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Abstract 

The Jasmin Revolution in Tunisia began at the end of 2010. Mohamed Bouazizi set himself 

on fire in protest against the corrupt police officials that had forced him to pay bribes in order 

to run his business. His protest became the symbol for the revolution that followed. A 

combination of political instabilities along with an economic downturn that lead to 

unemployment created dissatisfaction among the people in Tunisia. The Protest grew into a 

revolution that demanded action against the widespread unemployment, lack of democracy 

and human rights. A democratization process started after the revolution because of the 

protests.  

The purpose of this thesis is to analyse how Tunisia developed a democratic system of 

governance, if the notion of human rights has changed since the democratization process 

started and to analyse the relationship between human rights and democracy within the case 

of Tunisia. Three democratization theories, are applied to this case on Tunisia in order to 

answer these questions. The theorists are Robert A. Dahl with a theory of constitutionalism 

and institutionalism, Chantal Mouffe with a theory of agonistic pluralism and Seyla Benhabib 

with a theory of deliberative democracy.  The three theorists have different opinions regarding 

democracy and democratization processes but they all agree that the modern notion of 

democracy is of liberal character and that inclusion and that equality is important for a 

democracy.  

This thesis shows that the democratization of Tunisia’s governance could arise because the 

process had a relatively liberal agenda, which is perceived through the theories as the modern 

concept of democracy. The three theories require inclusion and equality for a transition to be 

democratic. Tunisia has included the citizens in the work of establishing a better relationship 

between the state and citizens but also when drafting the new constitution after the revolution. 

The actions taken by Tunisia are compatible with the theories, and maybe an explanation to 

the democratization process. 

The relationship between democracy and human rights is important when discussing the 

democratization of Tunisia. The revolution demanded democracy and human rights, 

something that the state could not deny. In order to honour the revolution and its demands the 

government in Tunisia tried to incorporate human rights into the democratic work, linking the 

relationship between democracy and human rights. Therefore, it can be viewed as a liberal 

democratization process.  

This thesis proves that Tunisia is not a democracy, but the process after the revolution is still 

remarkable and one day I can only hope that the process will be complete.  

 

 

Keywords: Tunisia, democracy, democratization, liberal democracy, human rights, inclusion, 

equality, agonistic pluralism, deliberative democracy, Robert. A Dahl, Chantal Mouffe, Seyla 

Benhabib  
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Wordlist and definitions  

CNPR- National Council for the Protection of the Revolution 

LDTH- Tunisian League of Human Rights  

NCA- National Constituent Assembly  

PSD- The Destourian party  

Defining the term revolution in accordance to the thesis:  

The uprising of the Tunisian people is called the Jasmin revolution. The people opposed the 

power in demand for jobs, against unemployment and for democracy and human rights. The 

Jasmin revolution spread to other countries in North Africa and the Middle East and the 

confirmed term for the revolution was the “Arabic Spring”. In this thesis, the uprising in 

Tunisia can be described as a revolution and the term Jasmin revolution will be applied when 

discussing the phenomenon in Tunisia. The reason why I refer this uprising in many parts of 

this thesis as a revolution is that the uprising had many connections to the perception of a 

revolution. The emerge for a regime change, in combination with mass protests, civil 

disobedience and riots that occurred in Tunisia make it legitimate to talk about the uprising as 

a revolution. 
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1. Introduction 

1.1 Preamble 

Mohamed Bouazizi, a fruit vendor living in a city in Southern Tunisa, lit himself on fire and 

ended his life in front of the municipal building of his hometown, back in 2010. One might 

wonder why he would do such a thing. The suicide by Mohamed Bouazizi was in protest 

against corrupt police officials who compelled him to pay bribes in order to continue his 

business. With a family to take care of and no other job prospects, he saw no other way out.1 

This act by Mohamed Bouazizi is seen as a symbol for the following revolution in Tunisia. 

Unstable political conditions in combination with an economic downturn that lead to 

unemployment created a dissatisfaction among the citizens. The government did not act in a 

way that satisfied the people in order to end the unemployment, and therefore the ongoing 

protests evolved to a revolution with demands for jobs, democracy, human rights and 

equality. 2 The revolution led to a process towards democracy, this process is still alive today. 

The revolution spread to other countries in North Africa and the Middle East and the 

revolution, was called the “Arab Spring”. The revolution in Tunisia was unique in its outcome 

and a democratization process started. Tunisia is a relevant case to examine when it comes to 

the study of democracy, since it is the only country, which could begin such a process.  

Most modern day democracies are shaped by the concept of liberalism. The most 

characteristic features for liberal democracy is the combination of two traditions; the liberal 

tradition with a belief in human rights, liberal institutions and liberty for individuals and the 

democratic tradition that claims that the “power should be exercised by the citizens of the 

state”. Liberal traditions are seen as the foundation of the modern view of the wold3. This 

view of liberal democracy will be the foundation for this thesis.  

1.2 Research problem and research questions  

Tunisia is separate from other countries in the region such as Algeria, Morocco, Egypt, Libya 

and Saudi Arabia when it comes to the outcomes of the revolution called the Arabic Spring. 

Tunisia started a democratization process after the Arabic Spring, something that the other 

concerned countries did not. This separation makes Tunisia unique in its context and makes 

an interesting case to examine. Tunisia´s democratization process is relatively recent, it is also 

relevant to analyse if the human rights have improved or not since the democratization of the 

government. The most common perception of democracy in modern time is the concept of 

liberal democracy and this form of democracy is the base and core of many democracies 

existing today. One important factor for liberal democracy is that it’s closely connected to 

human rights4, and is therefore interesting to examine when investigating why Tunisia could 

develop a democratic government.  

                                                           
1 Alvi, Hayat: The Human Rights and Development Impetuses for Tunisia´s Jasmine revolution. Contemporary 
rewiew of the Middle East, Sage publications India 2014. pp 32 f.  
2 El-Khawas, A. Mohamed: Tunisia´s Jasmine revolution: Causes and Impact. Mediterranean Quarterly. Duke 
University Press, Durham 2012. pp 8 f.  
3 Mouffe, Chantal: The Democratic Paradox. London Verso 2000. pp 1 ff.  
4 Mouffe, Chantal: The Democratic Paradox. London Verso 2000. pp 2 f 



6 
 

The purpose of this thesis is to analyse how Tunisia developed a democratic system of 

governance, if the notion of human rights has changed since the democratization process 

started and to analyse the relationship between human rights and democracy within the case 

of Tunisia. Research questions:  

How can the three chosen democratization theories explain why Tunisia could develop a 

democratization of the governance? 

- By examining the relationship between democracy and human rights, how has the 

perception of human rights changed since the democratization of Tunisia?  

- What weaknesses can the theories reveal in Tunisia´s democratization process? 

1.3 Theory 

The chosen theories that will be applied to this study, are to focus on the process towards 

democracy and the parts of the process that are important.  

The theories that I have selected for this thesis are rooted in democracy and democratization. 

Within this wide concept, I have chosen three theorists with three different perceptions of the 

democratization processes and what necessities a democracy requires. Liberal democracy is 

the modern notion of democracy and most democracies today characterize as liberal 

democracies that is why the starting point of this thesis will be to perceive the definition of 

democracy in this case as liberal. The three theorists all agree that the notion of modern 

democracy is of liberal character and they either defend it or criticize it, therefore the thesis 

will evolve around this concept.  

In my introduction, I would like to present these theories in order to explain the differences 

and relevance of this thesis.  

Robert A. Dahl, a political scientist, received acknowledgment for his influence in the 

normative democracy theoretical debate, and advocates for pluralism. His definition of 

democracy lies in the political equality and democratic inclusion. In his book On democracy 

he urges that democracy is directly associated with a constitution, and that a democracy 

cannot function without a functioning constitution. According to Dahl the inclusion of every 

member of the society is vital for a healthy and functioning democracy. He states that 

democracies can differ from different countries and their constitutions can differ as well, but a 

country without inclusion cannot maintain a functioning democracy.5  

Chantal Moffe, a professor in Political Science received acknowledgment for her critic of the 

modern liberalism and its theories of democracy. She describes modern democracy as an 

outcome of two different traditions, the liberal tradition constituted by the rule of law, with 

respect for liberty for the individuals and the defence of human rights. The other, is the 

tradition of democracy, which relies on ideas of equality and the identity between the 

government and whom it governs over and popular sovereignty.  

Mouffe urges that there is no connection between the two traditions; but instead they are 

related through historical articulations. Mouffe argues that there is a paradox in liberal 

                                                           
5 Dahl, A. Robert: On Democracy. Yale University Press, United States of America 2015. pp. 36-38.  
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democracy and those liberal traditions; human rights and liberty for the individual are vital 

values. For the democratic traditions, utilitarian arrangement and protection of internal peace 

and individual freedom are vital values. According to Mouffe, democracy is based on a form 

of exclusion; therefore, liberalism and democracy are not automatically compatible with each 

other.6 

Seyla Benhabib is a professor in Political Science and advocates for deliberative democracy. 

She claims it to be a model that demands legitimacy and rationality in reference to the 

collective decision-making within the state. According to Benhabib, Democratic institutions 

are important in order to create justice and equality among the individuals. The institutions 

must function to create results from the collective deliberation to uphold the claims of justice 

and equality. This is possible, if all decisions are agreed upon in accordance with the public 

process of deliberation.7 Benhabib emphasized the importance of “democratic iterations”8 his 

concept is based on communicational freedom and is important when acknowledging 

individuals as political beings. This communicative freedom is a human right according to 

Benhabib and is fundamental in the exercise of democratic iteration. 9 

The theories these three theorists present will complement each other in the analysis of the 

case of Tunisia. They come from different schools and can bring different perspectives on the 

notion of democracy and democratic processes. 

1.4 Method 

In order to compose this thesis I will use two different methods. The first method of this study 

is of a deductive character. It’s best described as the relationship between theory and practice, 

in this case of Tunisia. 10 The deductive method will consist of an examination of the theories. 

I will analyse the theories and compare them on their views on democracy and 

democratization in order to apply them to the democratization process of Tunisia. This 

deductive examination will enable the process of applying a theory to a practice in an attempt 

at explain with a theoretical framework on how Tunisia could develop a democratization of 

the governance. The process for this analysis will firstly be to acknowledge the most 

important factors of the democratization process, by identifying some of the factors we can 

gain a perception on how the process may have begun. By analysing the theories and 

comparing them it will give a further understanding of their strengths and weaknesses, but 

also their differences. I will then seek to apply these theories of democracy and 

democratization process to the factors identified, in order to conclude.  

The method of this study will also consist of a case study. The most basic form of case studies 

entails a detailed and thorough study of one case. 11  A thorough analysis of the background to 

the revolution in Tunisia and the events that followed will be the foundation for understanding 

the background and the outcome. If only the facts are being analysed, the conclusion would 

                                                           
6 Mouffe, Chantal: The Democratic Paradox. London Verso 2000. pp 2 f, 18 f.  
7 Benhabib, Seyla: Democracy and Difference: Contesting the Boundaries of the Political. Princeton University 
Press, Princeton 1996. p 69. 
8 Benhabib, Seyla: Dignity in Adversity: Human Rights in Troubled Times. Polity Press 2011. p. 15.   
9 Benhabib, Seyla: Dignity in Adversity: Human Rights in Troubled Times. Polity Press 2011. pp. 15 f.  
10 Bryman, Alan: Social Research Methods. Oxford University Press 2015. Pp 27 ff.  
11 Bryman, Alan: Social Research Methods. Oxford University Press 2015. pp 73 f.  
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only tell us what happened and not give us as explanation as to why it happened. That is I will 

apply the theories to the case in an attempt to understand and explain why.  

By accepting liberal democracy as the most common perception of modern democracy, I will 

assume the position of liberal democracy when analysing this case. The term liberal 

democracy in this thesis, will be explained and described by Chantal Mouffe and Jürgen 

Habermas, “as respect for liberty for the individuals and human rights, but also equality for 

individuals within the state”12. According to the theory of liberal democracy, it would not 

survive without human rights. 13 The question whether human rights has improved since the 

democratization of Tunisia becomes an important part in this thesis, in this context we need to 

understanding the relation between democracy and human rights. By examining if human 

rights has improved since Tunisia´s democratization process began, we may conclude that 

human rights demand liberal democracy. Tunisia is the perfect case to examine the relation 

and connection between human rights and democracy. Since the democratization of Tunisia is 

relevant in time, is it possible to follow the country´s democratization progress, and how 

human rights perception may have changed over time.  Another question would be is it 

possible that it can work as an example for the relationship between human rights and 

democracy for future studies. The theories will be thoroughly analysed and because of their 

difference in opinion and understanding of liberal democracy there will be a discussion and 

comparison in the analysis chapter. The discussion and comparison will make it easier to 

understand their differences in the analysis chapter. 

