Prepare for the second workgroup session by preparing responses to the following prompts regarding Mansbridge (1999).  
- Write a 1-3 sentence summary of each section of the article.  
- Analyze and evaluate the reasoning that Mansbridge develops in her article. How convincing do you find her arguments? A number of arguments are highlighted below, but there are many more. What strengths and weaknesses do you find in her arguments?  
-Introduction: the objective, hypothesis and motive lack clarity. The purpose of the article is unclear.
-arguments against descriptive representation- states that normative democratic theorists reject descriptive representation, but does not explain why. 
- Empirical political scientists studying women and Black legislators have had similar negative assessments: gives empirical example (good), but also generalizes: i.e. ‘On the basis of this kind of evidence, women political scientists often concluded that descriptive female gender had no predictable relation to support for women's substantive interests’
- My own experience with town meeting democracy leads me to conclude that the ability, expertise, and commitment to the public good of ordinary members of the public are sufficient to make a relatively random sample of citizens a plausible, although by no means ideal, representative assembly. (where is the context/evidence/support?)
- but I am not sure that they would be incapacitatingly worse (‘not sure’=poor argumentation)	Comment by katie hudson: 
- Against these costs, one must weigh the benefits for substantive representation of enhanced deliberation through descriptive representation. these benefits, I argue, are greatest in contexts of communicative distrust and uncrystallized interests. (no support?)
-EXAMPLES ARE ALL US-BASED?
- communicative advantages of descriptive representation- The failure of Birch Bayh to communicate with the ERA proponents in an atmosphere of mutual trust exemplifies the importance of descriptive representation in the larger system of surrogate representation (good use of empirical example- but too much detail compared to other examples?)
- - When unable to select a representative with reliable descriptive characteristics, voters often select for what I call "pseudo-description, mimicking descriptive behaviour  Ford tried unsuccessfully to eat a tamale in order to show Mexican American voters that he was "like them" to the extent of appreciating their food (example contradicts the point?)
- What is Mansbridge’s objective? 
o Is there a research question? If so, is this research question descriptive, explanatory, or normative? 
-Should Blacks Represent Blacks and Women Represent Women?
-normative; data will not be empirical. Will logically analyse data for question
-should descriptive representation be implemented? What are its disadvantages?
o Are there any (implicit or explicit) hypotheses in this article?  
-the deliberative function of democracy requires descriptive representation far more than does the aggregative function
-normative analysis should not have a hypothesis- provide logical support. 
- What is Mansbridge’s motive?  
-more attention should be given to the specific historical contexts that make descriptive representation useful
-move away from divided approach
-This paper represents a plea for moving beyond a dichotomous approach to descriptive representation. It argues that descriptive representation is not always necessary, but rather that the best approach to descriptiver epresentation is con- textual, asking when the benefits of such representationm ight be most likely to exceed the costs.
-address fact that we don’t know if we should have descriptive rep. it won’t be a yes/no answer. 
- What is “descriptive representation”?  
-the lives of representatives represent the larger class of the people that they represent; visual characteristics and shared experiences
-shared experiences has long history in folkways and law. 
- Mansbridge discusses two forms of descriptive representation: microcosmic and selective representation. What do both forms mean? 
-critique confuses microcosmic and selective rep. 
- In "microcosmic" representation, the entire assembly is designed to form a microcosm, or representative sample, of the electorate. People selected by a lottery
---even though we have low expectations, the assumptions we will get worse rep is mistaken. 
Acknowledges there is a change in how good reps are if there is micro rep. 
Can’t have micro rep, because it has a big cost. Thus can’t find it in reality. Not good enough. Frames things around cost-benefit issue. Need to be cost-efficient 
- In "selective" descriptive representation, institutional design gives selected groups greater descriptive representation than they would achieve in existing electoral systems in order to bring the proportions of those groups in the legislature closer to their percentages in the population. Institutional design. 
---electoral formulae, criteria for selection of candidates, constituent boundaries, barriers to voting, quotas
And what does Mansbridge think are the potential problems with each form?  
- microcosmic representation; 
---strong likelihood that choosing the members of a ruling assembly at random from the population would produce legislators with less ability, expertise, and possibly commitment to the public good than would choosing those legislators through election. 
