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1. We have been bludgeoned into accepting as gospel that to speak of the
common good is either propaganda or false consciousness. The attacks on the
common good have come form all ideological quarters. Liberal pluralists see
only a diversity of group interest striking temporary bargains in the political
arena. Marxists argue on roughly similar grounds that the “common good” is
merely a phrase invoked by the bourgeois ruling class, to hide purposes that
are nothing other than an expression of their own class interest. Postmodern
critics who see only a world of fleeting kaleidoscopic images, dissolve the
“common good” into a thousand discursive fragments, dismissing attempts to
raise any one of them above the rest as an unjustifiable attempt to establish a
new “metanarrative”’ in an age from which metanarratives have been banned.

2. Communitarianism reproduces the functionalist and corporatist argument that
socia order depends on the creation of a consensus over the legitimacy of the
political ingtitutions governing it. Functionalists often classify organizations as,
say, coercive, remunerative, or normative, according to the main mechanisms,
by which they maintain social control and the corresponding functions they
fulfill for their members. In this scheme, coercive organizations have to ensure
compliance through force because the people within them tend to resist
remunerative organizations get individuals to conform to their norms by paying
them so to do: and normative organizations manufacture suitable conformity
out of the feeling of obligation and commonality of their members, who join
them to pursue goals they believe to be morally worthwhile.
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Scholars studying democratization, especialy in the developing world, have
worried that the use of democratic procedures will outstrip the spread of liberal values,
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