
GOVT3989 - Divided Societies

Week 1: Divided Societies 

-> Nation States: independent political unit, permanent population,defined territory, control over internal 
and foreign affairs(sovereignty),recognised by other states. 

-> Nations and Empires: Empires not just beyond Europe prior to 1914- also ruled within: Russian 
empire (gave rise to USSR), Austro-Hungarian (Kingdom of serbs, Croats and Slovens),British(Ireland 
partitioned), German and Ottoman empires. 

-> Empires: A significant shift occurred int he second half the 19th century -> After the 1870 and even 
more dramatically after 1885, increase in the European acquisition of colonial territories in South Pacific, 
Asia and Africa. In 1870, about 10% of Africa had been colonised, by 1895 approximately 90% had come 
under European colonial control. 

-From 1870 - 1914: Major European powers joined the race to acquire colonies and exert their influences- 
EX:China was not formally occupied by a European power but lost control of trade within its own borders a 
result of the Opium Wars -> The British,French, Americans, Germans and Russians controlled the majority 
of tetrode in China. 

- Settlement After War: 

- Austria (cedes empire): Hungary+Balkan States, Czechoslovakia 

- Ireland partitioned North+ south 

- France- regains territories+ some African/Ottoman 

- Poland independence 

- Romania regains Transylvania + independence 

- Russia -> USSR 

- Turkey- France/UK annex Palestine + Mesopotamia 

- Birth of 20th Century nationalism:  

- Nationalism= desire for a nation state-> Nation state = a central organisation that rules over a well-
defined continuous territory and claims the monopoly of force. 

* We are interested in ethnic nationalism without nation-states 

- Birth of divided societies: ethnic nationalism, ‘near nations’ suppressed by states, secessionist 
movements, paramilitary forces, cycles of state repression and reform, ‘ethnic groups’ confines 
ghettoes, ethnic riots, war - EX: Kurdistan, Ukraine, India, Jerusalem, EU and Nationalism (BREXIT). 

——————————————————————————————————————————————— 

Week 1 Readings: 

-> Adrian Guelke - “The politics of Deeply Divided Societies”: 

- Ethnic groups in conflict often resort to violent means, conflicting claims over society (whole/part) is part 
of sovereign state ->Results in a DEEPLY divided society. 

-> Jurgen Habermas “The European Nation State.Its achievements and its limitations. On the past 
and future of sovereignty and citizenship” :  
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- The normal state: ethnic conflicts not in conflict, no threat of widespread violence, no competing claims 
on national territory (only threat form incorporating immigrants and economic inequality as a result of 
globalisation). 

- State is an executive branch securing internal and external sovereignty, a clearly delimited territory, the 
totality of citizens, the legal order that constitutes jurisdiction within the limits of the state territory. Th 
institutional core of this modern state is formed by legally constituted and highly differentiated 
administrative apparatus which monopolises the legitimate means of violence and obeys n interesting 
division of labour with a market society set free of economic functions. With he support of th e police 
and military, the state maintains autonomy within and without, sovereignty means that the political 
authority maintains both law and order within the boundaries of its territory, and the integrity of these 
boundaries against an international environment, in which competing states recognise each other 
under international law. Because of the institutional differentiation between political and economic 
functions, state and society mutually depend on each other. The administrative state depends on taxes, 
while the market economy depends on legal guarantees, political regulations and infrastructural 
provisions. -> Success of the nation state as the most effective vehicle for an accelerating social 
modernisation. 

- Democratic regimes proved more stable in countries where a national identity developed hand in hand 
with revolutionary struggles for civil liberties within existing territorial states. 

- The modern form of collective identity had a catalytic function for the transformation of the early modern 
state into a democratic republic. The national self-counciousness of the people provided a cultural 
context that facilitated the political activation of citizens. This way the nation state established a 
democratic mode of legitimisation on the basis of a new and more abstract form of social integration. 

-> Nagle and Clancy - “Shared Society or Benign Apartheid”: 

- Offers some hope for deeply divided societies = power sharing, economic recognition, peace building 
HOWEVER it also warns us against new forms of apartheid or division. 