---selected in competitive elections may also have a greater commitment to the public good than individuals chosen through a representative sample
--- because lawmaking in large states and at the national level usually requires considerable talent and acquired skill, the costs of replacing current elected assemblies with assemblies chosen simply by random selection from the population overwhelm the current benefits
-selective: 
--- adding any criterion to a mix of criteria for selection will always dilute to some degree the impact of the other criteria for selection.
--- question is whether the reasons for the currently lower proportion of a given characteristic are functionally related to ability to perform the task of representation
---costs arise in the process of group selection; which demographic characteristics ought to be represented. Other commentators have similarly assumed that no principled guidelines could be enunciated to suggest what groups ought to be represented or when
- What is the aggregative function of democracy? Why does Mansbridge believe this function almost always be fulfilled without descriptive representation?  
- The aggregative function of democracy aims at producing some form of relatively legitimate decision in the context of fundamentally conflicting interests. Representative assembly should, in moments of conflict, ideally represent the interests of every group whose interests conflict with those of others, in proportion to the numbers of that group in the population
- In aggregation, interests are relatively easily represented by non-descriptive representatives; If a right-handed representative will suffer sufficiently in the next election from not voting for left-handers' interests, that incentive is by definition enough to make the representative cast the normatively appropriate vote. Only about representing interests- as long as you know what the group wants, you don’t have to have the same life experiences, you just need to know what they want. Voters will not support you next time if you don’t support what they want. 
- But on matters of pure aggregation, re-election incentives and other forms of accountability can make descriptive representation unnecessary.
-how you chose to support/not support a law. One man, one vote. Everyone should be represented legitimacy
- What is the deliberative function of democracy? Why does Mansbridge suggest this function cannot always be fulfilled without descriptive representation?  
- deliberative function aims at understanding which policies are good for the polity as a whole, which policies are good for a representative's constituents, and when the interests of various groups within the polity and constituency conflict. aims at transforming interests and creating commonality when that commonality can be genuinely good for all. Representative body should ideally include at least one representative who can speak for every group that might provide new information, perspectives, or ongoing insights relevant to the understanding that leads to a decision. 
- in the contexts of communicative mistrust and uncrystallized interests this vicarious portrayal of the experience of others by those who have not themselves had those experiences is often not enough to promote effective deliberation either vertically between constituents and their representatives or horizontally among the representative
- In practice, however, disadvantaged groups often need the full representation that proportionality allows in order to achieve several goals: deliberative synergy, critical mass, dispersion of influence, and a range of views within the group
-might need DR. when there is open deliberation, you need to make sure that all voices are heard. If you have shared experiences, you’re better able to articulate the argument. 
-guidelines connected to whenever groups are needed- when the group will be affected. 
- Mansbridge suggests that one of the problems with descriptive representation is essentialism. What is essentialism? And how does Mansbridge suggest proponents of descriptive representation might solve this problem?  
- "essentialism,"= the assumption that members of certain groups have an essential identity that all members of that group share and of which no others can partake. Cant change (regardless of experience), cannot be represented by others/cannot represent others. (problematic as you can never fully be represented)
---constructivist view says that experience can change you. 
- we can fight that tendency by cultivating avenues of dissent, opposition, and difference within our organizations, struggling to appreciate contradictions within a larger perceptual standpoint, and using plurals rather than singulars in our writing
- The essentializing features of descriptive representation can be mitigated by stressing the nonessentialist and contingent reasons for selecting certain groups for descriptive representation
- Under what conditions is descriptive representation advantageous and desirable according to Mansbridge? What is her reasoning for this? How convincing do you find Mansbridge's argument?  
