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Podminky splnéeni kurzu

Zaverecny test: 80 %
Aktivni ucast na prednaskach: 20 %

Politicka soc
Politika a identita
v proménach mode

politicka |
sociologie | 3
2




MODERNIZACE
A JEJI DUSLEDKY
kapitola 3,1




Moderni versus tradicni

Modernis




Obcanska spolecnhost -

Civil/Blrgerliche
Souety/GeseIIschaft
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Modernizace

1455 1650 1774
Literacy Growth
1517 1648 1781 Secularization
1759 1765 1884 Industrialization

1784 1833 1859 1868/9
Commodification

1781 1848
Urbanization

1893 1906 1918 Democratization
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Perspektiva socialni diferenciace

Patronaz versus instituce
Univerzalizujici média moci ikias unmann)

Knize/patron
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Obcanska spolecnost (verejnost + trh)

Tocquevillovsko-giddensovska perspektiva

Ocekdvdni/funkce Rizika |. Rizika Il.

Protection

Pasivita, apatie: nadmira participace

Zneuzivani moci: slaby stat

R
NI

Krize legitimity: nekriticka dlvéra

Atomizace, anomie: nacionalismus

Participation



* Caso-prostorové rozpojeni

e Vyvazujici mechanismy
— Expertni systémy (vlak, telegraf, telefon, satelit...)
— Symbolické znaky (penize, jazyk...)



The Institutional Dimensions of Modernity
Anthony Giddens




Francis Coppola, Godfather
1972, 1974, 1990




Klientelismus/tradi¢ni spole¢nost

Liberalismus/moderni spole¢nost

Socialni hierarchie

Pravni rovnost

Pratelstvi a nerovnost/neformalnost

Obcanstvi/formalnost/instituce

Panstvi: tradice, charisma

Panstvi legalni: pravo, spravedlnost

Patrimonialni sprava, vrchnost

Byrokraticka sprava

Pozemkova drzba

Soukromé/verejné pravo

Feudalismus, plebejstvi

Trh, soutéz

Dar, samozasobitelstvi

Monetarni sména

Patronaz/podrizenost

Autonomie/partnerstvi

Strach/specificka reciprocita

Diivéra/obecna reciprocita

Bonding social capital/mechanicka solidarita

Bridging social capital/organicka solidarita
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Klientelismus x formalni pravidla

FIGURE 24: VIEWS ON ACCEPTABILITY OF GIVING A GIFT TO OR DOING A FAVOUR FOR A PUBLIC OFFICIAL OR CIVIL SERVANT IF
NEED SOMETHING URGENTLY FROM THEM, BY COUNTRY (%)
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Sowce: FRA, FundamentalRights Survey 2019 [Data collection in coaperation with (BS (NL), CTIE (LU) and Statistics Austria (AT)]




At least seven in ten respondents agree with this statement in all EU Member States but Czechia -
more than half «totally agree» in LU, AT and MT

Q11 To be part of the European Union, Member States agree to share and respect common values including the rule of law
(which includes press freedom, independence of justice, fight against corruption, protection of individual rights, etc.). Do you
agree or disagree with this statement: The EU should only provide funds to Member States conditional upon their
government'simplementation of the rule of law and of democratic principles?
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Prehled pocCtu obci podle poctu obyvatel

Obces podtem . Pocet obci % celkové q}:‘:};’iﬂ:‘;&
obyvatel (v kunmlaci) populace Wl faci)
0-100 557 557 0.4 0.4
101-200 1 086 1643 1.6 2.0
201-300 890 2533 24 4.1
301-1500 2850 5383 184 225
1 501-5 000 592 5905 14.8 313
5 001-10 000 137 6112 Sl 46.4
10 001-20 000 63 6 180 83 55.8
20 001-30000 28 6 208 6.8 62.6
30 001-40 000 9 6217 3.1 65.7
40 001-50 000 5 6222 23 68.0
50 001-100 000 16 6 238 5] 795
100 001-150 000 1 g2y 1.0 30.3
150 000 avice 3 6 242 8.2 88.5
Praha 1 6 243 115 100.0






