingness of the ruler to fulfill the idea
· The problem: no resolution of a representative body binds it in its future decisions
· weakness of an assembly with unlimited power
· the problem lies in the system of governance, not with the individual representatives
Organized interests
· Parties are no longer organized by common principles
· Hayek believes that it is just down to bargaining
· Voting decisions for the most part is how much this party support another group that will benefit me
· the government hs to remove the notion that it can overpower any lower groups
Limited Power
· “the effective limitation of power is the most important problem of social order” (105)
· people can agree easily on general rules but have trouble agreeing with smaller more specific rules
· Hayek believes that there can be general agreement
· once government has the ability to cohort on the basis of violence etc… it threatens individual liberty
· Overall democracy, 
· the political left, threatens individual liberty
· Hayek believes the political left tries to impose its own political system onto a government inherently limiting government and individual freedom
· Positive government: “we will perform x”
· negative government: “we will prevent x”
· for liberty: a positive government outlook would be we will increase freedom
· vs. a negative gov. outlook which would be we will prevent the limitation of your freedom
· Peace, freedom and justice are the three most important things government must provide to the people according to hayek
· because hayek believes that people have a natural condition to not have these 3 things inside their conscious
· coercion must only go so far to enforce a framework in which peoples freedom is protected and defined
[Milton Friedman]
· The liberal ideal
· The market: unanimity without conformity
· Friedman is a big supporter of deregulation of tax 
· The market will regulate itself “the invisible hand”  without government involvement
· Economics would function more efficiently if the government wasn’t laying fingers in it.
· determining どこ the political process is preferable to the market
· Appropriate functions of government 
· The argument is not for no government  it’s for a limited government
· this is in order to limit coercion and increase the freedom of the citizens within the government system
· Background – Friedman is an economist and taught at the university of Chicago
· he desires a small government as a liberal because he believes that large governments can be oppressive
· Now by small government he means smaller government intervention
· Monopoly: democracy isn’t perfect; it’s the least worst option we have.




Discussion Group Questions (Hayek, Friedman) 

Discussion Group Questions Week 5 (Hayek, Friedman) 
1. Explain Hayek’s claim that democracy does not aim at any particular “substantial good or aim of government” (95). What are the most significant implications of this claim? 
· hes not concerned about whether democracy is good or bad
· he is more concerned in how the operate  in an equal 
· in various forms of democracy there is an inherent inequaity in some aspects
· this is what hayek hates (social welfare states are a prime example)
· Social Welfare State: it’s a hands on way of interacting with the citizens to directly alter their incomes etc…
· generally higher tax rates in order to alter other (more unfortunate) peoples salaries
· Hayek views social welfare state as coercive because everyone must participate in it (other people get taxed higher) but only a limited amount get benefits from it (altered funds to poorer income people)
2. Hayek writes, “the artifacts of the voting machinery which we call the will of the majority do certainly not correspond to any opinion of the majority about what is right or wrong” (99). What does he mean by this claim? To what extent does Hayek’s view conform to your perception of electoral politics in Canada? 
· At the end of the day each political power wants votes
· Political parties subsidize funds to every sector within a voting region
· hayek sees this as bargaining
3. Explain Hayek’s claim that “the basic values of a great or open society must be negative” (106). 
· Positive right – is your right to do something ex/. right to education (state is hands on)
· Negative right – ex/. free speech  is without the involvement of government (state is hands off)
· the fact that he promotes a hands off government shows that a limited government is a basic value that a great and open society must have.
4. Friedman writes, “we shall always want to enter on the liability side of any proposed government intervention, its neighborhood effect in threatening freedom” (118). How does Friedman understand the concept of freedom?
· any time the government tries to impose an action on people we must examine it critically
· freedom = freedom from the state (he is not an anarchist)
· but he recognizes that at some base level the state protects our freedom 
· the lowest possible state involvement
5. How do you think our democratic society might change were our government to be limited in some of the ways endorsed by Friedman? How far do you think the Canadian government currently deviates from the model Friedman is endorsing?
· Canada would become a market lead government and we would lose
· public education
· socialized healthcare
· Fairly large deviation form Friedman… we have socialized healthcare and the government owns much of the public education we currently have.