The two methods will function well together in this thesis. The deductive method gives us a 

chance to test the theories on the material. The material being the case of Tunisia. The best 

procedure for answering my research questions is to combine the two methods in order to 

apply the theoretical to the practical. For the deductive method, which is of great importance, 

the relation between theory and practice will be analysed and this case on Tunisia will be the 

backbone for the analysis. This is what makes the methods function well together.     

1.5 Material  

The material used to write this thesis are reports and articles about Tunisia, as well as the 

democratization process and theoretical literature. The reports and articles used will help to 

understand the background of the case and why and how Tunisia developed a democratization 

of the governance and how human rights exists in that sphere. The theoretical literature that is 

being analysed will be the base of the analysis chapter and the instrument to answer the 

research questions.   

The articles used are from Uppsala University library database. The chosen articles contains 

the necessary facts about Tunisia and the revolution that is relevant for this thesis. The reason 

that most part of the case descriptions have reference from articles is that there is not a lot of 

literature written about the Tunisian revolution and the democratization process that followed, 

because the revolution is historically close to today.  

                                                           
12 Mouffe, Chantal: The Democratic Paradox. London Verso 2000. p 2  
13 Mouffe, Chantal: The Democratic Paradox. London Verso 2000. pp 2 f.  
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Many articles have been written, therefore are an important source for the facts about the 

revolution.  

The articles used for this thesis are the Human rights and development impetuses for Tunisia´s 

Jasmine revolution by Hayat Alvi. This article, will be used to explain the background to the 

revolution, the political past and what factors which lead to the revolution.  

Tunisia´s Jasmine revolution: Causes and impact by Mohamed A. El-Khawas, This article 

will be used to explain the revolution and the events that followed.  

The primacy of political security: contentious politics and insecurity in the Tunisian 

revolution by Thomas O´Brien: I will use this article to explain the democratization process 

that followed from the revolution in Tunisia.  

The extraordinary politics of the Tunisian revolution: The process of constitution making by 

Sami Zemni and Think Locally-act globally? Cultural framing and human rights movement in 

Tunisia and Morocco by David Mednicoff; This article will be used to explain the human 

rights status in Tunisia before the revolution.  

Lastly, I will use The Nobel Peace Prize 2015 press release to show some of the work in the 

human rights field after the revolution.  

Besides the articles used to explain the case of Tunisia, I will use Youth and revolution in 

Tunisia by Alicia Honwana to explain the work in the human rights field after the revolution.  

1.6 Delimitation 

The modern perception of democracy is characterized as liberal democracy. All three theorists 

present this perception, though they may criticize it, it is still the perception maintained as the 

foundation of many modern democracies today. This thesis will therefore assume the position 

of liberal democracy when understanding and analysing the concept democracy.  

The delimitation of this thesis will first be to focus on the democratization process in Tunisia. 

The reason that this essay will focus solely on Tunisia is that it is the only country that 

succeeded to develop democratization of the governance after the revolution called the Arabic 

Spring and is therefore an especially interesting case to examine.  

One of the reasons why I chose to focus on Tunisia is because Tunisia is the country where 

the Arabic Spring started. Tunisia began to develop a democratic governance after the 

revolution without intrusion from other countries. It is interesting to examine the 

democratization process and that is why this thesis is solely to focus on Tunisia. 

I will not examine how the Arab Spring revolution affected other countries in the North 

Africa, such as Morocco, Algeria, Libya and Egypt as well as some countries in the Middle 

East.  However, it is still relevant to examine these countries to put the case of Tunisia in 

perspective as the revolutions failed in these other countries. The reason for this delimitation 

is that it would be too extensive to include this further analysis, and this thesis is still relevant 

without examining other countries. Tunisia´s democratization process is a fact, and analysing 

that process will be the purpose of this thesis.  
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The articles used have been delimitated to the parts that are relevant for the democratization 

process in Tunisia and the political events that occurred before and after the revolution. I have 

excluded the parts of the articles that do not cover the relevant background and facts of the 

revolution. The literature used has been delimitated to certain parts that are relevant for 

democracy, democratization theories and human rights. Other parts of the literature are not 

required. 

1.7 Disposition  

The first chapter initiates an introduction to the preamble, research problem and research 

questions. I will then present the delimitation, method and material. The theories, will be 

thoughtfully introduced in this chapter.  

The second chapter will cover the background for the case of Tunisia. We will cover both the 

Tunisian history and the revolution called the Jasmin revolution. Further, we will examine 

Tunisia’s process towards democracy and human rights, before and after the revolution. To 

conclude this chapter we will look at the important factors of Tunisia´s democratization 

process. At the end of this chapter, we will look into the Arabic Spring revolution in other 

countries around the region in order to put the revolution in Tunisia into context.  

The third chapter will cover the three democratization theories applied in this thesis. This 

chapter will first give an overview of liberal democracy as described by Chantal Mouffe and 

Jürgen Habermas, and then the chapter will continue to present the theories, its theorists, and 

their opinions on democracy, democratization processes and human rights. 

The fourth chapter will contain the analysis, which will underline the different factors for the 

democratization process in Tunisia. By identifying them, we later continue to discuss the 

theories, their problems and differences. The chapter will concluded to an analysis, whereby 

the theories will link to the material in order to answer the research questions.  

The fifth and last chapter will consist of a closing analytical discussion of the analysis.  
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2. The case of Tunisia  

2.1 Introduction  

This chapter will consist of a presentation on the case of Tunisia. We will examine this case 

thematically and in order to do so, I will present a historical overview. In order to understand 

the background of the revolution and the democratization process that followed, there will be 

a presentation of the revolution, both the background and the actual events. I will present the 

democratization process and explain how human rights has made an impact.  

2.2 The Jasmin Revolution  

In 2010, a fruit vendor living in a town in southern Tunisia named Mohamed Bouazizi, 

expressed that “enough is enough” when corrupt police officials compelled him to pay a bribe 

to continue his business. With no other prospects and a family to care for he saw no way out. 

One day in pure protest he poured kerosene over himself, lit a match and ended his life in 

front of the municipal building in his hometown. Bouazizis action has since that day been 

used as a symbol for the start of the Jasmin revolution.14 

To understand why Bouazizi made his act of protest we have to understand the cause behind 

the revolution. After the successful coup in November 1987, Zine El Abidine Ben Ali 

legitimized his takeover on constitutional grounds, changed the ruling party´s name from the 

Neo-Destour Party to Constitutional Democratic Rally, and opened its membership to all the 

Tunisians. He ended the system of one-party and allowed the opposition to form own political 

parties and eased the restriction on freedom of the press. In 1998, Ben Ali repealed the office 

of president for life and amended the constitution to have a two-term limit for the presidency. 

Other political parties started to grow and gained votes, something that made Ben Ali nervous 

for the continued hegemony of his own party. He shot down the opposition by stating that 

religious parties there no longer allowed, which most of the opposition were. The biggest 

threat for Ben Ali was the Islamic Tendencies Movement (MTI), which grew after the 

allowance of groups to create their own political parties. They changed their name to Hizb 

Ennahda. Ben Ali agreed to let them run independent candidates for the election and they 

gained 15 percent of the national votes. As stated above Ben Ali later retracted religious 

parties from being a part of the political sphere. The Hizb Ennahda founder Rachid 

Ghannouchi left Tunisia for Algeria and called in the people of Tunisia to stand against the 

government. 15 

In the beginning of 1991, the authorities accused Hizb Ennahda of being behind an attack on 

the Constitutional Democratic Rally´s offices and a few months later for planning to 

overthrow the government. In May 1991, security forces arrested three hundred Ennahda 

leaders and activist. Ben Ali tried to get Algeria to extradite Ennahda leaders, who were 

exiled to Algeria, to stand in trial in Tunis. Ben Ali´s request was denied but 29 activists and 

Rachid Ghannouchi were sent to Khartoum and in July 1992.  Two Hundred and seventy nine 

activists were trialled at the Tunis Military Tribunal and punished with prison sentences from 

                                                           
14 Alvi, Hayat: The Human Rights and Development Impetuses for Tunisia´s Jasmine revolution. Contemporary 
review of the Middle East, Sage publications India 2014. pp 32 f.  
15 El-Khawas, A. Mohamed: Tunisia´s Jasmine Revolution: Causes and Impact. Mediterranean Quarterly. Duke 
University Press, Durham 2012.pp 2 f.  
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fifteen years and up. These sentences were based on tainted evidence and forced confessions 

which were obtained through torture and illegal irregularities. After that, the authorities 

launched a systematic campaign to destroy the Hizb Ennahda. The lesson learned was that 

there were consequences if you challenged Ben Ali and his party.16 

In the elections in 1989 and 1994, Ben Ali ran unopposed and won over 98 percent of the 

votes both times. In the presidential election in 1999, the law was changed and different 

candidates were able to compete for the presidency, but the new laws were so restricted that 

most candidates were disqualified. After his two mandate presidency he should have 

according to the law he enacted, not run for presidency a fourth time. Ben Ali changed his 

mind about the law and a referendum was held to change the constitution so that Ben Ali 

could run for another term, this was approved with 99 percent of votes. In July 2008, the 

authorities made new requirements for the presidential candidates for the election in 2009. 

The new rule specified that the presidential candidate must have been the leader of a political 

party for a minimum of two years, and that eliminated most of the candidates. Only three 

candidates were left to compete against Ben Ali for the post as president but the 

administration of the electoral process was placed under the interior ministry, who controlled 

the police and security services. That made it difficult for Tunisians to trust the process and 

heightened the possibility for rigged elections. Ben Ali won the 2009 election with 89 percent 

of the votes. 17 

In 2008, Tunisia began to experience an economic downturn, this worsened because of 

Europe´s financial crisis. The European market dropped its import from Tunisia due to the 

financial crisis and Tunisian products decreased in export, which hit the economy hard. In 

2010, the International Monetary Fund and the World Bank helped Tunisia with an economic 

rebound package. However, even with the help more than 20 percent of Tunisia´s university 

graduates were unemployed. The package to recovery made substantial regional disparities 

and economic inequality between Tunis and highly developed coastal areas. The inequalities 

between different cities had people convinced that the government did not care and was not 

going to do something about the growing unemployment that was spreading. The 

dissatisfaction started to spread across all of Tunisia.18  

The demand for the revolution was not at first a demand for democracy but a demand for jobs. 

The symbol for that demand was the protest act by Mohamed Bouazizi in 2010. Bouazizi 

protest would have been unnoticed if it was not for a family member and a friend of his that 

shot a video of Bouazizis mother, protesting before the same municipal building that her son 

had committed suicide. They posted their video on Facebook and the video was later 

broadcasted by the news channel Al Jazeera that reached hundreds of thousands of people all 

over the world. This became the symbol of the government’s corruption and its inabilities to 

                                                           
16 El-Khawas, A. Mohamed: Tunisia´s Jasmine Revolution: Causes and Impact. Mediterranean Quarterly. Duke 
University Press, Durham 2012. p 4.  
17 El-Khawas, A. Mohamed: Tunisia´s Jasmine Revolution: Causes and Impact. Mediterranean Quarterly. Duke 
University Press, Durham 2012. pp 5 f.  
18 El-Khawas, A. Mohamed: Tunisia´s Jasmine Revolution: Causes and Impact. Mediterranean Quarterly. Duke 
University Press, Durham 2012. p 7.  
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create jobs, especially for young people in Tunisia. Bouazizis act gave people the courage to 

protest against widespread unemployment.19  

A few days after the spreading of the video, Tunisia´s minister of development and 

international cooperation, Mohamed Al Nour Al Juwayni, announced a 10 million dollar 

employment program. He acknowledged the legitimacy of the demands for jobs but stated 

that the solution should come from dialogue and not from violence. The employment program 

did not end the protests and people were tired of hearing unfulfilled promises.  

Not long after the momentum shifted to the capital, Tunis. Police used force to prevent the 

people from protesting, as well as the labour unions. Ben Ali blamed the violence on 

extremists and threatened that there would be consequences for those people. His threats 

made no difference, a few days later 95 percent of Tunisia´s lawyers went on a strike in 

protest of the arrest and beating of colleagues and demanded that the police brutality end.  

Soon teachers joined in on the strike. The police started to arrest demonstrators from different 

groups and used violence to end protests.  Protesters used social media to show the world 

what was happening in Tunisia. In January 2011, Ben Ali announced that he would not run 

for a re-election when his mandate expired in 2014 and he promised to stop the killing of 

protesters and allow more freedom. He claimed to understand the protesters demands and as a 

gesture, he lowered the price on several provisions but the protests did not end, and people all 

across Tunisia continued their protests unabated.  

