[bookmark: _GoBack]CHALLENGES TO DEMOCRACY, EXTERNAL & INTERNAL
Prepared by Conrad Koczorowski
FACISM
	What does Turner mean by “anti-modernism”? In what ways was fascism anti-modern? Use examples of rhetoric from Germany & Italy. 








	· Whether they wanted to continue with the process of modernization or whether they sought to oppose or even undo it
· Nazis, proposed an escape from the modern world by means of a desperate backward leap toward a romanticized version of the harmony, community, simplicity and order of a world long lost
· Some viewed the fascists, like the Nazis, as extreme opponents of the modern industrial world
· Backwards leap and utopia 
· Italy was more of a return to the roman empire
· German was more agrarian “folk culture”

	Didn’t the achievement of these means require modern means? Why? What does Turner say about this?
(Hint: P. 557-558)






	· Industry was a source of immense power that could be harnessed for the pursuit of their own anti-modern utopias
· Nazis wanted to have the products of industry, without an industrial society
· Wanted to compete in the global economy
· On the German experience, seems dangerous to assume that even the implementation of what appear objectively to be modernizing policies is proof that a regime is committed to modernization
· In the German utopia they needed big militaries to develop land and recourses from other people 
· People who were not ideal could be their workers for the industry
· Nazis practiced modernization inadvertently in order to pursue their fundamentally anti-modern aims
· Fascism in Italy was a mixed case, containing both modernist and anti-modernist elements and following no clear line, or a vacillating one
· Strong incentives in Fascist Italy for at least an accommodation with modernization
· Could not have reached their utopia without industry
· Contradiction from the beginning 
· They almost pulled it off
· They have to go to war and stay in a state of war

	How does the “pace” of modernization factor into the explanation of the Nazi rise to power? Why did modernization have this effect in Germany & Italy and not elsewhere?
(p. 560-p.561)

For “fun” look up what Barrington Moore says about fascist “revolution”. Do you agree?
	· The Nazis, that is, practiced modernization inadvertently in order to pursue their fundamentally anti-modern aims
· Many middle-class Germans who cast their ballots for the Nazis cannot be classified, either economically or socially, as “losers” in the process of modernization
· Quite possible that some of their followers may not have been anti-modernists at all
· In both countries, the process of change began relatively late and proceeded rapidly but unevenly
· The shape and pace of modernization may have been such as to produce especially large reservoirs of hostility towards the process
· France may have escaped for the opposite reason, because modernization had proceeded with comparative slowness there in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, possible leaving French society less affected by rapid transformations of the sort experienced in Germany and northern Italy
· Evolutionary process in the UK, US and France
· Political reaction when they lost the war, they had to point the figure at something, the industry started to falter
· Wanted to blame it on industry and not industrializing properly and it was to quickly
· Bourgeoisie did not have the chance to develop and they are more for democracy with democratic ideals
· Aristocracy is always conservative 
· Hitler sided with the more conservative on modernization, this reaction led him to capitalize on it

· OUTSIDE THE SOURCE: “This revolution from above served to cement a reactionary alliance of a weak bourgeoisie and powerful landowners that culminated in fascism”
· No industrialization created large working and peasant class without bourgeoisie


FACSIM:
· Didn’t represent the interests of people
· Goal was never reachable 
· Requires conquest
· Hold it against liberal democracy




MARXISM / COMMUNISM
	In brief, what role does industrialization / modernization play for Marx? 




In turn, what role does the state play?






	· Was the biggest challenge to liberal democracy
· Capitalism started class equality
· Feeds revolution
· Means of production, turns the wheels of history
· Causes inequality which leads to the revolution
· It is a necessary thing to occur
· Must be fully realized

· Constant viewed the liberal democratic state, land owner and servants (average person is the land owner in this place and servant is government)
· Marx would say the owners are the dominate class, aka bourgeoisies 
· State is not independent, it all is to aid the interests of the bourgeoisies




	

	From Prof. Kopstein:

What is the fundamental purpose of the communist economy for Janos?
(Hint: p. 6-10) 

Please distinguish between Bukharin and Stalin. 



Does it seem at all Marxist? If so, how? 
If not, why not?



	Bukharin
· Emerged from the chaotic experiments of the NEP period and amounted to nothing less than the abandonment, of the very idea of world revolution in favor of socialist development
· Gist of the design was a project of capital accumulation via the still existing private sector of small enterprise in Soviet agriculture, and a developmental state that would extract surplus by means of taxation and convert it into investment in light industrial enterprise
· Goal was to raise the standard of living, specifically above the standards prevailing in the advanced capitalist countries
· The economic success of the design would create its own international demonstration effect that, by the force of example, would persuade the working classes of the superiority of socialism and lead to the progressive liquidation of capitalism in the advanced countries of the world
· However little attraction and many faults

Stalin
· Vision pivoted around the notion of industrialization
· Industrialization needed to occur, one of the most rapid in the world ever
· Design rested on the notions of the rapid and enforced mobilization of economic resources and their investment in heavy industries that would be able to sustain a powerful military establishment with both defensive and offensive capabilities
· The state, a process in which the economy became a “mere commissariat” of a militarized society totally subordinated to collective goals and purposes, including the purpose of promoting socialism on a world scale
· Stalin built for himself an eastern base of power that he was expanding westward in several drives that took him ever closer to the heartland of industrial capitalism
· Stalin hold that he betrayed both the revolution and the ideals of classical Marxism
· Stalin merely adapted the Leninist idea of world revolution to new, unforeseen, circumstances
· Rather than abandoning the classical tenets of Marxism, he merely made them compatible with new operational principles
· Marx, workers would lead the revolution  (sense that people would leave the factories) where as for Stalin more and more people were being forced into the factory

	According to Janos: What are some of the reasons that communism failed in the Soviet Union and the Warsaw Pact countries?





	· Devoted a large percentage of their budgets to military expenditures
· Both Soviet and Eat European economies continued to lag behind the West
· Soviet standards of living suffered from expenditures associated with the militarized, or reconstructionist, geopolitical posture
· Very few other communist revolution, this weakened their foreign policy when no one else was doing it (a lot of collapse)
· Afghanistan essentially felt the need for communist victory, yet they weren’t able to do it
· Pluralism of ideas, and a want for democracy 


INTERNAL
	What is collective action (Olson)? What are examples of collective action failure? 


Do you agree with this concept?




	· Collective action dilemma according to Olson, belief that someone else will do it for them, 
· People don’t take advantage of voting and their voice
· Problems with this is that less people end up voting, not everyone’s opinion is heard
· The government is not able to match everyone’s needs
·  “Elite democracy”

	What are examples of challenges to “equality of opportunity”?







	· Everyone is politically equal, all votes are equal
· Everyone votes and then you get the majority
· Everyone gets to vote, and everyone can participate
· All procedure

	What are examples of challenges to equality of outcome?








	· Political fairness
· More on the results
· Does not matter how we get there as long as we get to freedom and happiness
· Everyone is affected the same way
· If there is inequality they will be addressed

	From Professor Wong: Which of these two challenges – please pick one! – poses the bigger challenge to democracy?



Please use examples. 
	· Contradiction
· Unfair rules that do not make it fair for everyone
· Example: US had a lot of socioeconomic lower status, for university applications, their SAT bar was lowered, unfair because compromised outcome

· Elite democracy, huge issue
· To enter politics, president is minimum 1 billion dollars
· Takes it turn with very specific interests

Bigger Challenge
· Equality of outcome
· Issue of Québec could challenge both of these




