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CHAPTER 8 - A fhe i
[not just political] spheres of socnail.life ,fig;;lgl :ancc}’l (s(ilr,chcr (19?3: 1361
argues that “ev temporary authors, and to which [ adhere) Sh n
TeRdsly i ct(:)lile uestion of the extent to which citizenship i r?uld
not nt':glec't B ogntrY » Although this question may not b d\cﬁ(d'“y
exerc-ised.m.a‘glve{l.c 1 ¢ both because “the ineffecgiye, . "8
for him, it is “politically relevant,” both b I Veness ¢
the state-as-law” produces “low-iritenSIty P and brown aregg
in new democracies, in which citizen righ_ts are systematically violated,
and because these conditions of citizenship have dire consequenceg f,
deinl(::iraec}c,;nly disagreed with limiting ”this kind of assessment “t0 the
political theory of political dechracx _(1993: 1361) a_nd 10 emergip,
democracies. Tjﬂgﬁw___m_ﬂgl_}%ﬂf%ﬂﬁﬁnfi nternationg] y,.
lations, most accounts.do not acknowle ge t e centrality of more than
Mﬁ?gj@j?mempormy demo.
racy. Rather, most focus on the transformatiori of politicgl_ systems—qy,
r?g-i'me change, electoral competition, and their preconditions—ap on
the operations of government that are hallmarks of North Atlantic g,
mocracy. Such considerations are certainly fundamental. They establig,
that a majority of countries (63%) have now become democratic iy ¢he
sense that they are electoral democracies and have done so at a pag
in the late twentieth century never before experienced.® However, this
kind of political focus fails to account adequately, if at all, for precisely
the sort of disjunctions of citizenship that I have analyzed in Brazil and
that are prevalent among most emerging democracies—namely, the co-
incidence of democratic politics with widespread violence and injustice
against citizens. This disjunction has become just as global a condition of
contemporary democratization as e

These problematic developments mean that the realization of democ-
racy for most Citizens requires soc _changes that escape a

classically narrow understanding of the political. They strongly suggest
that although necessary, po[mcai democracy is not enough to secure civil
and social citizenship or to produce a democratic rule of law. Without
both, the realization of democratic citizenship remains disabled, and po-
litical democracy itself loses legitimacy as a mode of government. There-
fore, the problem with narrow political conceptions of democracy is that
they fail to analyze the very contradictions that characterize contemporary
democratic developments worldwide and that undermine actually existing
political democracies. Accordingly, these histories demand a revision of
many standard assumptions about democratization. They demonstrate
both the insufficiency of democratic politics for realizing democratic citi
zenship and the limitations of democratic theory based solely on polifics
for understanding this problem. Moreover, as the new democratization

310

s

Scanned by CamScanner



DANGERO
US SPACEs OF CImMizen
SHIp

ingly non-North Atlantic, they indicage ¢},

' anchored in North Atlantic st ¢ inadequacies of
, democracy’s global reach and practic Ofly and cultyre fo,
speciﬂc pOlltiCS or a set stage of ins:i.t .
phasized two perspectives: firs thatmll,o
the central and not the collateral is’SUe oftd

i ns, aCt()[s’ and
e ¢ realization of
)t e P
cive-not cumulative, linear, or evenly distri u“S Ip are inher-
<75 2 MiX of p1:ogresswe and regressive elementte among citi-
s, and COTToSIve. In this view, democracy is n s, unbalanced,
- {ler conception of citizenship, one expanded becessar'ly con-
evaluation bound to the complexities of citize e);:.)n,d the po-
historical contexts. Thi§ complexity B‘ﬁetl?; et o
erience and institution, and petf “.{man,,ce«an’df il (ﬁrap hy and
s an anthropological consideration, in which a(?cesg ?St.' u;tes
Le electricity and sewage lines) and the securin of tho lg rj‘:
e be neglected in the analysis of democracy than the f?gh(t) y
at the extension of Adefrio'c'fé'cy to the civil usocioec:)(z
Spects of citizenship is as central to ti’lC ébncef;t
xtension to_the political. Does that scope
ainable? No doubt as a totality it.does. However,'I
e idea f_qcﬂigmocracy as a totalizing project,
\ oductive about democracy is its condition
Sfetion and contradiction, its wager to be always unfinished. ’
onsidering the disjunctions of contemporary democracy is
very conception of the political. Since Aristotle’s Politics estab-
| the distinction, the canon in western social theory has constituted
litical as a sphere of interests that excludes the realm of household
Agamben (1998: 1-8) reminds us, Aristotle (1978: 1252b) dis-

'f',e domain of the political, the polis, as that which “exists for
he household, the oikos, as that which

the good life” from t
mere life.” Feminist scholars (e.g., Okin 1992; Pateman 1989)
i defined in opposi-

g observed that this juro-political domain i

e domestic-kinship domain—to residence, family, reproduction,

ersonal necessities of daily living—and therefore bars the par-

1 of those people identified with it: women, children, servants,
domestic realm by

owever, the political does not exclude this
o it to the custody

n. The polis acts on the oikos by confining
1 of household, the paterfamilias, as its )
establish a basic set of oppositions that chara.ct'erlze the two
to which social life in the classical world is lelded.'The po-
fitutes the domain of the city OF city
0 are free adult men, equal as MEM

ticular

ted abandoning th
ad that what 1 pr

.