SIGNIFICANT IMPROVERS

ESTONIA (76) SIGNIFICANT DECLINERS

HUNGARY (42) UNITED KINGDOM (71)  POLAND (54)

o -

Since 2014 Since 2017 Since 2015




Historie Indexu v Ceskul’

0J[11]

Rok | Pozice Skore Zmér:na
ve skore
2023 | 41. 57 A +1
2022!"2 41, 56 A +2
202161 | 49. 54 -
2020131 49. 54 v -2
2019141 | 44 56 v -3
2018!"°1  38. 59 A +2
2017161 | 42, 57 A +2
2016l'7] | 47. 55 v -1
2015081 | 3s. 56 A +5
2014°1 | 50, 51 A +3
201312% | 57 48 v -1
201212'1 | 54, 49 -

REGIONAL OVERVIEW
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DENMARK
/100

FINLAND
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ROMANIA
46100

BULGARIA
45100

HUNGARY
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Role opozice | wm—

FIGURE T1: CONSIDERING FREEDOM OF OPPOSITION PARTIES TO CRITICISE THE GOVERNMENT TO BE OF HIGH IMPORTANCE,
PEOPLE AGED 16-29 YEARS AND &5 YEARS AND OVER, BY COUNTRY (%) =+
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Souwrce: FRA, Fundamental Rights Survey 2019 [Data collection in cooperation with CB5 (NL), CTIE (LU) and Statistics Austria (AT)]



355 interviews Eommesion

» 26 / 04 / 2019 —— Eurobarometer 91.3

19 interviews

22 | 04 ] 2019 Rule of Law

Methodology: face-to-face Czechia April 2019

Q7T How important for you personally are the followng points?
(%a)

Media and joumalists can criticise the govemment or _5”_“”-5r I1 I2
' berests withaut risk of intimidati
mmmmmm————————ttt - . - = e N>

There i a wide range of media allowing for sufficient _‘“ _ 42 - ! I1 I .
information and the expression of different opinions _ - _ . 18 . & I 5

Civil seciety arganisations and activists can operate freely and criticise _ o _ 4 - s lz . :
the government or major economic interests without adverse consequences _ 54 _ 4 - - 10 I 3
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Ochrana lidskych prav

FIGURE 2: VIEWS ON THE STATEMENT “EVERYOMNE IN [THIS COUNTRY] EM)OYS THE SAME BASIC HUMAN RIGHTS",

BY COUNTRY (%)
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Source: FRA, FundamentalRights Survey 2019 [Data collection in cooperation with CB5 (NL), CTIE (LU) and Statistics Austra (AT)]
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Ochrana mensin

FIGURE 10: IMPORTANCE TO DEMOCRACY THAT THE RIGHTS OF MINORITY GROUPS ARE PROTECTED, BY COUNTRY (%) =
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Schwartzova teorie zakladnich lidskych
super-hodnot

Konzervatismus

Otevrenost

DUraz na moznosti
Touha po samostatnosti

Nezavislost jednani a
mysleni

Otevrenost novym
zkusenostem, neznamému,
cizimu

Ochota ke zménam
Liberalismus

Dlraz na bezpedi, jistoty
Konformismus

Zavaznost tradic

Dlraz na rad
Odolnost/uzavienost vUci
Zmeénam
Klientelismus/nacionalismus



Schwartzova teorie zakladnich lidskych
super/hodnot

Sebe-strednost Prekroceni sebe
sama/empatie

 DuUraz na univerzalni
hodnoty

e Duraz na vlastni
zajmy
* Tolerance,

* Touha po moci
benevolence

e Zameéreni na uspéch,

pozitkarstvi e Zajem o ostatni, o

obecny zajem, blaho



Diagram: Srovnéani hodnot u Cechii
a obyvatel jinych evropskych zemi

= ) @Francie
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Konzervace ---> Otevrenost

