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For Democratic Development Indices in Asia (DDIA)

Sangchul Yoon

Hanshin University, South Korea

I. Background of DDI in Korea

1) Since Nov. 2002, ,we have performed the composition:of DDI in Korea with the
support from the Korea Democracy Foundation. We are7 researchers, majoring sociology
or political science at several Universities or Academic Institutions.

2) We hope that our product would be the starting moment of transnational cooperative
action, measuring democratic development in Asia by Asians. Moreover, our semi-academic
work would promote democracy in Asia indirectly by changing the political atmosphere. As
we know, democracy can be easily advanced in the more favorable geopolitical condition.
The democracy in Asia has been improved in these decades, but still there are so many
obstacles to go forward.

3) We think DDIA should be composed and revised by the cooperative work of Asian
social scientists and NGO activists. In that case, it will be the milestone of academic

research on alternative public policy and democratic practice for more humanitarian society.
1. Introduction of DDI in Korea (DDIK)

1. Objectives of DDIK

1) Constructing the Indices measuring the level of democratic development in the
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various areas of politics, economy, society and culture, in the three arenas of state,
political society, and civil society, and in the various organizations of government,

companies, and social organizations

2) Evaluating the degree of democratic development in Korea and contributing to
promote democracy in Korea
- We evaluated it twice in 2004 and 2005 as the pilot study. Theresult will be open to
the public in a few months and encourage democratic deepening in Korea, which is
recently being delayedby the internal opposition of conservative forces and the

external pressure of unfavorable international politics and economy.

3) Probing the possibility of expanding the DDIK to DDIA
- South Korea needs some favorable external condition for democratic deepening and
other Asian countries need the same environment. Common project of constructing

DDIA will improve the political condition in Asia.

2. Peculiarities of DDIA

1) DDIK consists of 343 indices.

(D Who evaluates? : The research team, selected specialists, and the general public
evaluate indices. The research team evaluates 114 indices, which are analyzed by
objective quantitative data collection. Carefully selected social scientists,
government officials, and NGO activists evaluate 127 indices, which cannot be
analyzed without special knowledge and experience. The general public evaluates
126 indices viasocial survey, which are related to the perception of institutional

performance and accessibility to the power.

(2) What DDIK evaluates? :

a. 182 indices (53.1%) measure institutional democratization and the degree of
actual performance. 137 indices (30.9%) measure the degree of democratic
behavior and attitude, and measure actual performance of democracy, which
cannot be evaluated by objective and quantitative indices. 24 indices measure the
general perception of democratic development by the general public.

b. 67 indices measure the State, 29 political society, 154 civil society, 69 the relation

between the three.
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2) DDIK measures the multiple dimensions of democracy.

(D DDIK measures not only political democratization but also economic and social
democratization. We suppose that economic and social democratization is not the
prerequisite condition for democracy but is the important necessary condition for

the sustenance of new democracy.

(@ DDIK measures not only institutional change but also behavioral and attitudinal
change. Basically, democracy should be evaluated from the bottom as well as from
the top, from the micro-level as well as from the macro-level. Also subjective social

consciousness is the key for democratic consolidation.

(3 DDIK regards the political society as important. The political society, consisting of
political parties and assembly, is not the simple transmission belt from civil society
to the state, but the independent agency, which controls and coordinates various
claims and opinions from the state and civil society. Unless it is established, the new

democracy will be unstable.

3) DDIK can be measured with insufficient human and economic resources.

(D Evaluation of most indices needs the firm infrastructure of numerous researchers
and immense research fund, but the compensation for that huge cost is not practical.
So, that would make the burden too heavy for any Asian countries. DDIK needs a
small research team, organized with 5-7 social scientists. Members of specialist
group are selected temporarily from most areas of social science, government
bodies and some NGOs. The perception of general public can be measured by

social survey such as a public-opinion poll.

@ If Asian countries cooperate to share perspectives and technical know-how during
the actual investigation, DDIA will be valuable tool to be obtained at low price and
to promote our democracy in Asia.

III. Feasible Hope

1) DDIK is just the pilot study of DDIA, which can be accomplished by the

cooperative deliberation among Asians. Up to now, DDIK is available for evaluating the

democracy in South Korea. We will prepare and distribute a detailed document
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introducing the DDIK, if there are some friends who agree with us.

2) DDIK tried to include many indices, considering the situation of Asia.
Self-evaluation is one example. Nevertheless, we can find out more indices reflecting
Asian peculiarity from our own societies. Thorough a close communication about these

issues among us, we can improve Asian civil society.

3) DDIA can be established as a global standard, which evaluates the democracy in
Asia. Global standard and global evaluation tend to be imposed on the South in company
with neo-liberal pressure. In other words, our own standard will be the most important

mental factor in what kind of community we build and how.
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