- whether there is any evidence that dominant groups in the society have ever intentionally made it difficult or illegal for members of that group to represent themselves- if so, the group appears to be a good candidate for affirmative selective representation
- In conditions of impaired communication, including impairment caused by inattention and distrust, the shared experience imperfectly captured by descriptive representation facilitates vertical communication between representatives and constituent
- When interests are uncrystallized, the best way to have one's most important substantive interests represented is often to choose a representative whose descriptive characteristics match one's own on the issues one expects to emerge
- In political systems where many issues, such as those involving economic class, are relatively crystallized, other issues, such as those involving gender, are surfacing and evolving rapidly on the political agenda- individuals for whom these relatively uncrystallized interests are extremely important may get their best substantive representation from a descriptive representative
- In the United States, where party discipline is weak and representatives consequently have considerable autonomy, legislators often vote by "introspective representation- voters use descriptive characteristics (and party identification and indicators of character) as cues to predict whether a particular candidate, if elected, will represent their interests, crystallized/uncrystallised
- When unable to select a representative with reliable descriptive characteristics, voters often select for what I call "pseudo-description, mimicking descriptive behaviour
-When legislators are engaged primarily in introspective representation, descriptive representation will enhance that representation most when interests are relatively uncrystallized-that is, when party identification and campaign statements provide poor clues to a representative's future action
-Issues of race, which are somewhat more crystallized in the United States than is- sues of gender, also produce moments when a descriptive representative acts in a context of relatively uncrystallized interests
-Disadvantaged groups also may need descriptive representation in order to get uncrystallized substantive interests represented with sufficient vigour
-Two other benefits of descriptive representation do not enhance substantive representation; arise from the representative assembly's role in constructing social meaning and de facto legitimacy
--- the presence or absence in the ruling assembly of a proportional number of individuals carrying the group's ascriptive characteristics shapes the social meaning of those characteristics in a way that affects most bearers of those characteristics in the polity
--- increased empirical legitimacy of the polity. Seeing proportional numbers of members of their group exercising the responsibility of ruling with full status in the legislature can enhance de facto legitimacy by making citizens, and particularly members of historically underrepresented groups, feel as if they themselves were present in the deliberations
- What are the article’s main conclusions?
-The analysis will stress that the deliberative function of democracy requires descriptive representation far more than does the aggregative function
- The deeper the communicative chasm between a dominant and a subordinate group, the more descriptive representation is needed to bridge that chasm.
- if the costs are not too great, any measure is good that increases the degree to which the society as a whole sees all (or almost all) descriptive groups as equally capable of ruling
-I have argued that the benefits of descriptive representation vary greatly by context, it would be wise, in building descriptive representation into any given democratic institutional design, to make its role fluid, dynamic, and easily subject to change
[bookmark: _GoBack]---voters and the designers of representative institutions should accept some of the costs of descriptive representation in historical circumstances when (1) communication is impaired, often by distrust,( 2) interests are relatively uncrystallized,( 3) a group has once been considered unfit to rule, (4) de facto legitimacy is low within the group
--- institutionalization of descriptive representation is best kept fluid. Microcosmic forms of descriptive representation are best kept advisory and experimental for a good while, as they currently are. Selective forms are also best kept experimental
- It argues that descriptive representation is not always necessary, but rather that the best approach to descriptive representation is contextual, asking when the benefits of such representation might be most likely to exceed the costs
-DR not always apt, should sometimes not be used. Cost-benefit analysis. Four criteria. 
-acceptable to endure costs of DR in historical context: (1) communication is impaired, often by distrust,( 2) interests are relatively uncrystallized,( 3) a group has once been considered unfit to rule, (4) de facto legitimacy is low within the group
- DR should be used based on contextual reasons/basis (four historical circumstances) when you use them, the benefits should outweigh the costs. When you use them, they should be fluid (not set in stone)
Introduction: It introduces four contexts for four functions under which disadvantaged groups may want to have descriptive representatives. For two of the functions it improves the quality of deliberation, while for the other two is promotes goods unrelated to substantive representation. The author then outlines her main argument- that the deliberative function of democracy requires descriptive representation far more than does the aggregative function
Arguments against descriptive representation: Indeed, most normative democratic theorists have rejected descriptive representation. Empirical political scientists studying women and Black legislators have had similar negative assessments
The costs of a lottery: The most frequent criticism of descriptive representation charges that descriptive representatives will be less able than others to perform the task of the substantive representation of interest
Contexts of Distrust: The Benefits of Enhanced Communication’; illustrate the communicative advantages of descriptive representation


-substantive representation: chose rep. based on policies you prefer (chose rep regardless of how they look)
---can work together with/apart from descriptive representation 


-is the support provided logical?