On January 14 2011, Ben Ali pledged to hold legislative elections within the next six months 

and he dismissed the cabinet and declared a state of emergency. He also banned more than 

three people from gathering in public areas and introduced a night curfew in the capital. He 

closed schools and universities in an attempt to keep children and young adults off the streets. 

He ordered the army to shoot people who violated the new rules, but the soldiers refused. That 

day Ben Ali, was advised to step down as president and he left Tunisia.20  

2.3 The democratization of Tunisia 

The opposition to Ben Ali´s regime emerged within limited boundaries, which were defined 

by the state and groups that had potential to bridge social, economic and geographical sectors, 

which had been suppressed. The ability for groups to organize and to challenge the state is a 

central factor when demanding a change in society. The revolution bought change, which 

resulted in the removal of the regime and freed the restriction on participation. The main 

reason for the protests against the regime was not to introduce democracy but to overcome 

political insecurity that lead to injustice. 21 

                                                           
19 El-Khawas, A. Mohamed: Tunisia´s Jasmine Revolution: Causes and Impact. Mediterranean Quarterly. Duke 
University Press, Durham 2012. pp 8 f.  
20 El-Khawas, A. Mohamed: Tunisia´s Jasmine Revolution: Causes and Impact. Mediterranean Quarterly. Duke 
University Press, Durham 2012. pp 9 ff.  
21 O´Brien, Thomas: The primacy of Political Security: Contentious Politics and Insecurity in the Tunisian 
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A week after Ben Ali´s resignation, on the 20th  January a coalition of revolutionary and 

oppositional forces came together to create “Front of January 14th” and they saw themselves 

as the only rightful authority to speak for the people that had opposed Ben Ali´s regime. 

Article 57 of the constitution states that presidential elections must be held within 60 days but 

all the political elites agreed that that was not enough time to organize a fair election. The 

election of a new president did not guarantee any change from the former, when remaining 

within the boundaries of existing constitution and institutions. Ben Ali´s strong presidential 

system left the possibilities open for a new personalization of power, something that was 

unacceptable for the former opposition.  

The new president would also have to deal with the Chamber of Representatives and the 

Chamber of Councillors, which were elected under Ben Ali´s rule. The “Front” therefore 

asked for an election of a Constituent Assembly within a year and a dissolution of institutions, 

which were linked to the former regime. The pressure on the government increased and on 

January 23 people from the town Sidi Bouzid travelled to the Kasbah square where the prime 

minister holds office. They accused the government of betraying the revolution and the 

demonstrators, demanded that the government resigned. The government was forced to resign 

on January 28.22   

The former Prime Minister, Mohamed Ghannouchi tried to convince the population of his 

plan for transition and of forming a National Unity that would lead the county until the next 

elections. Ghannouchi agreed to postpone the elections until July and to dissolve the two 

chambers.  

To ensure a free ballot he created a technical commission to prepare the necessary legislative 

texts. For the opposition these concessions made by the government were not far-reaching 

enough and on February 11th, a National Council for the Protection of the Revolution (CNPR) 

was created. CNPR included the “Front of January 14th”, different human rights 

organizations, the Islamists of Ennahdha and the Lawyers Bar Association. The CNPR asked 

to be recognized by presidential decree so that they could monitor the work of the transitional 

government.  

In February the protest again erupted when Ghannouchi nominated 19 out of 24 provincial 

governors from Ben Ali´s government. Over hundreds of thousands demonstrators demanded 

Ghannouchi´s resignation and a formal dissolution of the former governments party. 

Mohamed Ghannouchi resigned on February 27 and banned the RCD. Political veteran Béji 

Caïd Essebsi, who was asked to form a new government, replaced him.23 

The new government left the idea of the controlled transition and cleared away for a drastic 

change of the regime, meaning that both had to reform the structures of the state and 

government and the rules of the relationship between the government and the people. The 

creation of the new political regime in Tunisia endangers instability; the government secured 
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the survival of some of the former political institutions and created new ones to help organize 

the revolutionary demands. The president and Prime Minister represented the continuity of the 

state and aided by a government made of experts and technicians. Their goal was to oversee 

the process of political change until the elections. One important point was the creation of the 

new authority that would organize the elections. The High Authority for the realization of the 

objectives of the revolution, for political reforms and democratic transition also called the 

High Authority. The government wanted to open away for a pronounced break with the past 

and at the same time bring the revolutionary legitimacy of the protesters from the streets into 

a more controllable environment that had dialogue platforms.24 

The electoral campaign and the day of its dissolution took place between March 17 and 

October 13 2011. The High Authority played an important role in instituting the new political 

beginning; they did not only have to make new laws to organize the election but also had to 

work out efficient internal procedures for it to function. The High Authority knew that for a 

legitimate constituent government to be elected, the procedures had to be legitimate. 

Difficulties arouse between the High Authority and the government occurred because Béji 

Caïd Essebsi stated that the government was the decision makers and that the High Authority 

were a consultative body. The High Authority saw themselves as the central political 

institution in Tunisia with sovereignty and saw the government as a technical organ that 

should be organizing the continuity of the state. The High Authority stated that the elections 

scheduled for the July 24 could not be held, and postponed the elections to October 23.25 

A council of politicians, experts and civil society activist had to create trust between the 

parties. The council opted for scrutiny with proportional representation; the intention was not 

to let one party control the future Constituent Assembly. The Constituent Assembly´s job was 

to prepare a new constitution and choose a proportional representation to ensure a body that 

would be representative of all political formations in Tunisia. 26 

The election that was held in October 23 was free and fair and gave further legitimacy to the 

Constituent Assembly. The negotiations continued nevertheless and conflicted with the 

modalities of functioning of the constituent power. Three parties became the victors of the 

election and became the parliamentary majority. Those parties were the Hizb Ennahda, 

Ettakatol and the Congress for the Republic, and they formed an alliance called the Troika. 

The Troika stressed the need to govern, attributed the elected Constituent Assembly to 

elaborate a new constitution, and gave them full legislative power, something that the 

opposition disputed. The Hizb Ennahda drafted a plan for a law regulation at the end of 

November 2011 that opted for a parliamentary system that gave prerogatives to the Prime 

Minister. The Prime Minister appointed was from the largest party represented in the 

assembly. That plan would devalue the president’s role and make it more of a symbol. On the 

16th December, the Assembly ratified a new law called the “little constitution” that aimed to 
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write a new constitution to realize the objectives of the revolution. The little constitution did 

not have a time limit, constitutional articles had to be ratified, article by article, and the whole 

constitution needed to be approved by two-thirds of the majority of the Assembly. If the 

Assembly did not reach a majority, a second vote had to be organized and if it still did not 

reach a majority on the proposed constitution then it would have to be submitted to the people 

by a referendum.27  

2.4 Tunisia and human rights  

Tunisia is a country with a strong sense of national identity, which can be explained through 

the history of relative autonomy. Tunisia became independent from the French colonialism in 

1956 and succeeded with an anti-colonial movement that did not contain a lot of violence. 

President Habib Ben Ali Bourguiba gained the power in 1957 and became the first leader after 

the monarchy´s had fallen. He was the leader that had symbolised the anti-colonial struggle 

and the citizen’s national aspirations. Since its independence, Tunisia relied on its trade with 

Europe, primarily with the export of primary goods. In the 1970s, indigenous people started 

defining themselves around human rights issues. They became a great political force in 1977 

when the Tunisian League of Human Rights (LTDH) emerged as a legal political movement, 

autonomous from the state.28 

Bourguiba formed a party called Neo-Destour after a conflict with the Destour party. The 

Neo-Destour fused the Destour party´s ideas on equality. The Neo-Destour gained partisans 

from nearly all of Tunisia. The party was well organized and it was instrumental in the 

Tunisian independence without ruining the connections with Europe. Bourguiba wanted to 

build an independent state with connections to the modern Europe but had a desire for 

absolute political power. Bourguiba, is remembered for his ability to improve education, 

outlawing polygamy and by giving women more equal rights in marriage and divorce than 

other Arab Islamic countries.29 

The Destourian party (PSD) the renamed Neo-Destour, reinforced Bourguiba´s authoritarian 

presidency and over time the president that on the one hand actively works for a Tunisian 

political liberation but on the other hand refuse to restrain from complete political power 

disappointed the Tunisian people. The party lacked freedom from the president’s control and 

the citizens of Tunisia were displeased. The paradox of Bourguiba was that he was a strong 

believer of a liberalisation but also in authoritarian governing. In the 1980s, the elite of his 

party began to wish for something to happen so that Bourguiba would have to step down as 

president for life. The prime minister Zine El Abidine Ben Ali, who replaced Bourguiba as 

president in 1987, then made a coup.30 
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The first year that Ben Ali served as president, he brought liberalisation to the Tunisian public 

life, he reinforced the PSD and changed the name to the Constitutional Democratic Assembly 

and allowed other political parties to operate legally. He freed thousands of political prisoners 

and ratified several Human Rights instruments. A few years later Ben Ali became more and 

more repressive and that repressiveness included human rights movements.31 

The most important human rights movement before the revolution was the Tunisian League 

for Human Rights. The LTDH was the first human rights movement in the Middle East and 

North Africa. As stated before they emerged in 1977 after Bourguiba legalized their 

organisation. Many of the members of the LDTH were disaffected members of the PCD party 

and pre-existing political elites, that made Bourguiba more tolerant to the group. The LTDH 

was independent from the government and the movement defended the diversity of the 

political active people in Tunisia, educated people, and people from different political parties 

no matter the background.32 

The LDTH started out by defending the rights of its peers but over time, they started 

defending rights for all different groups in Tunisia. The diverse array of their work, was 

shown in their diverse advocacy of defence, advocacy for Egyptian women´s rights, defence 

of Islamic activists, mediation between secular and Muslims and condemnation of the attack 

on a Tunisian Synagogue. In the 1980´s, the LDTH was the most vital political movement 

outside of the government.33 

As the LDTH grew and became more influential, more groups and people wanted to join. 

Groups that often did not advocate human rights. The LDTH started to suspect that groups 

wanted to become members just to gain political power. To decrease the chance of receiving 

members that have no interest in human rights, the organisation drew up a charter, based on 

the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. To become a member, the groups had to accept 

the charter and work under human rights norms. The LDTH started to face adversity when 

Ben Ali took over the power. Ben Ali was against the organisation and openly criticised them 

for violations of the spirit of the Tunisian law. In the beginning of Ben Ali´s presidency, he 

started to liberalize and democratize the system, and that made the LDTH weaker. In 1992, 

the organisation dissolved itself, but arose again in 1993 but was weak. 34 

The Hizb Ennahda group won the elections in 2011 and created a new phase in Tunisia. They 

gained 89 seats in the National Constituent Assembly (NCA) and by the Troika coalition; they 

had a strong majority with 138 out of NCA´s 2012 seats. NCA´s first task was to designate 

leaders for Troika. Hizb Ennahda won both prime minister and president positions. The new 

prime minister was Hamadu Jebali, the secretary-general of Hizb Ennahda and the new 

president came to be Moncef Marzouki, head of the CPR. The new government was guided 
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by the mini constitution on how the state should be governed until the elections in 2013. The 

adaptation of the mini constitution created wild debates and protest because it had been 

drafted by a council assigned by the Hizb Ennahda. The mini constitution expanded the power 

of the prime minister and gave Hizb Ennahda in full control of the Troika government.35 

The Hizb Ennahda party won through a fair and transparent democratic election. Their mini 

constitution was created to maximize their power and shield them from political opposition. 

The mini constitution got critic for the limitation on the presidential candidates. According to 

the mini constitution a candidate for the presidential post had to be born in Tunisia by 

Tunisian parents, they had to be a religious Muslim and be at least 35 years old. The critic 

guided towards this part of the mini constitution because of the discrimination against people 

with a double citizenship and people from other religions. In 2012 the NCA initiated the 

process of drafting a new constitution. The first draft of the new constitution included 

“general principles and amendments, rights and liberties, legislative and executive power, 

judiciary and constitutional institutions and regional and local public collectives.” The new 

constitution would define the nation’s identity, form of governance and formulate the 

procedural law. The first draft was presented in August 2012 and got critic for failing to 

protect gender equality and freedom of speech. For the second draft of the new constitution, 

members of the NCA travelled all over Tunisia to undertake consultations with the people. 

The reason for this was to ensure that Tunisians had a chance to affect the draft.36 

Tensions started to grow deeper within the Troika government. The power party “Hizb 

Ennahda” created difficulties with the governments work. Not only did tensions grow deeper 

within the government, regional differences, unemployment, rising prices on food and 

corruption stated difficulties for the citizens. Demonstrations arouse again, the demonstrations 

changed to attacks against the governments headquarter and police used teargas, beat and 

arrested multiple demonstrators.37 

In order to tackle the economic situation in Tunisia the government drafted two documents 

with solutions to the economic problems. The documents included strategies to meet the most 

economic basic necessities, such as jobs for all Tunisians. The government had a hard time as 

the power in transition. The elections in November 2014 resulted in a new president Beji Caïd 

Essebsi and his new founded party: Nidaa Tounes. They gained 55, 7 percent of the votes.38  

In 2015 the Tunisian National Dialogue Quartet won the Nobel Peace Prize for their 

contribution towards building a pluralistic democracy in Tunisia after the Jasmin revolution. 