Zdroj: Evropsky socialni vyzkum (European Social Survey — ESS) 2012
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53% Cech si
mysli, ze jejich
kultura je lepsi
nez vétsina
ostatnich kultur
(Cerven 2019,

STEM/Median)




Stredni tridy a post-materialni hodnoty

* Silent Revolution (1977)
e Survival taken for granted

* New social movements
(cultural revolution)
— Welfare state
— Economic miracle
— Longest peace in history

e Cultural Shift in Advanced
Industrial Society (1990)

Ronald Inglehart
The World Value Survey

Two dimensions of values

— Secular-rational vs.
traditional authority

— Survival (materialistic) vs.
post-materialistic values



The Inglehart-Welzel World Cultural Map (2020)
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Citation format when re-printing the map: The Inglehart-Welzel World Cultural Map - World
Values Survey 7 (2020) [Provisional version]. Source: http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/ &



Traditional vs. Secular-Rational Values

The World Value Survey 2017
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Protestant
Europe Sweden
Jinland NOF“:V
@Netherlands
] ey Denmark
@Switzerland  Iceland
Muslim-majority countries are in italics
-2,0 -1,5 -1,0 -0,5 0,0 0,5 1,0 15 2,0

Survival vs. Self-Expression Values

2,5




Viennese situation (1815): 1. ZONE
Age of Irredentism: 2. ZONE

— GERMANY 1871, ITALY 1866, 1870 (RISORGIMENTO)
Versailles (Wilson) System: 3. ZONE

— 1918, self-determination

Ethnic Cleansing: 4. ZONE

— 1945/46, 1989 — 1992 (USSR, Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia)
Attenuation (?)



2 basic types of nation-forming processes in Europe (Europe 1700)
Miroslav Hroch

Integrated state-nation societies
{7 states} F, E, D, P, S, Sp., D A oy
e tradition of statehood | AR "o
* complete social structure S E R o

(national elites)

THE CHANNEL

* tradition of literary language
(language of administration & B g o e et

Stateless societies s
{more than 30 ethnic groups)

* living within multiethnic states =~ &is =5 _
or empires - = <

* non-dominant ethnic groups



Gellner — 4 time zones (West — East direction)
,Modern forces inevitably have been working towards the confluence of political and
cultural borders, towards merging political and cultural units.”

1. ZONE (Europe 1800)

B g - Marriage of state and culture has
' ; been achieved during early
modernity (age of

............ enlightenment)
5 . States survived the Middle Ages -
. oo = continuity of independent
T e o™ statehood {7 states) — politically
i Se «. = . andculturally integrated. The
& =G Do) Y B ' process of integration lasted

=% centuries.



2. ZONE (Europe 1900)

KINGDOM

zzzzzz

Belgium

nnnnnn

ROMASIA

OTTOMAN EMPIRE

mmmmmmmmmmmmm

Marriage of state and culture has been
achieved in the second half of 19th
century

Germany : 1871 Bismarc

Italy: Risorgimento — the period of
liberation and political unification of
Italy 1866/1870

=(Mazzini, Garibaldi)

No state continuity but other preconditions
existed - culturally integrated, political
fragmentation — high culture

“Greece: independence war

1821-1829 (1832)
Bulgaria, Romania, Serbia 1878



3. ZONE (Europe 1918)

East Central Europe, 1918-1923 3

SWEDEN

Political + cultural fragmentation, many
dialects, it was not always obvious
what was a new language and what
was only regional dialects (Slavonic
languages), linguistic lines were very
blurred.

Many of these states became
independent after 1st world war —
principle of self-determination.