Lecture 5: Pluralist Democracy
Bentley and Dahl

Arthur Bentley
· Method
· Value-free analysis
· What we can observe in the world
· Groups and interests

Relative Power of Groups
· Numbers
· Intensity
· Technique
· Organization

Government Controlled by the People?
· Competitive struggle
· Formation of new group interests
· Institutional Breaks:
· Checks and balances
· Federalism
· Majority rule
· Political parties
· Public opinion

Robert Dahl
· Ancient city-states vs Modern large-scale democracies (polyarchies)
· Ancient city-states ≠ ideal of democracy:
· Ideal of democracy vs Polyarchy


The Problem of Democratic Pluralism
· Independent organizations:
·  Highly desirable in large-scale democracies
· But, independence allows them to do harm

Advantage and Caution
· Advantage of Independent Organizations:
· Can prevent domination by increasing the cost of control
· Caution:
· Independent organizations do not guarantee justice, equality, or even democracy

Defect of Pluralist Democracy
· Can be a conservative force in large-scale democracy:
· Détente or mutual accommodation amongst groups
· Tendency to stabilize injustices
· No clear solution to this defect

Conclusion
· Independent organizations:
· Made possible by large-scale democracy
· Necessary and desirable for large-scale democracy
· But, can still cause genuine harms in large-scale democracy


Discussion Group Questions (Bentley, Dahl) 
1. What, according to Bentley, is the relationship amongst groups, the individuals who compose those groups, and interests? 
· democracy matters to Bentley
· to Karl Marx as a Marxist he thinks democracy is a distraction
· Interests group -  unite under a banner for to support or promote an idea, regardless of race gender and sexuality, they have political power to change something.
· groups require interests  they are not separate
· the basic unit of politics for pluralists is the interests groups
2. According to Bentley, what are the important factors that determine a group’s relative power of dominating other groups? 
· the higher the number of people within interest group 
· the more money the interest group has
· the more social power we have, access to office space and other institutions
· the government is most likely to lean towards groups with more political resources (power)
· pluralism tends to promote inequality because the interest groups with more connections and money will almost always win over smaller interests groups
· think of the citizens dog park vs. the large condo residence company
· Government will go for the condo residence because that’s where the money is.
3. According to Dahl, why are independent organizations both necessary to the functioning of a large-scale democracy and a threat to it? 
· the interests groups keep the government’s power in check because of the constant nagging
4. What, according to Dahl, is the most significant defect of pluralist democracy? Is there a possible remedy for this defect? 
· stabilizes injustice makes injustice acceptable in politics


Lecture 6: Perfomance Democracy
Schumpeter and Downs

Critique of 18th c. Philosophy of Democracy
· 18th. C. philosophy:
· Common Good
· Simple to define
· Definite answers to all questions
· Common Will
· Popular control of government
· Compatible with representative government
· Schumpeter:
· No unique common good
· No “will of the people”

How do People Conduct Themselves in Politics?
· Interests
· Familiarity
· Responsibility
· Effective volition
· Political communication like advertising
Competition for Leadership
· Role of the people is to produce a government
· Deciding of issues is secondary to election of those who will make the decisions

Improved Theory of Democracy
· Improves theory of democracy:
· Distinguishing democracy from non-democracy
· Leadership
· Groups
· Variations in democratic method
· Democracy and Freedom
· Primary function of electorate
· Rejection of proportional representation

Implications
· Voters do not decide issues
· Parties not united by principle
· Democratic Conditions:
· Quality of office seekers
· Limited range of political decision-making
· Bureaucracy

Anthony Downs
· How governments make decisions?
· Selfish motives
· Parties formulate policy to gain votes

Conditions of Imperfect Knowledge
· The cost of information
· Persuasion
· Some are more politically important than others
· Representatives
· Influence specialists
· Government susceptible to bribery
· Ideologies?
· Short-hand

Economic Calculus
· Irrationality of voting
· Acquiring political knowledge can be rational under certain circumstances
· Overturns traditional conception of democracy











Discussion Group Questions (Schumpeter, Downs)