- Deeply divided society are ascriptive ethnic ties that generated antagonistic segmentation of the 
society, based on terminal identities with high political salience, sustained over s substantial period of 
time and a wide variety of issues. This division is reinforces by historically embedded patterns of social 
segregation and endogamy meaning that levels of intergroup distrust and hostility are high, economic 
growth is low and group boundaries are sharp enough so that membership is clear and, with few 
exceptions, unchangeable. - EX: Northern Ireland, Bosnia, Cyrus, Kosovo, Iraq, Siri Lanka and 
Lebanon. 

- A shared society (the opposite of a divided society) may be ethnically or nationally diverse, political 
parties are based on promoting policies which appeal to all sections of society rather to a distinct ethnic 
segment. Despite citizens of such societies possessing different ethnic identities,a super-ordinaire civic 
and/ or national belonging prevails ad the public sphere is a place where conflict can be peacefully 
negotiated, with a single, shared public identity to which all can claim allegiance and which facilitates 
the distribution of public goods. 

- Although a shared identity appears normatively attractive, it may not always be the most practical 
immediate goal to deal with the violence and conflict which arise from deeply embedded cleavages. 

- When initiatives are designed to ameliorate the aggressive ad provocative content of ethnic 
identification in divided societies, this can provide a supporting scaffold for the task of conflict 
management. Peace building begins by changing perceptions of the conflict and softening out-group 
boundaries by redefining collective identities in ways that are empowering and yet less polarising. 

- Although identities are socially constructed, it is often unable to be reconstructed unless there is a 
change in the interest of the parties. 
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- Although the point is not to achieve consensus between groups on the issues which fundamentally 
divide them, it is possible nonetheless to combine contestation with a space for social differences to be 
heard and recognised by parties, so that adversaries possess a shared adherence o the enthico-liberal 
principles of liberty and equality. 

- EX: Northern Ireland - largely divided between British unionists/ loyalists and Irish nationalists/ 
republicans. Also a strong overlap between religious ascription and national identity in the region with a 
high percentage of Catholics identifying as Irish Nationalists and roughly equal number of protestant 
who are British unionists. The main basis for conflict is the existence of competing national claims over 
the question of sovereignty with unionists wishing Northern Ireland to remain British, while Irish 
nationalists desire the north to be unified with the Irish republic -> Divided society: most political parties 
mobilise along ethno-naitonal lines, and groups often claim cultural distinctiveness and descent, there 
are separate domes for living, socialising, schooling, sport sporting foliations, etc. Violent conflict in 
1969 (“troubles”) -> peace agreement in 1998 would create and auspicious environment for people to 
northern Ireland to forge a new shared identity, transcending the insular- looking group identities of the 
past. The terms of the agreement and the political institutions created to sustain peace do little to deal 
with the root causes of the conflict and instead, they institutionalise and encourage conflict ethnic 
interests, thereby providing a distinctive for the emergence of a shared vision of the society. The Good 
Friday Agreement (GFA) of 1998 in Northern Ireland is predicated on equality recognising and 
validating UK unionists and Irish nationalists divergent political aspirations and cultural identities. The 
agreement doe not envisage a shared and united society, instead it envisages two communities living 
not as one but separately. Role for politicians to promote the concept of an already existing non-
threatening common heritage or to generate a new sense of tradition based on common values that is 
conducive to a long-term peace. 

- Minor differences between ethnic groups makes hard for outsiders to distinguish the division between 
ethnic groups. Ethnicity is constructed rather than rooted in biology, and antagonistic expressions of 
difference have been inflated by ethnic entrepreneurs as means to secure their own political power 
base. So is there soon for a reconciliation based on this common identity? 

- Mouffe, 2000 : All societies are riven by conflict regardless of whether they appear to be ethnically 
homogeneous or extremely plural. These conflicts can be over economic, health and gender 
inequalities, between faith groups, derv the role of religion and secular values in public life and over 
various political and cultural identities. Not all conflict is destructive and violent, conflict can engender 
peaceful, positive change, such as delivering forms of social equality. 

- Ethnicity per see does not expedites conflictual relationships between groups. 

- Fearon and Laitin (2000): Social constructivists assume that ethnic groups are social categories 
distinguished by two main features: rules of membership that decide who is and is not a member of the 
category and content - characteristics thought to be the typical of members of the category. Ethnicity it 
thus socially constructed because it is said that membership rules and content are the products of 
human action and speech, and that as result they can and do change overtime. This perspective exalts 
the power of leaders in constructing ethnicity for their own political ends by mobilising a group. 