No statehood but remnant {partly
remaining} and functioning
institutions in multi-ethnic state
{Habsburg Empire} — C, H, P, Norway

TYRRHENIAN

&
taNrAN ,I .
SEA CEPMAL

Imeenaticeal boundaries, 1914

Allbed-Hungaslan demarcation line,
At Movember 1916

— o Sowiet republic boundaries, 1923 Farthest acvance of Hungarian
T communist troops, June 1913

Farthest advance of
= Curzon line 7 Folish troops, June 1920
[ piebiscite area —r— Farthest acvance af

Los Soviet troops, August 1920
SOEEINL Demitarized ‘Zone of the Straits’ . Int@rmAtiGnalized rivers




REPUBLIKA (ESKOSLOVENSEA.POMERY NARODNOSTNI.
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L1 — 18 0 2]

i, 20,
Vysvétlivky:
Nirodnosti:
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i3 vy i
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Die sudetendeutschen Heimatvertriebenen
und ihre Aufnahmeldnder

(Ergebnis der Volkszahlung vom 13. September 1950)

GroBbritannien ca, 100
Rep. Siidafrika \

Schweiz / Osterreich
ca. 2.000 ca. 142,100
Italien
G 3000 (=} bees Archiv, Minchen

Sudetendeutsc
Grafik: Peter Enber 19495



4. ZONE (Europe 2000+)

el No tradition of independent
e W | el L statehood at all {Slovakia,
B v SRR L | B R Slovenia, Finland, Estonia} -
Ty 5 O | orientation towards
s T e LR cultural/folklore history.
B | ~ The spread of bolshevism
B ey <&  repressed the national
e -l RIS WA emancipation movements
.. USSR — Ukraine, Baltic States

ST ... Yugoslavia — Slovenia, Croatia,

mmmmmm

e R T Monte Negro, Macedonia ...

Greece

ic Repu
hopis TIRAN
= Syrian
= " SEA Eopy =
: ol RAQ
iy I~rm~€(l
p
ROCC 4
(OCRATI 0PI - 1
UBLI soclLIsT | b e e e, L s S ewalt
o PERSI
'EOPLE'S GL
A



|

Pokrok neni nevyhnutelny! Regres je naopak

pravdépodobny/nevyhnutelny (Ustup
evolucionismus), védomi rizik (Beck)

Co to vlastneé je ,, pokrok®? K cemu smérujeme?
Jak l1ze mérit? (rozpad teleologie)

Prispiva védeéni k pokroku lidstva? Nemuze taky
Skodit? Rust skepse (reflexivita védéni)

Jaka je role Zapadu? (ztrata privilegované
pozice), pad kolonialismu, prijeti multi-
kulturalismu, nova socialni hnuti ...




Tradicni x moderni
Archaicka, primitivni )-:
Polo/moderni spoleénosti
Jednoducha modernizace

Reflexivni modernizace/radikalizova modernita

Post/moderni spole¢nost
Casoprostorové rozpojeni, vyvazujici mechanismy
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Could you please mention that you would not like to have as
neighbors? Immigrants/foreign workers (mentioned, not

mentioned).
WVS time-series (1981-2020)

staré stity EU Cesko nové stity EU
1989-1993 0 12 12 BE O BB 26 26 74 74| 0 29 9 71 0 71
1994-1998 0 ] B 92 0 92 28 28 72 72| 0 22 12 T8 O T8
1999-2004 0 10 10 9 0 B9 19 19 £l 81| O 22 12 7% 0 79
2005-2009 0 12 12 B4 0 84 29 29 67 67| 0 18 18 T8 O T8
20010-2014 0 13 13 BT O 87 0 0] 0 14 14 g6 O 86
20017-2020 0 13 13 5 O BS 53 53 37 37| 0 29 19 64 O 64
protestanski Evropa katolickd Evropa ortodoxni Evropa
1989-1993 0 9 9 21 0 91| 0 18 18 g2 0 82| O 25 15 75 0 75
1994-1998 0 9 9 21 O 91| 0 15 15 5 0O B5| O 18 18 82 0 82
1999-2004 0 B B 90 0 9| 0 15 15 B85 O B5| O 16 16 B4 0O 54
2005-2009 0 9 9 7T 0O B7| O 17 17 gl O 81| O 20 20 770 77
2010-2014 0 15 15 5 0O BS| O 10 10 90 0 90| 0 24 24 76 0 76
20017-2020 0 9 9 90 0 9| 0 16 16 B0 0O 80| O i3 33 62 0O 62
byvaly Lapad Evropskd unie byvaly ¥Vvchod
1989-1993 0 11 11 9 0 B9 | O 17 17 3 0 B3| O 25 15 75 0 75
1994-1998 0 B B 92 0 921 0 15 15 5 0O BS| O 19 19 £l O ]|
1999-2004 0 10 10 9 0 B9 | O 14 14 g6 0O 86| O 17 17 83 0 83
2005-2009 0 12 12 5 0O BS| O 14 14 g2 0 82| O 21 21 76 0 76
2010-2014 0 13 13 7 O B7| O 13 13 g6 O 86| O 19 19 £l O ]|
TN T2 ] 17 12 ®iEa 0 B& | 0 1% 18 TG 0 T | 0 ki k1] P | ] Gl