The Quartet formed in the summer of 2013, when the democratization process was in danger 

of collapsing, as a result of the poor governing and the mistrust from the people. The Quartet 

established according to the Norwegian Nobel Committee as an alternative, peaceful political 

process when the government failed to govern. They were an important part of the 
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establishment for a new constitutional system of government that would guarantee 

fundamental human rights for all, irrespective of gender, religion or political conviction.39 

The Quartet has included for organizations from the Tunisian civil society, the Tunisian 

General Labour Union, the Tunisian Confederation of Industry, Trade and Handicrafts, the 

Tunisian Human Rights League and the Tunisian Order of Lawyers. These four organisations 

represent different sectors in the Tunisian society, such as the importance of jobs and welfare 

and principles of the rule of law and human rights. The Quartet has functioned as a mediator 

and driving force towards advance a peaceful democratic development in Tunisia. They paved 

the way for a peaceful dialogue between the people of Tunisia and the political parties and 

helped to find consensus-based solutions to the challenges across the country.40 
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3. Democracy in an era of liberalism  

3.1 Introduction  

This chapter will consist of a thorough presentation of the theories. The chapter will start off 

with a presentation and definition of liberal democracy, this definition of liberal democracy 

will set the foundation when analysing the theories in further chapters. This is followed by a 

presentation of the democratization theories by Robert A. Dahl, Chantal Mouffe and Seyla 

Benhabib. After presenting the theories I will reflect on the main points and reflections.  

3.2 Liberal democracy  

Modern day democracies is mostly influenced by the concept of liberal democracy and this 

perception of democracy is the foundation of many democracies that exist today.  

Liberal democracy can be seen as an organization that is for political human coexistence and 

derives from two traditions, political liberalism and democratic tradition for sovereignty. The 

most prominent features for liberal democracy is the mix from both traditions, the liberal 

agenda with a strong belief in human rights, liberty for individuals and strong institutions and 

on the other hand with the purpose that power should be exercised by the people that are 

citizens within the state. Chantal Mouffe describes liberal democracy as exercised through 

representative democracy, parliamentary democracy, pluralist democracy and constitutional 

democracy. The liberal agenda of value of equality, liberty and human rights for individuals 

are central to the liberal tradition and can be seen as the foundation of the modern view of the 

world. 41 

According to the liberal model, democracy should function as a political device that includes 

the civil society’s interests, politician’s tasks and opinions from the individual.42 The liberal 

democratically process enables states to include the interests and opinions of the community, 

where the government is represented as a machinery of public administration. The politics in 

this sphere has the task to combine private interests of the citizens with the exercise of their 

political power. In Democracy and Difference, by Seyla Benhabib, Jürgen Habermas argues 

that the term “politics” is a reflection of ethical life. This means that all citizens should be 

aware of their influence and dependence by other individuals. The liberal view claims that the 

statuses of the citizens are decided through negative rights. By being given these rights, the 

citizens get protection from the state as long as they act within the state and follow national 

laws.43  

3.3 Robert A. Dahl- Constitutional democracy and democratic inclusion  

Robert A. Dahl describes democracy as directly associated with a constitution, and for a 

democracy to function it needs a functioning constitution. He discusses whether a democracy 

could function if the decision makers were formed by an elite made out of people of 

knowledge. He then concludes that it wouldn’t work because even if some people knew more 
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about a subject then others it does not mean that others cannot learn. According to Dahl, the 

discussion and deliberation is important when deciding the policies and how the community is 

going to function. Everyone included in the society is equally qualified to participate in the 

decisions that concern them. Dahl states that “we are all equally qualified we should govern 

ourselves democratically.”44 There is no single definition of democracy, it differs from 

countries and their democratic constitutions can differ as well. Dahl asks the question; “if 

these different constitutions have something in common that justifies their claim of being 

democratic?”45  

Dahl believes that there are some criteria’s for a democratic process to actually be 

“democratic”. The first criteria is effective participation, before a policy is adopted by the 

association, the members of the assembly have to make their views known by opportunities of 

equal and effective measures on what the policy should be. When the decision about the 

policy is adopted, every member of the state must have an equal opportunity to vote and every 

vote must be counted as equal. Another important criteria Dahl discusses is on “enlightened 

understanding”, by that he means that members must have equal opportunities to learn about 

the relevant alternative policies. The members also need to have control over the agenda, they 

must have the opportunity to decide what should be included in the agenda. The policies are 

always open for change by the members of the association in a democratic process. The last 

criteria Dahl lists is the inclusion of adults, meaning that the permanent residents that are not 

citizens within the state should be able to vote and to have full rights, similar to the citizens.46   

These criteria´s are relevant according to Dahl because each one of them is necessary for the 

members if they are going to be politically equal and determine the policies of the association. 

If some members are given greater possibilities than others for expressing their views, then 

their policies are more likely to prevail. The principal of political equality assumes that the 

members are equally qualified to participate in the decision making and to provide that 

certainty that the members need to have the same opportunities to learn about the subjects in 

advance. The third standard for Dahls democracy process insures that this is a possibility for 

all members.47 

Dahl discusses that the first three standards may seem sufficient to uphold a democratic 

process, but if a few members oppose the idea that all members should be politically equal in 

governing the affairs of the state, and claim that only the large property owner’s interests are 

more important than others. By using only the first three standards, the few members that urge 

that the large property owner’s interests should overweigh others can make the rest of the 

members of the state vote on a constitution made by the elite that uphold the first three 

criteria´s, making the process seem democratic.  The majority members are only able to vote 

on matters that the large property owners already agreed on. Because of this possible scenario, 

Dahl argues that the last two standards are fairly important for the process to be democratic.48 
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When talking about the definition of democracy, Dahl also urges to explain his definition of a 

state. According to Dahl, a state is a special type of association that is distinguishable by the 

extent it can secure consent to its rules among the members who it can claim its jurisdiction. 

Dahl asks and answers the question “Can we apply the criteria to the government of a 

state?”49 He answers that we can, because the primary focus of democratic ideas has for a 

long time been the state. No state has ever included a government that measures up to Dahls 

criteria´s for a democratic process, he says that no one is likely to.50 

Dahl claims that in order to uphold a democratic government we need democratic institutions. 

What institutions are reasonable for a democratic process to expand? Dahl argues that in order 

to determine what institutions are necessary we need to examine the history of the country in 

question, how they have changed their political institutions in order to gain further inclusion, 

equality and participation in the political sphere. Dahl claims that there are six democratic 

requirements for the political institutions for a modern representative democracy.51 

A modern democratic government according to Dahl has to be representative and needs to 

contain elected officials who have control over the government’s decisions and the policies 

and should be elected by the citizens. The elections being held need to be free, fair and 

frequent, the elected officials have to be elected in fairly conducted elections that occur on a 

regular basis. The people within the state need to be able to express themselves without 

danger of punishment on political matters and they should be able to criticize the government 

and all political beings. Dahl urges that freedom of expression is fairly important for a modern 

democracy. All citizens should be able to access alternative sources of information and this 

information should not to be controlled by the government. Those sources can be distributed 

through media, other citizens and other stations for information. Dahl further claims that it is 

important that all citizens have the right to form relatively independent associations, 

organizations and political parties, and that associational autonomy is important. Lastly he 

mentions the importance of an inclusive citizenship, which means that the adults that 

permanently reside within the state and are subject to its laws cannot be denied the rights as 

the citizen’s benefit, therefore permanent residents should be able to vote in elections, and 

benefit the same rights as the citizens do.52 

These institutions as Dahl lists do not arrive within a state all at once, especially not the last 

two. It is a process towards democracy and Dahl claims that democracy is both a goal and an 

idea, and to an actuality that constantly works in order to achieve the goal.53 

Dahl argues that democracy requires fair, free and frequent elections. If we accept political 

equality, then all citizens should be able to vote. And if all the citizens are able to vote then 

the election have to be free and fair. For elections to be free, Dahl urges that citizens have to 

be able to go to the polls without fear of reprisal, and if they are free they have to be fair, 

meaning that all votes most be counted equally. That is not enough according to Dahl, the 
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elections have to be frequent, if elections are held for example every twenty years, then the 

citizens do not have control over the agenda, so it is fairly important that elections are held 

frequently for the elections to be truly fair and free.54 

Dahl argues vehemently for the importance of democratic institutions for a functioning 

democracy. He finds it highly important that the elected officials have control over the police 

and military. If the elected officials are not in control of the police or military the democratic 

development are likely to fail. Dahl argues that the most dangerous internal threat to 

democracy originate is when leaders have access to great means of physical coercion, access 

to weapons, which are the military and the police. If the elected officials have control over the 

police and military then they have to submit to the officials and therefore reduce their power. 

Another important factor for democratic institutions are the need for self-determination. If a 

state is controlled by a foreign state that are hostile to democracy, then there is a bigger 

chance that the controlled state will not develop into democratic state. According to Dahl it is 

much more likely for a country to develop democratic institutions if the country is culturally 

homogeneous, because when a society is homogenous it is more likely not to have internal 

conflicts. Cultural conflicts can erupt into the political arena and create conflicts.55  

3.4 Chantal Mouffe- The democratic paradox and agonistic pluralism  

Chantal Mouffe describes modern democracy as the outcome of two different traditions. First 

of all the liberal tradition constituted by the rule of law, respect for liberty of the individuals 

and the defence of human rights, the other is the tradition of democracy who relies on ideas 

such as equality and the identity between the government and who it governs over, and 

popular sovereignty. Mouffe argues that there aren’t a necessary connection between the two 

traditions, instead are they related trough historical articulations. Mouffe claims that the 

notion of modern democracy is that the old notion of democracy still exists with its core 

purpose that the power should be exercised by the people, but is blended with the liberal 

discourse, with a strong belief in human rights and liberty for the individual. The values of 

human rights and liberty for the individual are vital for the liberal tradition and have a 

significant role in the view of the modern world. Mouffe argues that the link between 

democracy and liberalism may be taken for granted by many, but the fact was that their union 

was not a smooth process. Some argues that democracy is essentially a means, that it is a 

utilitarian arrangement to protect internal peace and individual freedom and that it is useful as 

long as it do not endanger the liberal institutions. On the other side, some democrats have 

been anxious to dismiss liberal institutions as “bourgeois formal liberties” and fought for their 

replacement by a direct form of democracy where the will of the people could be expressed 

without obstacles.56 

Mouffe believes that it is important to differentiate liberal democracy from democratic 

capitalism, to understand it in terms of classical political philosophy, as a regime. This regime 

consists of a society that is defined by the level of the political rather than the economic. 

Liberal democracy come in different forms such as constitutional democracy, parliamentary 
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democracy, representative democracy and modern democracy. Mouffe argues that liberal 

democracy is a specialized form of organizing political human coexistence which derives 

from the two different traditions, political liberalism and democratic tradition of popular 

sovereignty. The difference between old-established and modern democracy is of nature 

arisen. The difference according to Mouffe lies in the acceptance of pluralism that is 

constitutive for modern liberal democracy. When talking about pluralism, Mouffe means the 

end of the substantive idea of the good life. The pluralism Mouffe advocates implies a change 

in the symbolic order of social relations and the difference according to Mouffe is not of 

empirical character but rather on a symbolic level. When we decide that pluralism is the 

defined attribute for a modern democracy, only then can we try to answer the question on how 

we best can approach a nature of pluralistic democratic politics. Mouffe claims that only in 

the context of a perspective in which the differences is constructed as a condition of 

availability of a radical democratic project influenced by pluralism, can be rightfully 

formulated. Mouffe argues further that all forms of pluralism that are dependent on a logic 

that aims to construct the social as an idea to be present and objective will lead to a reduction 

of pluralism. This is the case according to Mouffe for the liberal pluralists who often look for 

a way to handle the differences and make them irrelevant. The type of pluralism Mouffe 

advocates are positive to differences and questions the objectivity of unity and homogeneity, 

which is based on acts of exclusion.57 

Mouffe claims political philosophy can play a crucial role in the formation of culture and 

contribute to create democratic political identities. Mouffe also argues that politicians have to 

be willing to participate in debates with those who challenge the basic foundations of 

liberalism to gain support from the citizens in order to uphold a liberal democratic state. 