- The primordialist approach sees ethnic groups as a fact of nature, sometimes enmeshed in human 
biology and embedded in social structure, they are therefore static entities which inextricably shape 
who are the members of such groups. Primordialists believes int he immutable ethnic differences will 
propagate unavoidable and unending violent conflict between groups in close contact. HOWEVER they 
agreed the ethnic groups are often constructed for various purposes, but contrary to constructivists, 
they believe that ethnic groups are experienced members was primordial attachments which they 
attribute to the tie of blood and from a natural affinity. Such beliefs in the primordial quality of identity 
make ethnicity extraordinarily resilient once formed and less prone to reinvention for any political 
exigency. 
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- Mosaic approach: ethnicities are made of of pieces of the past and present creating a social glue 
reinforced by ethnical entrepreneurs/ politicians. -> Formation of boundaries between ethnic groups. 

- Conflict occurs when one or more group mobilisers to achieve political goals on the basis of their 
ethnicity, which, n turn, is resisted by another group who sees it as adversely upon its social and/or 
political position. 

- Ethnicity merges with nationalism when it makes specific historical claims and attempts to administer 
the group as a political community. IMPORTANT: not all ethnic groups are forms of nationalism and not 
al nationalist groups are purely ethnic. A key distinction between ethnic and nationalist movements is 
that the later reflect claims to authority over territory and self-determination that are currently 
unsatisfied (Hetcher, 2000). Nationalist movements needs a territory so that they can relive their dream 
of being an independent, self-rilling sovereign nation state. 

- Peace building process by conflict management (the attempt to contain, limit or direct the effects os an 
ongoing ethnic conflict and a transformation in actors perceptions of their interests), conflict 
transformation (where the conflict root causes are altered where there is  redefinition of the interests 
and identities of the parties)and conflict resolution. 

- Importance on the creation of impartial and credible state institutions that facilitate cooperation across 
ethnic lines. 

- Managing and transforming ethno-national conflict: 

- Transformationists: is driven by a constructivist analysis of ethnicity, since ethnic identities are 
constructed by ethno-national entrepreneurs, they can just as easily be disabled and rearranged into a 
more progressive identity that cross-cut cleavages. - EX: Farry (2009) “ since identity has been 
constructed and divisions further entrenched during different periods of history of Northern Ireland… 
this construction of identity holds out the prospect that communal identities can be reconstructed,,,as 
identities have been shaped by various influences in the past, they can be reshaped in the future -> 
Stimuli for the reconstruction of ethnicity: class (ethno-national division is the periodic of class forces - 
capitalism critique), globalism (globalisation is eroding the power of nation states and the particularity of 
ethnicity thus expedition new cosmopolitan identities unfettered by ethno-nationalism, where political 
decisions are primarily responses to the demands of the international economy, globalisation is seen as 
conducive to the accommodation of ethnic difference rather than its eradication), europeanisation 
(where a new identity will emerge, embracing both communities and superseding the former divisions) 
and regionalism (the two groups have shared values rooted a common regional culture that can spur a 
shared political identity. 

- Assimilationists: they recognise the existence of ethnic identities but desire to depoliticise thereby 
relegating them to the private sphere, given the public sphere of formal politics as a place where 
common civic, non-ethnic real is developed.. A common sense of citizenship is nurtured by uniform, 
singular and equal rights, formal social equality and justice. The public sphere is a place where citizens 
debate in a rational manner issues concerning the common good rater than subordinating then to 
particularistic ethnic demands (liberalism). The idea is that once ethnicity is neutralised as a political 
force, individuals can alleviate the dead weight of irrational tradition and make political decisions based 
on universal logic for the common good. 