How important it is in your life: Politics
(very, important, rather important, not very important or
not important at all) WVS time-series (1981-2020).

staré stity EU Cesko nové staty EU
1989-1993 B I8 36 38 14 62 9 2k 37 41 21 62 9 23 31 40 24 65
1994-1998 #2735 41 4 64 i 022 25 45 19 M4 6 I8 24 41 34 T4
1999-2004 g 30 38 41 20 6l 6 23 31 48 19 &7 5 19 25 42 31 73
2005-2009 10 35 44 37 1 55 5 16 21 42 35 77 5 19 24 42 33 75
2000-2014 9 33 42 40 I8 57 0 4 I8 213 43 M 717
2017-2020 11 3% 49 35 153 S0 6 1% 25 44 29 @ 9 22 3 37 31 69
protestanska Evropa katolickd Evropa ortoedoxni Evropa
1989-1993 9 33 42 40 17 57 8 22 30 37 30 67 10 24 34 39 24 &3
1994-1998 31 3 43 I8 6l 6 17 23 3 37 76 719 2 40 31 0TI
1999-2004 B34 42 42 15 57 T 23 029 42 28 T E 24 31 40 26 66
2005-2009 9 3% 47 3 13 52 8 26 34 3 1o 65 E 25 3 3 1T 65
2010-2014 10 3% 49 39 11 50 4 18 22 44 33 T8 719 2 40 33 73
2017-2020 11 45 56 36 ¥ 43 10 30 39 37 24 e0) 10 21 31 35 31 66
byvaly Lapad Evropskd unie byvaly Vvchod
1989-1993 #1937 3 14 6l 8 2T 35 3 24 &3 9 23 31 40 23 63
1994-1998 B 2B 35 41 23 63 722 29 41 29 &9 6 I8 25 41 32 73
1999-2004 8 30 38 41 20 6l T 2T 34 41 213 68 6 22 28 41 28 69
2005-2009 10 35 45 37 17 &4 8 30 38 3 21 6l 6 21 28 41 30 Tl
2000-2014 9 33 42 40 I8 57 72T 34 41 15 66 5 19 28 42 32 78
2017-2020 1 3% 49 35 15 S| 10 34 44 35 200 55 E 22 30 37 30 67




Q) 4: How important it 1s 1n your life: Politics (very important, rather important,

not very important or not important at all)

WWVS time-series (1981-2020).