When talking about equality, Mouffe claims that the liberal conception of equality is that all 

human beings are equal, automatically. The democratic conception on the other hand 

demands the possibility to determine who are a part of the demos and who are not, it cannot 

work without inequality.58    

According to Mouffe democratic societies today are facing great difficulties that they are ill-

prepared to handle, because they have not come to terms with the paradox that is modern 

liberal democracy. This incapacity, according to Mouffe, lies in the rationalistic framework 

which informs the main currents of political theory. Mouffe argues that if we want to deepen 

our relation to the democratic institutions, we have to relinquish from that rationalistic 

framework and think about politics in a different way. It is important to understand how a 

strong attraction to democratic values and institutions have been created and why rationalism 

are an obstacle for that kind of comprehension. It is also important according to Mouffe that 

we do not only give sophisticated rational arguments and contextual superior truth statements 

to uphold the supremacy of liberal democracy, as that does not foster democratic values. The 

creation of democracy forms through individuality and the identification to democratic values. 
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Mouffe claims it to be a long process that goes through different practices, discourses and 

languages.59  

Mouffe focus on a new paradigm of democracy, “deliberative democracy”. Deliberative 

democracy is growing to be the biggest trend in the field and according to Mouffe can be 

classified through two main schools, the first influenced by John Rawls the other by Jürgen 

Habermas. What is distinctive for deliberative democracy is that it tries to reach a form of 

normative rationality. It also wants to create a base of faithfulness to liberal democracy by 

reconcile it with ideas of democratic sovereignty, with a defence for liberal institutions. 

Advocates for deliberative democracy claims that the purpose is not to relinquish liberalism 

but to regain its moral dimension and create a strong bond between liberal values and 

democracy. The most central for deliberative democracy is to make it possible to form 

agreements that favours both rationality and democratic legitimacy. It comprise in rephrase 

the democratic principles of popular sovereignty so it do not expose any danger for the liberal 

values.60  

Mouffe acknowledges weaknesses in the model of deliberative democracy. She claims that it 

is not capable of separating the public from the political, which shows that it do not achieve 

its purpose to create a region that would not become subject for values of pluralism and where 

consensus without exclusion is possible. The advocates for deliberative democracy cannot 

achieve these promises, they want to deny the paradox that is the nature for modern liberal 

democracy and the fundamental tension between the logic of democracy and the logic of 

liberalism. They are unable to acknowledge it, at the same time as individual rights and 

democratic sovereignty are essential for modern liberal democracy. Mouffe argues that the 

model of deliberative democracy cannot succeed, it leads to undue restrictions for the political 

debate and is a way to isolate politic from the effect of pluralistic values. The political 

limitations that exists should according to Mouffe be acknowledged instead of being 

presented as necessities for morality or rationality.61 

Mouffe claims that there is an alternative to the rational framework that the deliberative 

model presents, the alternative demands that we accept that power is constitutive by social 

relations. A weakness for the deliberative model for democracy is that it requires an 

availability for the public sphere where power have been eliminated and where rational 

consensus can come true. This model of democratic politics denies the dimension of 

antagonism that the pluralistic idea of values contains. Mouffe argues that we need an 

approach a condition where power and antagonism are in centre. This approach according to 

Mouffe will make the social objectivity that is created through act of power a reality. This 

indicated that all social objectivities are political and contain tracks of exclusion which 

governs the constitution. Mouffe implies that power should not be perceived as an extern 

relation that forms in between two identities, but as the formation of the identities.62   
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Mouffe claims that all political orders are a result of hegemony, a special pattern of power 

relations and political practices cannot be seen as merely representative. According to the 

deliberative model of democracy, the more democratic a society are, the less power would 

emerge through social relations. If we accept these power relations as social, it do not longer 

become about eliminate power but how to form power that are compatible with democratic 

values. Democracy demands a constructed nature of social relations that complement the 

pragmatic ground for a demand of legitimate power. This implies that there is no invincible 

gap between power and legitimacy according to Mouffe. The link between legitimacy, power 

and the hegemonic order is exactly what the deliberative model miss by trying to create a 

possibility to rationalize arguments where power have been eliminated and legitimacy have 

been created through rationality.63 

Mouffes alternative to this rational framework, is what she calls “agonistic pluralism”. In 

order to understand the concept of agonistic pluralism she wants to separate the terms 

“politics” and “the political”. By “the political” Mouffe means the dimension of antagonism 

that is inherent by human relations and can adopt different forms in different social relations. 

By “politics” she means to gather practitioner, discourses and institutions that wants to create 

an order and wants to organize the human coexistence in a way that would create a conflict, 

when influenced by “the political”. Mouffe argues that politics aim to create a context of 

conflict, that always is focused on a; we against them state of mind. According to Mouffe 

important to create a; we against them state of mind in a way that is compatible with 

pluralistic democracy. By an agonistic pluralism, the purpose of democratic politic becomes 

to construct “them” in a way that no longer makes them an enemy who needs to be destroyed 

but as an opponent, with ideas we do not agree with, but who´s rights we defend, which 

according to Mouffe is the whole point of liberal democratic tolerance. This opponent do not 

eliminate antagonism. It is an enemy, but a legitimate one who we have a common ground 

with, and share with, the principles of liberal democracy and freedom and equality, yet with 

whom we disagree with about the meaning of them and how it should be implemented. 

Mouffe claims that we cannot solve this with deliberative discussions, there are no rational 

solution to the conflict and that is why it is still antagonistic.64 

Mouffe wants to introduce this category of opponent, and to do so she needs to explain the 

difference between antagonism and agonism. The first one is the struggle between enemies, 

the later one as the struggle between opponents. That is why agonistic pluralism can transform 

democratic politic from antagonistic to agonistic. The greatest difference between deliberative 

democracy and agonistic pluralism is according to Mouffe that agonistic pluralisms purpose is 

not to eliminate passions but to create rational consensus and mobilize these passions to 

democratic designs. Mouffe means that pluralistic democracy demands a certain share of 

consensus, but one of conflictual character. Too much focus on consensus creates apathy and 

less political participation. Agonistic pluralism shows that the creation of consensus without 

exclusion is impossible and that is important for democratic politics.65 
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3.5 Seyla Benhabib – Deliberative democracy and democratic equality  

Seyla Benhabib describes democracy as a model for the organizing of the collective and 

public performance of power in society’s institutions, with the main purpose to create a well-

functioning collective. Modern democracy, according to Benhabib, can be seen as the 

outcome of deliberative procedures between individuals that are considered moral and 

political equals. Benhabib´s understanding for democracy prefer a deliberative model over the 

different normative theories that exists.66 

Benhabib describes three public goods that have been and are important to protect in a 

modern democracy ever since the Second World War. Those three public goods are 

legitimacy, economic welfare and a sense for collective identity. Without these goods there 

will occur problems for the functioning of society and can create crisis. Benhabib further 

claims that these goods stand in conflict with each other, when economic welfare can be 

maintained by sacrificing legitimacy by suffocating union rights for example.  By maintaining 

the demand for collective identity it can violate the civil and political rights of minority 

groups. These three public goods can get in conflict with one another when they demand 

different actions from the society. It can also occur conflicts between the demand for 

economic welfare and the demand for collective identity, especially when it takes the form as 

protectionism and nationalism, and can isolate countries from the global economy. A well- 

functioning democracy that demands legitimacy, economic welfare and collective identity 

mostly exists in an equilibrium according to Benhabib. In her book Democracy and 

Difference, Benhabib focus on legitimacy and claims that legitimacy in complex democratic 

societies have to be a result of free deliberation. This free deliberation consist of equal 

concern and are essential for the legitimacy of democratic institutions.67 

Benhabib describes deliberative democracy as a model that demands different conditions to 

maintain legitimacy and rationality in reference to the collective’s decision process within the 

state. The institutions that exists within the state must create a function that makes the results 

from the collective deliberation into a form of justice and equality among the individuals. 

When Benhabib writes about legitimacy in democratic institutions. She argues that it is 

important that the institutional power represents an impartial standpoint which main purpose 

is to gain the citizens interests. This can only be achieved if the decisions are made in 

accordance with public processes of deliberation by free and equal citizens.68 

Benhabib claims that the discursive ethics refers to how the decisions are being made. The 

decisions are supposed to be taken by those who are affected by them. There are no 

determined forms for how the conversations should be shaped as long as the participations 

can prove that they are being affected by the decision in question. This is a theory that stands 

against the general moral theories. It is oriented towards the institutional specifications and its 

practical feasibility. The deliberative process are according to Benhabib important for the 
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rationality in a collective decision making. Benhabib argues that no individual can see and 

understand all perspectives of ethics and politics perceived by other individuals. Therefore are 

the deliberative democracy´s role a procedure for individuals to stay informed. The 

deliberative process can produce an outcome that will lead individuals to a deeper critical 

reflection of their values and opinions. The different values and opinions within groups of 

individuals will get into conflict with each other. For the individual this conflict with others 

will make the deliberation an eye opener and the individual will feel compelled to create a 

coherent order in the society.69  

Benhabib describes the critic deliberative democracy faces. The critic claims that it does not 

protect basic human rights and liberties enough. This is explained through two perceptions, 

firstly that the deliberative model rises the importance of consensus too high and that it 

silences the opinions of minorities. The other perception is a question on; how the deliberative 

model works to not force norms and opinions of the majority on the minorities? Benhabib 

answers the critic by stating that she shares the Kantian liberal traditional view that claims 

that one fundamental norm for democracy is, that it have be a moral respect for autonomous 

personality. The deliberative model argues that all participations within the state are made of 

equal and free individuals that should be a part in deciding what norms that should prevail in 

the society. Benhabib argues that this give people the right to “moral rights” She claims that 

every individual have the right to express themselves in different subjects and present 

reflections within the conversation. These “moral rights” are according to Benhabib universal 

and allows minorities to challenge the current norms and rules in the public debate. These 

rights should be constitutional and regulated through institutions. The “moral rights” cannot 

be entirely transformed or rejected by the democratic society. These rights are according to 

Benhabib by nature given to democracy and cannot be changed without huge political and 

juridical processes.70 

Benhabib further describes democracy as a game, where the rules are not very easily 

challenged. When basic human rights are violated the game of democracy becomes suspended 

and ingest a state of war or dictatorship. When a democracy is functioning, the debate of 

human rights and their purpose becomes the meaning of politics. The deliberative model 

argues that human rights are rules in the game called democracy and you cannot play the 

game without abiding these rules. Benhabib claims that the deliberative model like liberalism 

urges to protect basic human rights, liberties and equality for all individuals.71   

Benhabib argues that all legal and political justification of human rights are bound to juridical 

universalism. The juridical universalism demands a justificatory universalism, and that 

process cannot proceed without communicational freedom. Justificatory universalism rests on 

a foundation that claims there to be a moral universalism whose purpose is equal respect and 

equality for all individuals to participate in the discussion that affects them. Benhabib claims 
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that human rights demands a form of human agency that are designed in form of human needs 

and human reasoning. Benhabib divide human rights in two categories, the first one is liberty 

and argues that the individual should be able to act without moral interference from others. 

The other category is the right to resources, such as education and security.72 

Benhabib refer to Immanuel Kant. The moral constructivist tradition claims that human rights 

are not about what exists but rather how we want the world we are living in to be. Kant argues 

that it exists only one basic right and that rights are best described as the actions that are being 

made should always be executed to enhance the liberties for individuals and enable them to 

live in harmony with each other. This principle allows the political to treat individuals as 

moral beings. Benhabib claims that in order to achieve this, individuals have to respect others 

capacity and to maintain a dialog even if the parts disagree. This communicative respect are 

according to Benhabib of great importance in able to uphold democratic standards.73  

Benhabib refer to Joshua Cohen, who claims that human rights mean entitlement to 

membership for individuals. A society can only be self-determined if its political activities 

satisfy three conditions according to Cohen. These conditions are; political decisions results 

from a process where everyone’s interests are represented, everyone should have to express a 

sense of disagreement and those in power should always act to gain the common good. 