1. How does Schumpeter relate the sense of familiarity to the sense of reality? How is this relationship significant for Schumpeter’s understanding of democratic politics?
· Schumpeter are realists / pessimists
· you will care more about a street light being installed at the end of your street then the massive death toll in Zimbabwe
· common will and common good  each individuals ideal societies would change
· there is no universal common will/good to discern
2. How does Schumpeter understand the role of political parties in democratic politics? 
· sometimes people act against their own interests even though they are trying to pursue them
· Imagine you wanted some nike shoes, but on the way you find a casino and you decide to bet all your money in the gambling. You are acting counter to your own interest of buying running shoes
· people act irrationally sometimes to achieve a rational goal
· expertise doesn’t guarantee rationality but guarantees familiarity 
· Would you trust Wikipedia to cure your illness over a licensed doctor? NO
· Things in your backyard matter more than things happening half-way across the world (relating to self-interest)
· if we infer all people are self-interested: that means all politicians will be self-interested
· if Stephen Harper came to campus he would likely talk about tuition rates over healthcare  this is because tuition rates are more immediate to us at Carleton
· it’s the parties that determine the interests of the larger body
· not the people determining the interests of themselves
· people don’t decide issues they elect other people to decide issues for us
· people are lazy in Schumpeter’s eyes, they are so lazy that they elect political celebrities to do their political work for them
3. How does Schumpeter’s definition of democracy differ from the 18th century model he criticizes? What are the most significant implications of this difference? 
· see above question because they are both regarding the same topic
· (149-151-154pg in text for extra study material)
4. According to Downs, why is it irrational for most citizens to acquire political knowledge for voting? What are the consequences of this conclusion? 
· selfish people only want to vote to further their own interests
· formulate policy to gain votes
· its irrational for most citizens to require knowledge
· voting is an irrational matter because it’s so insignificant
· if being irrational is becoming informed citizens then he is saying that rational citizens should just fuck around and not care about politics at all
· to answer the question  your votes don’t matter
5. Can we detect a will of the people in Canadian politics? If so, how is it related to government policy-making? If not, what are the implications of its absence for our understanding of Canadian democracy?
· Ignore this question for studying

6. Is it rational to vote?
· I think its rational to vote

Lecture 7: Participatory Democracy
Dewey and Barber

Rejecting Atomism
· Individuals are social beings
· Democracy provides conditions for flexible adaptation
· Community experimentation and invention

Dewey’s Starting Point
· Chief threats to democracy and freedom lie within our own culture
· Democratic ends demand democratic methods

The Problem of the Public
· Rule of the experts
· Improving the methods and conditions of democracy
· Political knowledge
· Face-to-face communities

Barber’s Critique of Representation
· Representation is incompatible with freedom, equality, and social justice.
· The vulnerability to rationalism
· Thin (representative democracy) is neither very democratic nor very political

1st Alternative: Unitary Democracy
· Defined by consensus
· Conception of citizenship is ambiguous
· Can be conformist or even coercive
· Neither truly political nor genuinely political

2nd Alternative: Strong Democracy
· Deliberation, decision, and action
· Public ends forged through participatory politics
· “Citizenship is not a mask to be assumed or shed at will” (176).
· Government of citizens, not of the masses

Re-Thinking Central Categories
· What is politics?
· What does it mean to be a citizen?


Discussion Group Questions Week 9 (Dewey, Barber)

1. According to Dewey, what is the relationship between democratic methods and democratic ends? 
· Democratic ends demand democratic methods or means
· you can’t want a democracy without imposing democratic ideals
· If you want to establish a democracy you can be more democratic
2. Why is Dewey critical of government by experts? 
· experts self-interested and don’t represent the people very effectively
· experts are isolated from society  they are in their own little world
· experts that represent can only represent a small portion of the population 
· they can only be experts at 1 or 2 elements which oftentimes represent a very small majority
· Its oligrargic 
· 
3. Explain Barber’s claim that many contemporary representative democracies are neither very democratic nor very political. 
· representative governments aren’t a very good for of representation to the majority population
· ex/. Canada – many would view Canada as an ideal democracy when in reality it is a representative democracy
· It’s not very democratic because people vote for representatives to make decisions for them.  barber see’s this as undemocratic
· Barber states that you give up your freedom the moment you vote for someone to represent you
· Civic duty- you must engage actively in politics instead of letting yourself be represented
4. Explain Barber’s claim that “strong democracy is the politics of amateurs” (175). What, according to Barber, are the great advantages of strong democracy? 
· Unitary democracy at the scale of Canada becomes anti-democratic
· but in small groups unitary democracy is really effective
· therefore unitary democracy is not the solution
· “thin-democracy”  after every 4 years you are giving someone else the power to make change (this occurs when you participate in federal election)
· “strong democracy”  political ideas should be determined by political communities  engagement in contemporary politics
5. How does Barber understand the relationship between participation and community? 
· to be a citizen is to participate in political communities
· being a citizen is more than casting a ballot every 4 years
· creating a self-containing government is to participate
6. In general, how participatory are Canadian democratic politics? Can you identify particular features of Canadian politics that are either more or less participatory?