- Multiculturalist: sharing is achieved paradoxically by recognising that differences between groups exists 
and rather than trying to transform or depoliticise them we should try to ensure that they are treated in 
an equal and impartial manner OR initiating groups differentiated rights so that the national identities of 
the groups are endowed with public recognition. Groups should be given rights to enable them to 
express and maintain their identities without it adversely affecting their status int he society. When 
antagonistic groups make the effort to recognise the identities of the other, reinforced by institutional 
state support, this helps nourish peace-building by fostering mutual tolerance. 
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- Northern Island case: in 2003, the UK government encouraged a broad consultation process 
concerning developing public politicise to engender shared/ integrated communities and to foster 
respect, encouragement and celebration of different cultures, faiths and traditions -> By reducing 
conflict to the power of intolerance, Shared Future fails to adequacy examine why particular types of 
multiethnic societies are characterised by intercultural dialogue and why other societies display 
pervasive mistrust and animosity. By seeking to deal with the symptoms, rater than the cause of the 
disease, Shared Future is unable to deal with the root of the problem of conflict in divided societies. 

- Laitin (2007) argues that the key explanatory variable for ethnic violence is the existence of weak states 
who handle their minorities in an unsatisfactory way, thereby sustaining minorities grievances and/ or 
by dealing inequity with separatist extremists. 

- Conflict and fragmentation arise most often not when compromises are made between ethnic groups or 
when formal ethnic, linguistic and/ or religious rights are accorded me degree of recognition, but hone 
these have been historically avoided, suppressed or ignored. 

——————————————————————————————————————————————— 

Week 2: Modernisation 

-> 4 Books in the 1990s: 

* Eric Hobsbawn - “Age of Extremes” (1914-1991) - Disparages nationalist movements (disappearing). 

* Francis Fukuyama- “End of history” - national struggle coming to an end due to defeat of fascism/ 
communism 

* Michale Doyle - “Democratic Peace Theory” - democracies do not fight each other: with more 
democracies, more peace (cosmopolitanism). 

* S. P. Huntington - “Clash of civilisations” - increasing conflict between Christendom, Islam, Confucianism 
- civilisations eclipse nationalism 

-> It this is true, then nationalism is less of a factor in 2000s: Rise of EU, new democracies, market 
capitalism, marked by events in post-soviet world (then Arab spring) 

* Only issue = Islamic terrorism ( Huntington sees that a civilisational issue). 

-> Alternative: 1914 like 2004 

- New empires - e.g.. Russian rather than Soviet 

- New Nationalism - eg. Est Ukraine 

- Unraveling of final agreement reached after 1918 - new states established by Britain/ France after the 
carving of the Ottoman Empire - e.g.. Syria + Iraq (threat to Lebanon). 

- A new war in an age of extreme nationalism and imperial alliances? 

- Nationalism: A history 

- Post-Westphalia 

- Imperial past, the post-colonial, post-communist 

- Nation-States vs. Nations without States 

- The development of “deeply divided societies” 
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-> Stages of Nationalism: 

- Bismark - think with your blood 

- Ben Anderson - concept of ‘imagined communities’ 

- The post-Westphalian system, the post-colonial, the post-communism. 

- Nationalism: desire for a nation-state 

- Shared solidarity OR blood 

- Traditional ways that underlay establishment or modern nationalism 

- Nationalism and globalisation exists side by side. 

- Nation States: Independent political unit, permanent population, defined territory, control over internal 
and foreign affairs (sovereignty), recognised by other states. A central organisation that rues over a well 
defined continuous territory and claims the monopoly of force. 

* We are interested in ethnic nationalism without nation-states. 

* Ethnic nationalism without nation-states a powerful force of conflict. 

-> Background: Role of War as Innovator: 

- Thirty Years War of 1618-1648 led to the modern states. 

- Treaty of Westphalia (1648) established principles still active today. 

- Sovereignty, self-determination, embassies, international law to govern trade and war. 

- Nationalism: Nationalism, civic nationalism, ethnic nationalism (primordial- nature, modernity - elite, 
social constructivism - imagination) -> (deeply) divided societies. 

- Concepts of Ethnicity: Religion, language, race, common past, geography, ethnicity. 

- Ethnicity - Max Webber: “ groups that entertain a subjective belief in their common descent because of 
similarities of physical type or of customs or both, or because of memories of colonisation and 
migration; this belief must be important for group formation, furthermore it does not matter whether an 
objective blood relationship. 

- Civic Nationalism: Nationhood is defined by common citizenship & A civic nation consists of all those 
who subscribe to its political creed - regardless of ethnicity or race, colour, religion, gender, language. 