Benhabib argues that human rights have to proceed from a legal ground. She argues that 

moral principles need to be contextualized and specified in enactments. Further, she claims 

that the right to self-determination that are exercised through legal and political platforms are 

the foundation for enabling human rights to be legitimate. Human rights can only be seen as a 

result of public and free process of democratic opinion if individuals are allowed to take part 

in forming the laws that apply to them. By practicing within legal and political institutions 

that include the civil society and allow individuals to take part in forming the laws, only then 

can the process gain democratic legitimacy. 74  

Benhabib writes about democratic iterations. She describes the term by claiming that the unity 

and diversity within the human rights discourse are accepted in strong and weak public 

spheres. Democratic iterations can be viewed in different national laws, but also in social 

movements and organizations that are working globally. Democratic iterations are based by 

communicational freedom, which means that freedom is viewed as an expression and are 

therefore not only a political right. Benhabib argues that it is important to acknowledge 

individuals as beings that are living in a political order. She claims that communicative 

freedom are a human rights, in that sense that free expression are fundamental for the exercise 

of democratic iteration. Benhabob argues that if the people are the writers of the laws and not 

merely a subject to it, the context and perception of human rights can then be viewed as a 

consequence of a public and free democratic opinion.75 

According to Benhabib, an interaction between legal and political institutions within free 

public spheres in the civil society can gain different legal traditions democratic legitimacy. 
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Benhabib argues that when these rights approach the people as their own, only then can the 

rights lose their narrowness and suspiciousness about being western paternalism.76  
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4. The democratization process of Tunisia 

4.1 Introduction  

This chapter will consist of an analysis of the case of Tunisia. The chapter will begin by 

identifying the most important factors of Tunisia´s democratization process. When the factors 

are identified the chapter moves on to discuss the theories, compare them and their purposes. 

The following section will apply the theories to the case and discuss why Tunisia could 

develop a democratization of the government and answer the research questions.   

4.2 The important factors of Tunisia´s democratization process 

Both Habib Ben Ali Bourguiba and Zine El Abidine Ben Ali started their exercise of power 

with a relative liberal agenda. During Bourguibas presidency he became the leader that 

symbolised the anti-colonial struggle. His political party, the Neo- Destour worked hard to 

create connections to Europe in an attempt to build an independent state with a strong trade 

market. During his presidency Bourguiba improved the education system, made polygamy 

illegal and gave women equal rights in marriage and divorce. When Ben Ali took over the 

power in Tunisia in 1987 he changed the name of the Neo-Destour created by Bourguiba to 

The Constitutional Democratic rally. He allowed opposition and ended the one-party system 

and he eased the restriction on freedom of the press. Ben Ali repealed the office of president 

for life and altered the constitution to have a two term limit for the presidency. Even though 

these two leaders worked to change and liberalize the Tunisian system in an attempt to 

improve the rights of the people they changed their minds when their power became 

threatened. Bourguiba who believed in a liberalisation of Tunisia was on the other hand 

unwilling to sacrifice any of his power in able to do so. Ben Ali that had ended the rule of the 

one-party system and opened up for an inclusive political participation shot down the 

opposition when his power was threatened. These two presidents paradox ways of leading the 

nation has undoubtedly made an impact on the revolution that followed. They made the 

people believe in functioning systems, human rights and political inclusion but simply took it 

away at their convenience. The unstable political power have played a crucial role in the 

uprising that followed.  

The economic downturn in 2008 worsened the situation in Tunisia. Due to the financial crisis 

in Europe, the European market stopped importing products from Tunisia. This decrease in 

export hit the economy hard. Because of the worsened economic situation a lot of people 

became unemployed and a dissatisfaction started to grow. Inequalities became more visible 

and people started to feel like the government did not care about their economic situations. 

The government did not work hard enough to decrease the spreading unemployment’s 

according to the people of Tunisia. The dissatisfaction spread all across of Tunisia. An 

economic downturn is always difficult for citizens and especially poor citizens, the feeling of 

neglect from the government on the subject of the economic situation of the individual. The 

two most recent leaders and their paradox ruling with a combination of the economic 

downturn are important factors for the start of the revolution.  

As written in chapter 2, the demand for revolution was not at first a demand for democracy 

but rather a demand for jobs and against the growing unemployment. Mohamed Bouazizi´s 

protest against the governing became the symbol towards that demand.  
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The family of Mohamed made their own protest outside the same municipal building that 

Mohamed had committed suicide and filmed their protest and posted it on Facebook. This 

later reached hundreds of people and Mohamed´s protest would have gone by unnoticed if it 

wasn’t for technology. The video spread and more people started protesting. The use of 

technology has been important for the Jasmin revolution, it made people all over the world 

aware of what was happening in Tunisia and people from all over the country could see the 

events occurring in their nation.  

The events taking place before and during the uprising are important when discussing the 

important factors of Tunisia´s democratization process. The political climate and the 

economic downturn created protests for more jobs but it also created a demand for 

democracy, functioning institutions and human rights. When identifying the important factors, 

the events before the revolution are crucial they set the foundation for the democratization 

process.   

After the Jasmin revolution the organization of groups was a central part when demanding the 

change in society. The injustice was wide spread and the demand for a regime change, which 

was protested and emerged as the desire to overcome the political instability that had led to 

the injustice that followed as a result of the economic downturn. When Ben Ali resigned in 

2011 and the “Front of January 14th” stepped in to speak for the opposition a lot of changes 

were made. The political elites started preparing and organizing a fair election. The 

democratization is not an easy process. The people accused the government of betraying the 

revolution and quite a few of political, constitutional and institutional changes had to be 

made. But in the shadow of the revolution and the former leaders as well as the rules that were 

made by the previous leaders it was not an easy task. The leaders of this time had to act in 

accordance with the revolutions demands. It is never a simple task of transforming an 

authoritarian regime and ruling to a democratic one and Tunisia is a perfect example to show 

it. Even with the best of intentions it was difficult for the government as the people had a hand 

made of iron against them.  

The government that was formed during the democratization process led by Béji Caïd Essebsi 

made a significant difference in the process. Since the new government made a drastic change 

in the structure and reform of the state and governing, and the will to create a stable 

relationship between the state and the people, this helped the democratization process. Even 

though the revolution played a part in the process towards a democracy it hasn’t made it all 

the way. The problem is that authoritarian groups still exist in Tunisia, and the delegation of 

power hasn’t been very successful. An example for such difficulty was when problems 

occurred in the relationship between the High Authority and the government. The government 

claimed to be the decision makers and the High Authority to be a consultative body. The High 

Authority saw themselves as the central political institution with sovereignty and the 

government as an organ that should be organizing the continuity of the state. In a regime 

change as the one in Tunisia after the revolution it isn’t hard to imagine problems like this 

occurring. The task of transforming a government and governing from one type of system 

cannot come easily and in a country where the power only had been executed by authoritarian 
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presidents. It has proven to be a difficult transition to delegate power in order to listen to the 

revolutions demand for a democratic society.  

One positive factor for the democratization process in Tunisia, was the attempt to create 

further political inclusion. During the process, a council of politicians, experts and members 

of the civil society were assembled to create trust between the political parties. This group’s 

main purpose was to prevent one single party having control of the Constituent Assembly. 

This act to create an inclusive environment in the political spheres can be seen as the reason 

why the democratization process in Tunisia was rather unique. The belief in a democratic 

society has been evident since the start of the revolution. The revolution did not at first 

demand democracy but all the attributes pointed in that direction.  

When Hizb Ennahda won the elections in 2011, it was in a fair and transparent democratic 

election. In 2012, there was an initiative to draft a new constitution. The new constitution 

focused on human rights and had a liberal agenda. It included rights and liberties for the 

individual, demanded constitutional institutions and regional and local public collectives. The 

process of creating the new constitution was inclusive and people from different parts of the 

society were included in the process. Because of its attempts to promote human rights and 

democracy, the drafting of the new constitution became a crucial and important factor for the 

democratization process in Tunisia. By drafting this constitution and including citizens in the 

process, Tunisia shows great compassion in democratic values and this can be seen 

throughout the whole process, from the revolution to the democratization process.   

The democratization process was in many aspects rather successful, even if the processes 

were slow and backfired multiple times. During the Troika government, new tensions grew 

and the regional difficulties, unemployment and corruptions was just a few of the problems 

resurfacing. Demonstration arouse again and these problems still exist in Tunisia today.  

To conclude the important factors of Tunisia´s democratization process, the most visible 

factor might be the unstable political system before the revolution. With presidents that 

promoted liberal institutions but refused to listen to the people and retracted statements and 

rules as soon as their own personal power was threatened. This created an instability in the 

political sphere and can be one of the reasons that the people stood up against the power. 

Other than the instability in power the economic situation and the government´s inability to 

cope with the massive unemployment that followed was the main reason for the revolution 

and therefore an important factor for the democratization process that followed. The political 

events that followed after the revolution in an attempt to create a democratic state can be seen 

both as a success and a failure. The process has been rather successive and a lot has been done 

in order to create a democracy even though the multiple backlashes can be seen as a failure. It 

is important to bear in mind that no democracy was created overnight and without a few 

setbacks. Tunisia might not be a democratic state yet but the process is pointing in that 

direction.    

4.3 Discussion and comparison of the theories 

The theories that are being analysed in this thesis all revolve around one principle, 

“’democratic inclusion”. Even though they advocates for very different approaches.  
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Robert A. Dahl writes about the importance of a democratic constitution and democratic 

institutions. These two concepts are rather frequent when reading Dals provisions on 

democracy and democratic processes. Democratic inclusion are according to Dahl important 

for a democracy to function, and if the different functions of a state was formed by only 

members of the absolute elite in the society, the process would not be democratic. Even with 

the elaborate concepts on how a functioning democracy would exist in practice he is rather 

negative on the democracies existing today, claiming them to not live up to his criteria’s for a 

democratic process.  

Without talking about education, Dahl argues that members of the state have to be included in 

the democratic process by influencing the constitution and institutions. He claims that the 

citizens should be able to make their views known on how policies should be created. He also 

claims that the members must have equal opportunities to learn about the relevant alternative 

policies. These remarks Dahl makes can be interpreted as a normative view on how a 

democratic process should plan out but he fails to explain how to make these members of the 

state included in the process. Education is a fairly important factor when talking about 

political inclusion and without it people are likely to be excluded from the conversation. Dahl 

writes about the democratic deliberation and urges the importance of members to participate 

but social gaps can make it almost impossible for some people to feel included to participate 

in the agenda setting. It is a given that the members of the state should be included as far as 

possible when it comes to deciding how the state should be governed, but without realistic 

actions to include the members this criteria can never be completely fulfilled.  

The definition of democracy that Dahl upholds can be explained as a form of liberal 

democracy and that in order to maintain a democratic government we need democratic 

institutions. This statement is not very controversial but his further arguments are interesting. 

He claims that in order to determine what democratic institutions are necessary we have to 

examine the history of the state in question and how they have changed their political 

institutions to gain further inclusion, equality and participation in the political sphere. He 

reaches an important point in this aspect and this is where his theory differs from a universal 

perception of democracy. It is important to always approach different question by placing 

them in their context, and that is exactly what Dahl does here, and acknowledge that not all 

democratic states or states that are in a transition towards democracy necessarily need the 

same institutions to uphold a democratic government. This part of his theory is useful when 

discussing how democracies have to function, they can function differently as long as they 

follow the most fundamental basics of democracy.   

When Dahl is writing about modern democracies, he claims that the government have to be 

representatives of the people’s voices and votes. Elections need to be free, fair and frequent. 

These views he presents are coherent with the concept of liberal democracy and are also 

coherent with a normative approach to democracy. The principles he argues are basic for the 

notion on how most western people would describe democracy. But one of his arguments 

differ, the argument of inclusive citizenship. By inclusive citizenship Dahl means that adults 

that are permanently resident in the state in question, and are subject to the law cannot 

according to Dahl be denied the same rights as the citizens, therefore he argues that 
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permanent residents should be able to vote in election and benefit the same rights as the 

citizens do. This last part of his description of modern democracy many people would oppose 

and this is where the democratic paradox that Mouffe writes about becomes relevant. The idea 

of the equality of people is not a controversial thought but the practice is different. The 

purpose of democracy is to protect and secure the freedom of its citizens and give those equal 

rights and participation within the community, but when we combine it with a liberal agenda 

that advocates human rights (that is universal), the paradox becomes inevitable. This is where 

Dahls view on democracy differ from the notion of liberal democracy. The idea of this 

inclusion he describes would benefit the democratic process, but it can be seen as utopic as 

many states would oppose the idea of citizens from other states voting in “their” state even if 

the residents are permanent. Dahl does not seem to acknowledge this paradox and not the 

difficulties in this perception.  

Chantal Mouffe has an elaborate description about the democratic paradox; she explains 

modern democracy as the outcome of a liberal tradition and a democratic tradition. These 

traditions rest on two different grounds, the liberal tradition that is constituted by the rule of 

law, respect for liberty of the individual and the defence for human rights. The democratic 

tradition is constituted by equality and identity between the government and its citizens. 

Mouffe claims that there isn’t a necessary connection between the traditions but for historical 

reasons they have become related. Mouffes discussion can be viewed as criticism for the 

notion of liberal democracy, and it’s very interesting since most of modern day democracies 

are of liberal character.  The paradox becomes obvious when difficulties as described by Dahl 

above arise. Mouffes answer to the inadequacy that liberal democracy is agonistic pluralism. 