Lecture 8: Realist and Neorealist Critiques
Weber and Bobbio

Weber
· Power: Domination and Administration
· Rise of Bureaucracy
· Specialization of administrative functions according to objective considerations
· Calculable rules
· Objective purposes

Bureaucracy and Democracy
· Democracy demands bureaucracy
· “Equality before the law”
· Guarantee against arbitrary power
· But, bureaucracy also in tension with democracy
· Substantive justice?
· Who governs?

Increasing Constraints of Bureaucracy
· On bureaucrats:
· Chained to his or her activity
· Cog in a large mechanism
· On citizens:
· Increasing reliance on rule by technical experts
· Increasing reliance on products of bureaucracy

Looking Ahead
· Preserving individual freedom?
· Checking the power of bureaucracy?
· Future of democracy necessarily tied to bureaucracy
· Will frustrate some democratic ends; will further others.

Bobbio
· Minimum definition of democracy:
· Power in the hands of many
· Majority rule
· Real alternatives
· Democracy and liberalism
· Democratic ideal vs. democratic reality
· Six broken promises





1) Individualist Democratic Ideal
Promise:
a. State without intermediary bodies
Reality:
b. Increasing power of large organisations

2) Representation
· Promise:
· Unrestricted sovereignty to pursue good of the nation
· Reality:
· Representation of particular interests

3) Oligarchies
· Promise:
· Autonomy
· Reality:
· Failure to eliminate oligarchies

4) Contexts of Democratic Power
· Promise:
· Establish democratic power in all areas where power to make decisions binding on an entire group is exercised
· Reality:
· Big business and bureaucracy remain “undemocratic”

5) Invisible Power
· Promise:
· Business of government public
· Reality:
· Increasing secrecy and surveillance

6) Citizen Education
· Promise:
· Development of active citizens
· Reality:
· Voter apathy

Unrealistic Promises
· Promises of the democratic ideal could never have been kept:
· Increasing need for technical expertise
· Increasing scale of bureaucracy
· System overload




Looking to the Future
· Democratic ideal is unrealistic
· Minimal conditions of democracy insufficient guarantors of democratic justice
· Democracy involves struggle
· Active citizenship

Discussion Group Questions Week 10 (Weber, Bobbio)
1. What does Weber mean by bureaucratization? 
· 
2. Why, according to Weber, does bureaucracy inevitably accompany modern mass democracy? 
· 
3. In what ways is bureaucracy in tension with the principles of democracy? 
· 
4. In Canada, where do you see evidence of bureaucratization? What benefits does bureaucracy bring in the Canadian context? Does bureaucracy pose a threat to Canadian democracy? 
· 
5. According to Bobbio, how has the practice of democracy deviated from the democratic ideal? 
· 
6. According to Bobbio, could the promises of the democratic ideal ever have been fully realised in modern times? Why or why not?


Lecture 9: Discourse and Democracy
Habermas and Wolin


Popular Sovereignty vs. Pluralism
· Interests in democratic politics:
· Rousseau’s General Will
· Madison’s account of factionalism
· Schumpeter’s elite democracy
· Dahl’s polyarchy

Deliberative Theory
· Contra Elite Democracy:
· Robust popular sovereignty possible in contemporary democratic politics
· Contra Pluralist Democracy (polyarchy):
· Reject aggregative model in favour of deliberative model of democratic politics
· The Central Question of Democratic Theory:
· If democracy is rule according to the will of the people, how can we ascertain that will in the context of a pluralist democracy?

Habermas Summarised
· The problem of unbridled social power and unrationalised political domination
· The Democratic Principle:
· Laws are legitimate only if they could meet with the rational assent of all citizens through a legally-constituted discursive process of legislation.
· Autonomous public spheres

Liberal vs Republican Democracy
· Marketplace or aspect of ethical life?
· Contrasting conceptions of citizenship:
· Negative rights vs. self-legislation
· Political Process:
· Competition of interests vs. dialogue and mutual understanding


Advantage and Disadvantage of the Republican Model
· Advantage: Preserves original meaning of democracy
· Disadvantage: Ethical constriction of discourse

Discourse Model
· Draws legitimacy from communicative presuppositions that allow force of the strongest argument to prevail.
· Procedural
· Drawing from both Liberal and Republican Accounts
· Legitimation and Popular Sovereignty

Wolin
· Critique of Rawls
· Democracy as Practice
· Public Reason: Neutral or Neutralising?
· Philosophy and the Political

Discussion Group Questions Week 11 (Habermas, Wolin) 