- A civic nation is in principle a community: of equal rights-bearing citizens, united in patriotic 
attachment, to a shared set of political practices ad values. 

- A civic nation is “democratic” in the sense that: it vests sovereignty in all of the people (all citizens), a 
civic nation-state claims self governing rights and rights for its citizens, vis a vis other nation states. EX: 
US, France, Great Britain. 

- Ethnic nationalism: according to ethnic nationalists it is not the state that creates the nation, but the 
nation that creates the state. The glue that holds people together is not shared political rights. It is pre-
existing ethnic characteristics. 

- Civic nationalists: citizenship, choice, rational, unity by consent, democratic, liberty, individual VS. 
Ethnic Nationalists: common roots, inheritance, emotional, unity by ascription, ethnic majority rules, 
fraternity, nation. 
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-> Virtues of Nationalism: Nationalism gave rise to democracy, nationalism is a social glue, nationalism 
can lead to altruistic behaviour, nationalism also one of the founding units of internationalism. 

- A “deeply divided society” - Adrian Guelke- is one where violence or the threat of violence keeps it 
divided. What distinguishes deeply divided societies from fragmented ones is their inability to agree on 
a common process for decision making , making peace and reconciliation difficult, if not impossible to 
achieve. 

- United or Deeply Divided Societies: Post- Soviet Revolutions of 1989 

- July 14 of 1789 - symbolic culmination of the French revolution - regime at an end, how long would it 
take to disappear, what would be the new order look like, who would benefit - civic or ethnic. 

- November 9th of 1989- with the fall of the Berlin Wall opened up questions about civic or ethnic 
nationalism… 

- In post- USSR - all sorts of possibilities arose: Full national independence OR cultural/ political 
autonomy without full independence OR struggles between deeply divided societies and states OR 
partition of ethnic groups 

-> Nations Without states: distinct group of people without sovereign territory. Seek autonomy and 
independence EX: Ukraine, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia break free. Kurds, Basques, Palestinians, Northern 
Irish Catholics? 

- Ethnic nationalism and states: 

- Shift from: ethnic nationalism to civic nationalism - (possible in deeply divided societies?), empires to 
regional cooperation, geopolitics to globalisation. 

*  Civic nationalism, regional cooperation and globalisation - portrayed as the future. 

* Daniel Bell; “ The nation state is becoming too small for the big problems in life, and too big for the small 
problems of life” 

* Exists within an interdependent world economy yet few political outlets for realisation of international 
democracy. 

* Nationalism is still a tenacious ideological bond. 

* Conclusion:  

* Nationalism covers a multitude of confusing entities: civic, ethnic, civic and ethnic nationalism, (deeply) 
divided societies 

* Societies becoming divided internally/ geopolitics. 

* Divided societies shifting (globalisation?) 

* Paradox: attempts to form nation-states is relevant despite increasing globalisation. 

- Modernisation: Alive in the social sciences of the 1950s/ 60s then revived in 1990s -> Important for us 
as it predicts end of (deeply) divided societies (under certain circumstances) 

- Industrialisation + Wealth -> participation -> democracy (more human rights, etc) 

- Strongly linked to the liberal model of the world. 

* Is economic development the solution to the problems of ethnic nationalism? 
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——————————————————————————————————————————————— 

Week 2 Readings: 

-> Seymour Martin Lipset- “ Some Social Requisites of Democracy: Economic Development and 
Political Legitimacy” 

- Democracy as a political system which supplies regular constitutional opportunities for changing the 
governing officials. It is a social mechanism for the resolution of the problem of societal decision-
making among conflicting interest groups which permits the largest possible part of the population to 
influence these decisions though their ability to choose among alternative contenders for political office. 
Specific conditions: (Schumpter and Webber) a political formula or a system of beliefs, legitimising the 
democratic system and specifying the institutions (parties, free press, etc) which are legitimised 
(accepted as proper by all), one set of political leaders in office and one or more sets of leaders, out of 
office, who act as a legitimate opposition attempting to gain office. 

- Economic development (industrialisation, wealth, urbanisation and education) and legitimacy (the 
degree to which institutions are valued for themselves and considered right and proper) are structural 
characteristics of a society which sustain a democratic political system. 

- A society divided between a large impoverished mass and a small favoured elite would result either in 
oligarchy (dictatorial rule of the small upper stratum) or in tyranny (popularly based dictatorship/ 
communism). 