-state as

|

Scanned by CamScanner



CHAPTER 8 .
by the laws they make in the course of managing ‘t'u city. The
y the . n of household management, the aff:urs and membe
:}:: ?Sllézlhiemrchica“y by a paternal apFll()rlt)rf. e
¢ way or another, these.opposmon.s of classical though,
th:ndi(zrlllitomous conceptgalizatlon_s by Whlﬁh. thle p(c,lht,ca Ih
figured ever since, as public and pnvafiei Polmca San. p'zrﬁolng], s.ta[(._ e
family, street and house, rule of law an a¥v essne Si)]u“ Ical-institutiop,,
and biological, and ' has, of course, been a chorys of

d(””“lig X

rs of Wh"kh

o bch Con-
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cism attacking sugh dichotomies, i luding Marx’s ( 1 967b: .22.7 ) criti -
of the project of poli pation grounded on “the splitting . Man

into public and private,” feminism’s countc?r.that “the personal ‘i‘s Politica]»
and its challenge to consider women as citizens yvho are not “like Men ”
de Certeau’s (1984) tactical readings of the practices of everyday ciy |if,
and Foucault’s (1978, 1991) reconceptuallzgtlon qf politics as biopol;.
tics in which questions of sovereign power 1ncreas1ngly revolve aroyp(
managing the biological life of populathns. These critiques and others
mark the politicization of the oikos and its pr'lvate, domestic, personal,
everyday, laboring, sexual, and biological affairs as a decisive change
the development of modernity, transforming the classical orders of ¢},
social into the modern.

If it may be argued that classical citizenship also politicized everyday
“mere life” by confining it to the realm of the household and its head, it
did not do so to insure the subjection and servitude of citizens by reducing
their living to a mere minimum. However mistaken, Aristotle considers
his organization a “natural” means to further prosperity, education, and
tranquility among residents of the polis. Yet what distinguishes many
modern citizenships—as this book has shown for the Brazilian—is pre-
cisely this intent: they deploy a politics. of legalized differences to reduce
the lives of the vast majority of their citizens to persistent inequality and
misery. That these reduced citizens retain their personal dignity, their
laughter, and their music is certainly a measure of human resilience. But
IT3S also a strategy of rule."Anyone who has ever dined with elites and

then set foot in the slums of their cities and plantations understands the

deep efficacy of this politicization of daily life, which reduces conditions
of living to bare minimums but nevertheless allows certain vitalities. As
a Strategy of 'doiﬁfgiﬁﬁj ?ﬁé-azi)"lhcﬁ)"y;r{é‘rlﬂf—af_tlﬁés.e differentiated citizen-
slpgs as much deprives most citizens of their physical well-being as it
diminishes their standing as citizens. By 1972, when residents of Jardim
dgs Caméligs beat up the court official, most Brazilians had been system-
atically denied political rights, disallowed education, excluded from legal
Property ownership, forced into segregated and often illegal conditions

of resi ICtimyi '
e l:lence, victimized by and estranged from law, and incorporated into
abor market as seryile workers.
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er the sign of the city, the very same factors thy ion.
d regime mobilize an insur gence of citizens, Tﬁgfs.z%‘*cffgﬁ}lﬁﬂ
ively fragmented and dominated “the rural poor b edor'ces
stence to a “mere life” incite the urban poor to demanc{ e
cever, it is not at the factery.or the union hall or the ba;lclltlzlins
articulate this demdnd with greatest force and origina?itt OIX
- in the realm of the 0ikos, An the zone of domestic life talz,;nt
the remote urban peciphries around the autoconstruction o%f
It is an El%l_{gggpg_xhat begins with the struggle for rights ro
y life in the city Wgrtdhn}:’gf“a citizen’s dignity. Accordingly, its
s for a new formulation of citizenship get conceived in terms of
roperty, plumbing, daycare, security, and other aspects of resi-
e. Its leaders are the harely citizens” of the entrenched regime:
"manual laborers, squatters, the functionally literate, and, above
in families with a precarious stake in residential property, with
hold to a house lot somewhere far from elite centers. These are
who, in the process of building their residential spaces, not

uct a vast new city but, on that basis, also constitute it as
different order of citizenship.

ties throughout the global south today experience similar insur-
ship movements. Indeed, in these times of global urbanizations.
such new citizenships is likely to be that of the autoconstructed
ve investigated in 530 Paulo. Yet if this study‘demonstrates
rgent citizenship can irrupt on the very foundations of the elg:-
4156 shows that the insurgent inevitably gets bogged downd o
‘nherits as well as confronts. Their entanglement both corrodes.

Tt turns th ' I ent 10
"and perverts the new. It turns the ethnographic Ezersom i
irgent citizenships and their new demo

cracies must fd
) an unsettling yet vital terrain.
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