1. According to Habermas, what are the most important distinctions separating the liberal and republican conceptions of democratic politics? 
· liberalists care about the individual
· liberals tend to focus on negative rights
· republicans care about the whole collective assembly
· stresses the positive liberties
· guaranteed participation
2. Explain Habermas’ claim that “discourse theory invests the democratic process with normative connotations stronger than those found in the liberal model but weaker than those of the republican model” (241). 
· it takes a bit from republicans and liberalism and forms one democratic model
· 
3. How does Habermas understand popular sovereignty? 
· 
4. Explain Wolin’s claim that “democracy is about the continuing self-fashioning of the demos” (244). What are the most significant implications of this claim? 
· democracy takes a lot of work  also it can also allow unethical treatment
5. Is reason a neutral or a neutralizing principle (see p.245)? 
· How can we create a society that is equal and agree on a general principle when we are divided  the answer by rawls is to step behind the veil of ignorance
· political scientist study power  politics = power
6. What does Wolin mean by is critique that Rawls “fashioned a disguisement instead of a solution” (250)? 
· 
7. How should we understand the purposes of public discourse in Canadian politics?
· national debt
· employment and unemployment rates
· peacekeeping operation in Afghanistan
· when writers use the word public discourse they don’t mean riots at parliament hill

Lecture 10: Pushing for Inclusion
Phillips, West, Young

Percentage of Women Elected
· Percentage of Women Elected to the Lower House as of Feb.1, 2015 (Sources: ipu.org)
· 1. Rwanda 		63.8%
· 2. Bolivia 		53.1%
· 3. Andorra 	50.0%
· 4. Cuba 		48.9%
· 5. Seychelles 	43.8%
…
· 48. Canada 	25.2%
· 72. United States 	19.4%

Anne Phillips
· What does equality really mean in the context of democratic politics?
· Equal numbers of political representatives?
· Something more substantial?
· Democratizing the household

Public Private Divide
· Central to classical liberal thinking
· The personal is political
· Do feminists seek to re-instate the distinction between public and private?
· Public/Private distinction remains important, but should be de-coupled from gender

Cornel West
· Economic decline, cultural decay, political lethargy
· The discourse of “problem people”
· Basic humanness and common destiny

Flaws of American Society
· Decline of Cities
· Social Deracination
· Images vs. Ideas

What is to be Done?
· Reinforce common history
· Focus attention on public squares
· New leadership

Iris Marion Young
· Liberation as the transcendence of group difference?
· Ideal of assimilation
· Emancipatory politics of group difference
· Requires reconception of equality

Oppressive Consequences
· Oppressive consequences of ignoring group differences:
· Disadvantages certain groups
· Allows privileged groups to ignore their own specificity
· Internalized devaluation

Politics of Difference
· Groups differences as relational
· Dual system of rights
· Group representation










Discussion Group Questions Week 12 (Phillips, West, Young) 

1. What is the more “substantial” sense of equality that Phillips invokes? 
· Personal is political – the things that go on in your household (family) those are the sights where politics is present within power relations such as husband over wife  therefore because of this it should be subject to political analysis
· Philips finds this problematic
2. Explain Phillips’ claim that “we do need a distinction between private and public, and that rather than abandoning this distinction, the emphasis should be on uncoupling it from the division between women and men” (263). 
· our bodies are our own property
· she uses abortion as an example  the women can determine if she wants to keep are kill the baby
3. According to West, why must we “begin not with the problems of black people but with the flaws of American society” (465)? What are the flaws to which he refers? 
· uses the example of lynching still being used in American culture.
4. What does West mean by “the challenges of the post-industrial city, post-modern culture, and post-party politics” (467)? 
· west becomes a critical geographer  he is critical about how democracies work in the united states
· [bookmark: _GoBack]he looks at the way that contemporary cities are structured  he thinks they are bad
· we live really individualistic or atomized lives  our relationships are weakening in the vast cities, high rise condomiums
· it’s very difficult to mobilize people en masse to induce change
5. Young argues, “an emancipatory politics that affirms group difference involves a reconception of the meaning of equality” (469). What, according to Young, will that reconception involve? 
· emancipatory  means you want freedom (emancipate)
· she is making the same point as phillips  we have to accept different values and cultures at a different standpoint
· all people are heterogeneous, not homogenous
6. How inclusive are democratic politics in Canada? Should we be trying to make our democracy more inclusive? If so, in what ways? If not, why not? Are there any dangers that attend efforts to secure greater inclusion?
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