- A stable democracy requires relatively moderate tension among the contending political forces. And 
political moderation is facilitated by the capacity of a system to resolve key dividing issues before new 
ones arise. To the extent that the cleavages of religion, citizenship, and collective bargaining have been 
allowed to cumulate and reinforce each other as stimulants for patrician hostility. 

- Increased wealth is not only related causally to the development of democracy by changing the social 
conditions of the workers , but it also affects the political role of the middle class -> Legitimacy? Divided 
societies? 

-> Anthony Smith- “Nationalism and Classical Social Theory”: 

- The emergence of nationalism as a topic in sociology by late 20th century. These approaches are then 
divided between: developmental perspectives ( modernisation theories- nationalism becomes more or 
less essential part of the process by which traditional societies disintegrate and transform themselves 
into modern ones and uneven development theories - nationalism is a product of the period of 
disturbance and strain through which modernising societies must pass, the all adopt and endogenous 
approach), communitarian approaches ( an enlightened and radical streaming- the spirit of the nation 
and the love of country from he only true bases for a democratic society and a post and counter 
revolutionary tradition, where the key to society was authority, and the root of all social authority was 
religion, only religion could ensure community between men and women, only a full assent to its 
supernaturally backed values and norms would give everyone the sense of belonging, of solidarity, 
which was men’s basic need). Conflict approaches (focus on social and political conflict, conflict as a 
prime cause of social cohesion) 

- Durkheim (communitarian approach): “ what brings men an women together are mechanical causes 
and impulsive forces, such as affinity and blood, attachment to the same soil, ancestral worship, 
community of habits, etc. Only when the group has been formed on these basis that cooperation is 
organised these. The result of these mechanical causes and impulsive forces is a sense of solidarity or 
community based upon shared beliefs and sentiments, and a close resemblance between its members. 
In such societies, the collective conscience of the entire groups is expressed in its traditions which 
change only very slowly, because what comes from the past is generally the object of very special 
respect. Moreover, the sense of ethnic community has not been eroded by modernisation or social 
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mobilisation. Even in modern times, religion in the broad sense remains at the heart of any community-
> Lacks a specifically historical and comparative character, and has an almost timeless quality. 

- Webber (Conflict approach): physical type, common religion, shared customs, community of language -
> all or any of these may become culture values for the members of the ethnic or national community, 
but none of them alone suffices to define a nation, and none constitutes a necessary condition of the 
sense of nationality. The transition form an ethnic or culture group to a nation requires political action, 
often of military nature. For him a nation is a community of sentiment which would adequacy manifest 
itself in a state of its own, hence, a nation is a community which normally tends to produce a state of its 
own. The tendency towards autonomous statehood distinguishes nations from other communities with 
sentiments of solidarity, but it does not explain why this political type of community, the nation, should 
emerge and became the norm for legitimising states in the modern world. Webber sees the nation as 
community, who the state is a rational association, both however need each other in the modern world. 
For the state, as a power-based entity, requires the legitimisation and direction of the nation for its 
popular support, while the nation requires the state to protect its unique cultural values in the general 
struggle of value-bearing communities.Only s state can ensure the survival of the many cultural values 
unique to nations. 

- Richard Sakwa “ The Soviet Collapse: Contradictions and Neo-Modernisation” 

- The collapse of the Soviet union is due to its own contradictions. The contradictions that led to 1989 
(taken as the symbolic date for the collapse of the soviet empire in Eastern Europe) were different from 
those that precipitated 1991 (the combined dissolution of the communist system and the disintegration of 
the Soviet state). The revolutions in 1989 in Eastern Europe shrugged off Soviet power and influence, the 
structures of communist rule and reorienting the countries to the path of Western integration. The 
fundamental contradiction that precipitated the Soviet fall was that between the attempt to create a 
modern society, defined as one characterised by industrialisation, and the simultaneous attempt to create 
an alternative modernity. The central features o this alternative modernity included the abolition of the free 
market, the attempt to achieve the direct expression of popular sovereignty as represented in the party 
state, the inversion of typically modern forms of class hierarchy and a permanently revisionist stance in 
international affairs, denied as the aspiration to revise the existing international order, even though in 
practice the Soviet Union became in effect a status quo power. 