Neémecko Rakousko Recko
1989-1993 1 34 44 41 13 54 T 27 34 3H 25 63 L 0
1994-1998 11 40 51 39 10 49 0 0 0 0
1999-2004 9 30 3o 41 19 &l 10 31 41 43 15 58 9 27T 36 40 23 63
2005-2009 H 33 41 40 17 57 11 30 41 42 17 59 14 38 52 30 18 48
20010-2014 1 34 44 43 13 56 0 0 L 0
2007-2020 15 51 66 26 6 32 11 3% S0 36 13 49 1o 23 33 32 34 By
Mizozemi Polsko Bulharsko
1989-1993 12 41 53 33 13 46 10 27 37 38 19 57 15 ik 45 39 13 52
1994-1998 0 0 T 23 30 37T 30 67 7 18 15 41 3l TI
1999-2004 10 T 43 T 23 30 45 23 68 7T 22 29 45 20 65
2005-2009 9 12 46 1] 22 28 41 29 T0 721 28 41 29 T
20010-2014 3 12 58 5 28 33 45 22 67 L 0
20017-2020 [ 45 8 36 44 34 22 =11 12 24 36 35 27 62
Itslie Rumunsko
1989-19493 11 15 54 T 23 30 35 34 69 - e 20 37 Al 77
1994-1998 11 12 53 0 0 () 18 15 37 £ 73
1999-2004 11 45 8 26 34 42 24 11 5 200 25 33 41 T4
2005-2009 11 9 46 10 32 42 34 23 57 5 18 23 37 38 75
20010-2014 17 9 37 0 0 L 17 23 38 38 T
2007-2020 21 5 15 11 35 46 35 18 53 10 14 24 33 42 75
ipanﬂﬁkﬂ Srbsko
1989-1993 H 15 56 1] 15 21 32 45 77 L L
1994-1998 0 8 15 23 32 43 75 7 17 24 42 32 T4
1999-2004 8 i3 41 - 14 58 1] 16 22 3% 38 77 5 200 25 45 29 T4
2005-2040 12 43 55 39 6 45 1] 21 7 3% 33 T2 a6 200 26 44 29 73
20010-2014 0 L 1] e 22 41 37 T8 L L
2007-2020 B 38 46 45 ¥ 53 14 26 40 i 24 6l L 1% 25 40 34 T4
E'i".'_"."carﬁ.lm Slovinsko Rusko
1989-1993 11 30 41 35 22 57 T 17 24 47 25 T2 11 25 36 40 1o 59
1994-1998 6 31 37 42 19 6l 3 12 15 47 38 b b b 1% 27 43 29 T2
1999-2004 0 0 2 12 14 45 40 85 b i 38 40 21 6l
2005-2040 12 38 S0 £ 12 48 3 13 16 49 34 83 B 27T 35 40 22 62
2000-2014 0 0 2 10 12 47 41 1] 7T 20 27 40 30 Tl
20017-2020 1 41 51 4 9 49 4 13 17 46 37 3 11 27T 38 38 23 6l
‘insko Francie Ukrajina
1989-1993 3 22 25 500 22 72 8 24 32 33 33 111 L 0
1994-1998 3 1t 19 5000 29 79 0 0 6 22 28 39 27 Gy
1999-2004 3 1t 19 54 25 79 8 27 35 35 29 64 11 26 37 36 23 59
2005-2009 3 26 29 45 24 TD 12 3T 49 i 21 51 o 27 37 35 26 6l
2000-2014 0 0 L 0 721 28 42 30 T2
20017-2020 6 38 44 45 9 54 9 0 39 34 27 6l B 21 29 31 25 Sy




Not interested in politics?

People reporting to be not at all interested in politics, by age group (2012-2014)
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* Nezajem o politiku
— Omezeny rekrutacni rezervoar politickych elit
— Slaba verejna kontrola politickych instituci
— Nedostatek (absence) zpétnych vazeb

* Stigmatizace politiky
— Dominance negativnich zpétnych vazeb
— Obranny efekt uzavirani se, vyhoreni, zcynicténi
— Zacarovany kruh stigmatizace, negativni selekce

* Despekt k diskusi a nerealisticka
ocekavani
— Frustrace, deziluze na strané verejnosti

— Omezena reflexivita, efektivita instituci
— Manipulativni, demonstrativni publicita, krize legitimity
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Clientelism, oligarchization, state capture (from 2013 on)
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Figure s.2. The public and private sphere in eight countries