The purpose of agonistic pluralism is to construct the term “them” in such a way that no 

longer makes “the other” an enemy but rather an opponent, with ideas we do not agree with, 

but who´s rights we defend. Liberal democracy is inadequate in many ways, even though the 

purpose is good. Maybe we don’t need to view liberal democracy as a phenomenon that is 

here to stay. It can be interpreted as a transitional phase towards a cosmopolitan democracy. 

Liberal democracy opens just the right doors for that development. If the democratic 

traditions claims to only provide equality and inclusion within the state and liberalism 

advocates universal equality and human rights then we have taken a step in that direction, we 

have opened the door towards cosmopolitan democracy but we are not ready to go outside. 

Until that day Mouffes alternative to deliberative democracy that is agonistic pluralism has a 

great opportunity to create the inclusion that liberal democracy demands, because as argued 

by Mouffe, if we accept power relations as social, it would no longer be important to 

eliminate power, but to form power that is compatible with democratic values. 

According to Mouffe agonistic pluralism can transform democratic politics from antagonistic 

to agonistic. The greatest differences between deliberative democracy and agonistic pluralism 

are according to Mouffe, that the purpose of agonistic pluralism is not to eliminate passions 

but to create rational consensus and mobilize these passions to a democratic standard. 

Deliberative democracy focuses too much on the consensus part which, according to Mouffe, 

creates apathy and less political participation. At first thought, deliberative democracy can be 

seen as a valid concept of democracy but at further notice it can be rather excluding. The 

deliberative model is according to Mouffe missing the link between legitimacy power and 
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hegemonic order, and all political orders are a result of hegemony. By acknowledging the 

hegemonic orders and creating a discussion that can be filled with conflicts this model that 

Mouffe presents can make the democracies more including. The thought of a constant 

consensus can and has made those in power apathetic but by introducing the concept of 

agonistic pluralism we make our opponent equal to ourselves, we have to listen to their 

contribution but not agree with them. The part about making the opponent equal might be the 

most important part in the concept of agonistic pluralism, only by being equals can a society 

be truly inclusive.  

Seyla Benhabib advocates for deliberative democracy, even though she elaborates the 

principle by adding her own views. Benhabib describes modern democracy as an outcome of 

deliberative procedures between individuals that are considered moral and political equals.  

She also claims that the legitimacy only can be achieved if the decisions that are being made 

are in accordance with a public process of deliberation by free and equal citizens. What 

becomes unclear in this reasoning - what makes the citizens equal? Benhabib talks about free 

and equal citizens frequently in her writings and that the deliberative model should be formed 

so that the institutional power represents the citizen’s interest. The last part is normative for 

the description of democracy, the power should represent the people, but what becomes 

unclear as mentioned above is how the deliberative model creates free and equal citizens? 

And what is the purpose of creating free and equal citizens or does the society need to have 

these values before the deliberative process? These are a lot of questions, but ones that need to 

be answered in order to determine if the deliberative democracy model that Benhabib presents 

is in fact can be legitimate. It is of course important in a democracy that the citizens are 

treated with respect as equals, but a great part of the democratization process should be to 

identify how equality can be accomplished. 

According to Benhabib the state should create a function that combines the results from the 

collective deliberation into justice and equality among individuals. Benhabib argues that the 

deliberative model claims that all participants within the state are made up of free and equal 

individuals. These free and equal individuals should take part in discussions that decide what 

norms should prevail in the society. This arguments are rather problematic because earlier 

statements and the more recently contradict each other. First she argues that functions need to 

make the collective deliberation into justice and equality among individuals, but then also 

these individuals should set the norms in the society. Why this becomes contradictory is 

because the people who are deciding what norms should prevail in society are always the 

majority, because the majority becomes the norm. The question still remains how should the 

state make the citizens equal when utilitarian views are presented? 

What actually makes the deliberative model that Benhabib presents somewhat inclusive and 

distinguish from the more normative theories is that the decisions that are being made need to 

be shaped by the people that are affected by the outcome. Even if this in practice might be 

hard to exercise in majority societies, it is a rather interesting and relevant argument to make 

the society more inclusive. By including minority groups in the decisions that affect them. By 

introducing this argument in the decision-makings it can work to eliminate discrimination and 

to create equality among citizens.  
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Benhabib describes democracy as a game, and in this game the rules are not very easily 

challenged. She claims that when basic human rights are violated the game of democracy 

becomes suspended and ingest a state of war or dictatorship. These arguments hold no 

realistic grounds, and in practice almost every democracy on this planet violates human rights 

but is still considered to be democracies. Benhabib argues that the deliberative model claims 

that human rights, is the rule in the game called democracy and that states cannot play the 

game without abiding these rules and that the model urges to protect human rights, liberties 

and equality for individuals. There are no arguments that the deliberative model would urge to 

protect those values but the statement that if states don’t abide by the rules that human rights 

are, they will have their democracy “medal” taken away is simply not true. Democracy has 

been criticized for being a western figment, and that can be debatable, but it is the great 

powers of the west that set the international norms and therefore can’t they easily be depicted 

as non-democracies, even if they violate human rights.  

These three theorists have very different views on democracy and democratization processes. 

While Dahl advocates a rather normative description of democracy where constitutionalism 

and institutions are central factors for a democratization process. Mouffe argues for the 

opposite. She claims that there are significant flaws with liberal democracy and even though 

she do not reject the concept completely, she has great objections against it. The greatest 

differences between Mouffe and Dahls democracy concepts is that Mouffe would argue that 

Dahl is not aware of the democratic paradox or at least does not view it as a problem for the 

democratic process. Dahl would criticize the lack of institutions for achieving equality in 

Mouffe´s concept of inclusion. Their differences might not be as problematic as one would 

think and their view on inclusion could actually function together. With Dahls arguments for 

institutions and Mouffe´s on agonistic pluralism could actually together create a better form of 

inclusion. If we have democratic institutions with a main purpose to work for better inclusion 

of people within the state, meaning that the institutions should supply tools for the citizens to 

be able to contribute to the decisions that are being made, staying informed about the 

contemporary politics and knowing how they can participate in the conversation. If we 

combine these conditions of democratic institutions with Mouffe´s concept of agonistic 

pluralism where consensus do not always have to be accomplished but rather a passionate 

conversation where the participants feel included, we can come closer to a democratic state 

with a greater inclusion.  

Mouffe and Benhabib never saw eye to eye on the concept of deliberative democracy, as 

Mouffe argues against it and Benhabib argues on its behalf. Benhabib views modern 

democracy as an outcome of a deliberative process between individuals that are considered to 

be equals, while Mouffe argues that deliberative democracy is too focused on consensus and 

can create apathy.  Both Dahl and Benhabib did agree to some extent on the deliberative 

model, even though Dahl is not a pronounced supporter for the deliberative model, both of 

them argue on behalf of the importance on democratic institutions. Their theories can even 

meet, they argue on behalf of inclusion and the importance of institutions to maintain equality 

among individuals. Benhabib argues that the institutions should work in order to create a 

collective deliberation that forms justice and equality for the individuals and that the 

institutional power always needs to represent the citizen’s interests. Dahl argues similar to 
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Benhabib but he pushes on the importance of the security and that the elected officials need to 

be in control over the military and the police, otherwise the democratic development are likely 

to fail. The reason he argues for this security standards because it is a danger to democracies 

if the leaders have access to great means of coercion. Their arguments might differ but their 

purposes becomes the same, mainly to secure self-determination for individuals and provide 

equality among them.  

All three theories agree that inclusion, when talking about democracy is about equality among 

the individuals. Dahl argues that inclusion arise from constitutionalism, democratic 

institutions and that permanent residents need to be provided with the same democratic rights 

as the citizens enjoy. Mouffe on the other hand would argue that for a democracy to be 

inclusive, it comes from allowing differences in the conversation, arrive to a consensus is not 

as important as letting different views be heard. She claims that the process cannot be 

inclusive according to the deliberative model of democracy when it emphasise on consensus 

so much that it becomes excluding rather than including. Benhabib argues oppose to Mouffe, 

and claims that inclusion arise from the deliberative dialogue, and that the decisions that are 

made need to be collective in order to be legitimate. Institutions need to create functions that 

make the results of the collective deliberation into justice and equality. The inclusion in 

society and decision-making can only be achieved, according to Benhabib, if the public 

process of deliberation are made by free and equal citizens. The theorists agree that 

democratic inclusion only can be achieved if the individuals within the states are equal. They 

argue very differently on how this equality should be achieved. Both Dahl and Benhabib 

argue that institutions are an important factor in order to achieve equality. Mouffe argue that 

both Dahl and Benhabib doesn’t go far enough to prevent inequality. The deliberative view, 

according to Mouffe, can actually enable inequality. Benhabib claims that the decisions that 

are being made have to be created by the people that are affected by their outcome, only by 

providing people with the tools to affect their own lives can a society be truly inclusive.  

The theorists describe modern democracy as liberal democracy. Dahl describe democracy as 

directly associated with a functioning constitution. Mouffe describes liberal democracy as an 

outcome of two traditions, a tradition of liberalism and a tradition of democracy. Benhabib 

describes modern democracy as a model for organizing collective public performance of the 

power in society’s institutions. Both Dahl and Benhabib would agree that the purpose of 

liberal democracy is creating a state with a functioning collective. Dahl oppose the idea that 

the decision-makers should be formed from an elite, public discussion and deliberation are 

necessary when deciding on policies. Benhabib would agree on this opposition. Mouffe would 

also oppose the idea of the decision-makers being formed from an elite in the society, but 

would not agree with Dahl and Benhabib on deliberation as a solution when deciding on 

policies.   

Dahl, Mouffe and Benhabib agree to a lot of the basic standards for democracy but not on 

how the process should be executed. The three of them have interesting ideas for the work of 

democratization processes, inclusion and equality and sometimes their ideas can be combined 

or can be used as a complement to each other. When discussing the case of Tunisia it can be 
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useful to be able to see these differences and similarities of the theories, when we try to find 

in them an explanation to Tunisia´s democratization process.  

4.4 Democracy, Human Rights and Tunisia 

The three theories that have been analysed in this thesis can in some extent explain why 

Tunisia succeeded to develop a democratization of the governance. All three theorists agree 

around some basic conditions for democracy. A democracy have to be inclusive, all members 

of the state need to able to participate in the agenda setting and should therefore be treated as 

equals. The government set the agenda after people’s needs and requests. 

Tunisia could develop a democratization of the governance after the Jasmin revolution was 

because of the earlier political situation. Both Habib Ben Ali Bourguiba and Zine Abidine 

Ben Ali had a liberal agenda at the beginning of their time in power. Former president 

Bouguiba improved the education system and extended human rights across the country. Later 

Ben Ali changed the constitution in order to create a two term limit for the presidency and he 

also worked to improve human rights for the people. Since the late 1950´s when Bourguiba 

became the first president in the independent Tunisia, a liberal notion of how society should 

be formed has set the standards for Tunisia. The concept of liberal democracy that all three 

theorists explain as the modern form of democracy have always been hiding in the 

background of Tunisia´s governing. Even though Tunisia was not a democracy back then and 

may not be considered a liberal democracy today. The former leader’s liberal agendas have 

played a crucial role on how the democratization of Tunisia could proceed after the 

revolution. As the modern notion of democracy is of liberal character it is interesting to 

analyse how Tunisia´s development towards democracy have imprint on the former leaders 

liberal concepts of leading the nation. What inhibited Tunisia from starting a democratization 

process much earlier lies in the power of the former presidents. When their power was 

threatened, then the liberal values became reduced.  

The economic downturn in 2008 and the high unemployed triggered the start of the 

revolution. This was one of the most important factors that can explain the reason for the 

revolution. Looking closer at the time after the revolution, when the democratization process 

was formed, people protested for more jobs, demanded democracy, functioning institutions 

and human rights. These protests and demand for democratic institution of liberal character 

are of course important when we analyse how the democratization process could develop.  

When applying Dahls concept of democracy to the case of Tunisia, we can see how the 

possibilities for a democratization have evolved. Dahl emphasize the importance of a 

democratic constitution and democratic institutions, when approaching a democratic 

development these two concepts are highly relevant. After the revolution in Tunisia, the 

importance have been to create a strong democratic constitution. This process has not come 

easily and the parties have tried to form this constitution in a way that would benefit them. 

During the process of drafting the constitution the participation of the people has been 

important when deciding how the constitution should be formed, when the final draft was 

published it would be voted on by the citizens. All three theorist emphasize the importance of 

inclusion of democratic political processes when discussion democracy and the process of 
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drafting this constitution have shown that Tunisia worked on including the citizens in the 

process, both to honour the revolution but also to work towards democratic standards. 