- Factors tot he collapse in 1991: questionable viability of the Soviet order (late 1980s signs of economic 
strain, long-term decline in economic growth rates and stagnating standards of living, accompanied, very 
few sectors or industries were internationally competitive in declines in economic competitiveness, 
productivity and rates of investment and innovation), the economy is structurally militarised (18% of GDP), 
the Soviet system was unable to make the transition from a Fordist-Keynesian industrial system of mass 
production and mass consumption to a flexible accumulation regime. Fundamental contradiction in the 
political sphere: the attempt to implement elements of a commune democracy: the fusion of executive and 
legislative functions in the soviets, and the absence of the separation of powers - The commune 
democracy assumes that the interests of the principal (sovereign people) and the agent (political 
structures) were one and the same, thus denying any space for political pluralism or even socialist forms 
of contestation.- the problem was that a political reform was too much, too late, overwhelming the 
system’s ability to absorb innovation and rupturing existing political ties and systems of governance. There 
appeared to be no evolutionary mechanism for intra-systemic political change, and instead change came 
in the form of shocks and ruptures. The main charge that may be laid against Gorbachev as a leader is 
that the lacked an effective strategy of statecraft: the mobilisation of resources t make a country more self-
confident, more powerful, more respected and more prosperous, instead, Gorbachev frittered away the 
governmental capital accumulated by the Soviet regime, and in the end was unable to save the country 
which he had attempted to reform (institutional destabilisation promoted by Gorbachev’s reforms is 
undoubtedly one of the central factors provoking the collapse. The exhaustion of communist ideology- 
people no longer believed in the ideal of building communism, and were no longer willing to endure 
sacrifices to support Soviet internationalist ambitions abroad. 
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- The Soviet authoritarian regime was undermined by its own modernisation.The Soviet developmental 
experiment represented an attempt to create an alternative modernity, but in the end failed to sustain 
itself as a coherent alternative social order. Soviet style communist as a case of mis-modernisation, 
where the form of modernity is deemed as unsustainable. The soviet system was founded on the notion 
of emulation of the western form of modernity while claiming to resolve its defects, but ultimately was 
unable to find a way of achieving similar goals by different methods. 

- Inglehart and Welzel (2009): “modernisation does not automatically lead to democracy, but they insist 
that in the long run, it brings social and cultural changes that make democratisation increasingly 
probable”. 

- Classical modernisation theory was more concerned about the problem of backwardness and how to 
achieve development, neb-modernisation shifts the emphasis to the consequences, above all in 
opening up the potential for democracy. 

- imposition of a Russian national identity combined with more freedom in the effort to modernise USSR. 

——————————————————————————————————————— 

Week3: Marxism 

- Deeply divided societies today: 

- A conflict in which a sub-national (minority) group challenges the policies of the state of other political 
actors, usually by asking for groups rights or recognition of some sort. 

* Are these societies primordial - think with your blood (Bismark)? 

* Will troubles in these societies disappear as income increases? 

* Are these societies where false consciousness has been successfully promoted? 

- Ethnic conflict: history, ethnic composition, state structure, economy 

- The emergence of conflict: de-stabilising shocks, widening income disparities between one part of 
the country vs the other, economic crisis created the need for political and economic reform, failure to 
reform due to ethnic composition. 

- Hypothesis (primordial); conflict field by age old loyalties and cultural differences. 

- Ethnic groups lying in wait for one another nourishing age old hatreds. 

- Irrational violence 

- Not much use of destabilising shocks 

* Role of refugees: 60% of the world’s 20million refugees are fleeing ethnopoliticao conflicts and 
repression - now grown due to 3.7million Syrian refugees. 

- From the end of World War 2 to 2002, 16.5 million people have dies in internal conflicts, compared to 3.3 
million in interstate wars. There have been about 122 civil wars since 1945, compared with 25 
conventional wars. Many are between different ethnic groups. 

- There are currently about 250 active ethnopoliticao movements using various forms of protest and 
rebellion. Nationalist conflict occurs in all regions of the world - 16 in Europe, 10 in Middle East, 31 in 
Asia, 31 in Africa and 7 in Latin America. 

- Sub-nationalist grievances: 

- Creation of an official language. 
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