According to Mouffe the democratic tradition is constituted by equality and identity between 

the government and its citizens. During the democratization process in Tunisia right after the 

revolution, in the time of transition, the government worked in order to change the regime in a 

way that both the structure of the state and the relationship between the government and the 

people would be improved. This can be seen as described above, the inclusiveness when 

drafting the new constitution. If we are analysing Mouffe´s description of liberal democracy, 

we can see that the liberal tradition is influenced by the rule of law, respect for liberty and 

human rights for the individual and the democratic tradition as equality and identity between 

government and its citizens. If we view these two traditions as different concepts we can see 

that Tunisia have worked to create equality among the individuals in order to uphold 

democratic standards and inclusion, their process have also been rather liberal in the sense 

that they have worked to improve human rights. Mouffe sees these to traditions as paradox 

when they are applied as one model, liberal democracy. But when we separate them and use 

them as two different traditions, we can see elements of both in Tunisia´s democratization 

process.  

If the concept of agonistic pluralism would have been applied before the revolution when the 

former presidents was in power it could have made a difference. The leaders would not have 

seen every opponent as an enemy but rather as just an opponent with views that could be 

different from theirs, but views they should listen to, in order to uphold an inclusive society. 

This thought would not have been explored if the two former presidents would not have had a 

liberal agenda at their time in power, this liberalization they both advocated could have 

opened a door towards democracy and in extension towards agonistic pluralism. This thesis 

strongly advocates that the leadership of Bourguiba and Ben Ali was important for the 

democratization that followed after the revolution. Because even though they both acted to 

secure their own personal power their liberalization of Tunisia was not irrelevant. They had 

before the revolution liberal grounds that other countries that was affected by the revolution 

did not. This could have set the grounds for agonistic pluralism if the leaders was not as 

authoritarian as they were.  

Benhabib argues that modern democracy is an outcome of deliberative procedures between 

individuals that are considered moral and political equals. Before the revolution, when the 

economic downturn was a fact the people of Tunisia felt a great inequality among the citizens 

and the government’s priorities. Unemployed people felt neglected and excluded from the 

decision-making. The desperation fed the revolution when the democratization process 

started, after the revolution and Ben Ali´s resignation a shred of hope came to life. According 

to Benhabib, legitimacy can only be achieved if the decisions that are being made within the 

state are in accordance with a public process of deliberation by free and equal citizens. The 

political parties had trouble to come together and create a democratic state after the 

revolution, the old tradition of power remained in some extent and made it difficult to live up 

to the expectations of the revolution. But small steps where made and these steps are 

important when recognizing the democratization process in Tunisia. The process towards this 
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democratization tried to be inclusive and partake different parts of the society in the process, 

both when drafting the new constitution but also when working on how the country could 

develop according to the demands of the revolution.  

The most prominent factor for this process is that even with difficulties, Tunisia could identify 

with each of the theories in some extent. All three theorist list important factors for a 

democratization process and a democratic state. Even though the theories differ we can find in 

every one of them factors that the democratization process in Tunisia have uphold. This is 

why the transition after the revolution in Tunisia actually can be seen as democratic, all three 

theorists would agree that Tunisia isn’t a democracy today according to the notion of modern 

liberal democracy. But the process cannot be seen as anything less, the process is still an 

ongoing event, and there have been setbacks. By analysing the case of Tunisia we have seen 

that the state have been including the citizens in the process. They have tried to form a 

dialogue with the citizens and the constitution is based on rights of the individual. The 

concepts are recognized by all three theorists as important factors for a democratic process 

which Tunisia upholds.  

Tunisia worked for human rights for a long time, since before the revolution. The Tunisian 

League for Human rights (LTDH) was created in 1977, and defended the diversity of 

politically active people in Tunisia. They advocated for human rights for all different groups 

and worked as mediators in human rights conflicts. The LTDH was later weakened in 1993. 

After the revolution the government worked in order to uphold the human rights. Again, the 

constitution worked in its favour and it contained rights and liberties for the individuals and 

constitutional institutions. When the draft was criticized for failing to protect gender equality 

and freedom of speech, the members of the NCA that drafted the constitution consulted the 

people and all citizens would be able to affect the new draft. The work in favour of the human 

rights have changed rather drastically from before the revolution and after. Before the 

revolution the LDTH was prominent in the human rights field and they were a movement that 

was active independently from the government. What has changed the most after the 

revolution when talking about human rights, is that the government are now the prominent 

part in the human rights field. Both Bourguiba and Ben Ali advocated human rights in some 

extent but they backed away from their promises as soon as their power was threatened. Now 

the government are working to incorporate human rights into Tunisian law and that is a huge 

step for the liberalization of the state.  

The democratization process have made a great impact on the human rights perception in 

Tunisia. The revolution was foremost a demand for jobs and against unemployment but also a 

demand for democracy and human rights. This was not something that the new government 

could ignore, and even when they tried the people protested and claimed that the purpose of 

the revolution needed to be recognized. This made the work for democracy intertwined with 

human rights. The modern notion of democracy is based on the foundation of liberal 

democracy. Therefore, we can see a relationship between democracy and human rights. 

Mouffe argues that these two traditions (liberalism and democracy) not necessarily are 

combined and that they actually create a paradox when they are forced together. Nonetheless, 
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it is still interesting to examine the relationship between democracy and human rights when 

discussing the case of Tunisia. 

The relationship between democracy and human rights become unavoidable when discussing 

the topic. The democratization of the governance of Tunisia has always been combined with a 

demand for human rights. The process have had a liberal foundation that has created a sphere 

where one could not exist without the other. The notion of liberal democracy cannot create a 

totally inclusive society because, as Mouffe discuss, the paradox paves the way for inequality 

because democracy is based on inclusion for the citizens but not for a non-citizen. This 

discussion is not entirely relevant for this analysis because the topic of this thesis is to focus 

on the citizens of Tunisia and not on the non-citizens. Why this discussion is included is 

because it is still important to recognize this paradox, though it is problematic for modern 

notion of democracy. When talking about the case of Tunisia, the concept of liberal 

democracy might not be as problematic as it is still a process. Liberal democracy becomes 

problematic for existing democracies. But when states are in transition as Tunisia the process 

could benefit from having a liberal democratic character.  

When analysing the democratization process with a liberal perspective, we can see that the 

political process towards democracy become more inclusive, which creates further equality 

among the citizens. Since human rights was an important claim from the revolution it is 

natural for the government to include the concept in the democratic process. Because this is a 

process, and it still has setbacks both from democratic- and human rights claims, the paradox 

might not be a problem. Tunisia´s democratization process might not be able to be fully 

inclusive and the process do not need to be fully inclusive when exercised. If the purpose is to 

work towards inclusion and equality, we cannot begin there, it is something that need to be 

approached. And in this process the government should be as inclusive as possible in order to 

create a full inclusion. The notion of liberal democracy might not be problematic for a 

democratic process, but to a state that is considered a democracy it is excluding.  

The relationship between democracy and human rights have changed the notion of human 

rights since the democratization process in Tunisia started. Ever since the revolution the 

demand for both of them were a fact and the people of Tunisia did not let those in power deny 

the demands of the revolution. Since the process has had a liberal character, it is also 

interesting to see that Tunisia´s transition is to a liberal democracy, even if it is still a long 

way to go. Because of this demand for a liberal democracy, the human rights have played a 

huge role when discussing the afterbirth of the revolution. The government had to incorporate 

human rights into their work in order to honour the revolutions demands. The combination of 

democracy and human rights in Tunisia has shown that if Tunisia make it to the finish line 

and become a democracy, it will be a liberal one.  

According to Benhabib, democratic iterations is important when talking about human rights. 

Democratic iterations are based on communicational freedom, meaning that individuals 

should be able to freely express themselves in the public sphere. If this is applied then the 

individuals can be seen as beings in a political order. This make the communicative freedom a 

human right. Benhabib claims that people are not a subjective to the law, they should be the 

ones that write them. This concept can very well be applied to the case of Tunisia, the people 



43 
 

are demanding to be part of the public debate and participate in the decision-making. In some 

sense they have, they have after the revolution been more included in processes that affect 

them than earlier. If the concept of democratic iteration should be fully implemented the state 

would have to be considered a democracy, because according to Benhabib, human rights can 

only be perceived as result of a public and free democratic opinion. But parts of the concept 

could still be used to explain the change in the notion of human rights in Tunisia.  

The three theories can help to explain how and why Tunisia could develop a democratization 

of the government even with their differences. The theories still encounter some problems in 

practice when applied to the case of Tunisia and the democratization process. According to 

the theorists the democratization process need to be inclusive, meaning that all citizens should 

be able to participate in the political arena. This is obviously a liberal view they share but 

when applied to practice and the process it is difficult not to see problems. In a process and 

transition towards democracy it might not be easy to all at once create democratic institutions 

with a purpose to act for further inclusion and equality. It is called a process for a reason and 

that is something that have to grow. Tunisia have made some great steps towards democracy 

but the process is still fairly new and the revolution is still recent in time. Going from an 

authoritarian society to a democratic one takes time. The process should obviously be as open, 

inclusive and equal as possible, but if we condemn the state for not living up to the promises 

right away the struggle would seem in vain. It is important to see the progress and rejoice it 

but always work for improvements and towards democracy.  
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5. Conclusion  

The conclusion that can be drawn from this analysis is that the three different democratization 

theories can explain how and why Tunisia could develop a democratization of the 

government. The most prominent factors have been the fact that Tunisia´s democratization 

process has had a relatively liberal agenda. Which are perceived through the theories as the 

modern concept of democracy. By working to include citizens of the state in the process both 

in establishing a better relationship between state and citizens but also when drafting the new 

constitution, Tunisia has shown a lot of qualities required by the three theories, inclusion and 

equality. Even though it has not been an easy task and it is still a process, Tunisia has shown 

qualities that are compatible with the theories perception of a democratic process.  

The political situation before the revolution has made an impact on how the democratization 

process could develop after the revolution. The demands of the revolution was for jobs, 

democracy and human rights, and the former politics that was formed through some sense of 

liberal agenda therefore became relevant.  

Dahl advocates for democratic institutions and a democratic constitution when approaching a 

democratic development. Mouffe focus on the importance of inclusion, equality and the 

paradox of liberal democracy. For Benhabib the important factors for a democratization 

process is to be inclusive and allow the citizens to participate in the agenda setting for the 

process. These parts of the theories can be recognized in Tunisia´s democratization process. 

We can see how the government worked in order to include the citizens in the decision-

making and when they failed the people protested in order to honour the revolutions demands.  

Inclusion have been proved to be the most important factor to a successful democratization 

process but it is not without questioning. It is problematic to see that both the process and the 

product are in need of the same factors for success. Democracy is a debated subject and we 

can discuss if democracy is an instrument or a goal. Democracy can be seen as an instrument 

to attain inclusion and equality, but in this case, when we are analysing a process we can see 

democracy as a goal. When we view it as a goal, we view it as a finished product. Problems 

for theories in practice is that they demand the same requirements from a democracy as a state 

in process and transition. It might be that the process cannot be as inclusive and equal as the 

finished product later it could be. This is why it is important to acknowledge the process and 

its shortcomings because if we view it as a process, we cannot demand it to be finished. 

The notion of modern democracy to be of a liberal character has been important for this thesis 

and is the most relevant answer to how Tunisia could start a democratic transition. Since all 

their efforts towards democracy has had a liberal character and the demand for human rights 

and equality from the revolution could not be denied, it is natural that Tunisia would move in 

the direction towards a liberal democracy. Liberalism are both favoured and criticised by the 

theorists but they all agree that it is the notion of modern democracy. The day Tunisia 

becomes a democracy it will be a liberal one. Then they will face the problems and paradox of 

the liberal democracy, but until then, they can use it in their advantage to make the process as 

inclusive and equal as possible.  
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The relationship between democracy and human rights is important when discussing the 

democratization process of Tunisia. The revolution demanded democracy and human rights 

for individuals within the state, which the state could not deny after the revolution. Human 

rights had been before the revolution mostly been executed by civil mobilization and 

organization. The greatest change in the field of human rights from before to after the 

revolution was the shift in the responsibilities of human rights. The state became the actor that 

had to work hard to honour the revolutions demands and try to incorporate human rights into 

the new democratic era. The relationship between democracy and human rights therefore 

came to be intertwined and naturally fell in the compartment that we call liberal democracy.  

Tunisia has a long road to walk towards democracy and none of the theorists can describe 

Tunisia as a democracy today. We can still see great efforts on their behalf. The process has 

not been easy and still is not done, but it is interesting to see that the time before the 

revolution has played such an important role to the democratization process that followed, and 

what an impact the revolution actually made. The people’s demand of honouring the 

revolution has forced the leaders to work in their favour towards democracy and human 

rights. The process and progress that Tunisia made towards democracy is admirable, and even 

though they still have a long way to go in order to be defined as a democracy, I am sure that 

someday they will.  
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