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Introduction: 

The study of the relationship between the educational system and the political system has been one of the main concerns of 

sociologists in different eras (Bobba & Coviello, 2007). An important part of these studies has directly or indirectly emphasized the 

effective role of education in the emergence of democracy as one of the rudimentary conditions of democracy. Another part of 
studies has concluded that the relationship between education and democracy is inverse and democracies based on their internal 

logic have sought to make education a public good. Another view considers education as a factor of reproduction, both in the 

political system and in the class asan important element in preserving the status quo. Finally, another group of studies has attributed 
the relationship between education and democracy to a third factor -- economic infrastructure. In contrast to the mentioned studies, 

which believe in the relationship between education and governance, some studies reject the real relationship between these two 

constructs or at least parts of them. For example, Acemoglu et al. (2005) as well as Bobba and Coviello (2007) showed with some 
statistical controls and econometric methods that education and democracy are not related. Barro (1999, p. 170) also showed that 

relationships are different in terms of educational indicators and educational inequality. He showed that the average years of 

education of people aged 25 and over   as well as  the gender gap in the education of men and women aged 25 and over were not 
significant regarding the relationship between education and  democracy. Also, Loot (1999) paradoxically showed that the high 

levels of authoritarianism, the high levels of democracy, and increasing opposition to sovereignty were associated with the high 

levels of educational spending. The second group of studies, namely the group regarding the lack of correlation between education 
and the political system especially democracy, is not widely accepted for various reasons. On the one hand, in theoretical 

discussions, theorists have paid attention to the relationship between these two variables in different ways, and almost few of them 

have rejected the existence of a relationship between these two variables. Besides, empirical studies have emphasized the existence 

of suchrelationships. Even in these studies, the lack of a relationship of some indicators has been considered, and researchers have 

talked about the methodological flaws of these studies. Therefore, the validity of such findings is questionable. According to these 

contradictory findings, the present study aims to investigate these theoretical and empirical claims using longitudinal data during the 
years 1970 to 2018 for 208 countries. The use of the longitudinal data can provide us with strong pieces of evidence for the rejection 

or approval of any of the above perspectives. So, the present study seeks to answer the question of the relationship between 

education and democracy in an attempt to investigate which could have a greater impact on the other. Does education have a 
reproductive role, or does democracy need the education to persist or both? Can the claim based on the superstructure status of 

education and democracy be confirmed? 

 
Material & Methods: 

The present study was cross-national research in which the 

unit of analysis was a nation (country), and the research 

hypotheses were tested using the secondary analysis of the 

existing data. Also, due to the longitudinal nature of the data, 

the average has been used in the analysis. The research 

sample of the study included 208 countries in the world. The 

data were mainly taken from the reports of national and 

international organizations. The reliability of the data was 

described in detail by the relevant organizations. The validity 

of the data was also based on face validity so that the 

opinions of relevant experts were used.  
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Discussion of Results & Conclusions:  

The main question of the research was the emergence of 

rivalry perspectives on the relationship between the type of 

political regime (degree of democracy) and education. The 

results confirmed the direct effect of education and 

democracy on each other. The asynchronous data showed that 

the degree of democracy had a greater impact on education. 

Also, the research findings did not confirm the views of 

reproduction theorists on the reproduction of each of the 

variables of democracy or education by the other. In addition, 

the role of class inequality in the spurious correlation 

between the two variables was not confirmed. Therefore, 

assuming the Gini coefficient as an indicator of class 

inequality, the view based on the superstructure relationship 

between the two variables was not confirmed.  

Finally, the combined model of the effect of democracy 

on education through various variables was confirmed. 

According to this model, democratic governance, by reducing 

economic inequalities and redistributing wealth through a 

system of taxation and production of public goods, reducing 

the ratio of students to teachers in the classroom, and 

reducing students deprived of education significantly affected 

education and the educational system. Among these paths, 

the path of economic inequality was the weakest while the 

path of reducing students deprived of education or expanding 

public education was the strongest path of influence. Perhaps 

one of the main reasons why democracy did not lead to an 

increase in literacy by creating economic equality was the 

high tendency of capitalist countries towards democracy. The 

coexistence of democracy and capitalism as an economic 

system based on economic inequality has led such political 

regimes to seek the necessity of the continuation of 

democratic rule in other ways, one of which is to choose the 

path of improving school indicators. The school as a system 

for promoting democratic values as well as the values of the 

economic and political system in such countries can, on the 

one hand, help provide the workforce needed by the system 

while, on the other hand, promote low-cost and useful values 

of the democratic system. In general, the results showed that 

the relationship between democracy and education was more 

complex than can be explained by simple and reductionist 

analysis, so it is needed topay attention to the mechanism of 

influence of intermediate variables that were examined in 

previous studies as occasional, separate, or cross-sectional. 

Some of these variables lie within the educational system or 

political mechanisms, and some are outside the system. 

 

Keywords: Education, Democracy, Inequality, Educational 

Inequality. 

 

References: 

Acemoglu, D., Simon, J. A., James, R., & Pierre, Y. (2005) 

From education to democracy. American Economic 

Review, 95 (2), 44-49. 

Aghion, P., & Bolton, P. (1997) A trickle-down theory of 

growth and development. Review of Economic Studies, 

64, 151-162.  

Ahanchian, M. (2007) Educational opportunity and regional 

disparity: boundary and non-boundary regions of 

khorasan province. Education Journal, 14 (3), 27-44 (in 

Persian). 

Ahmadi, H., & Moidfar, S. (2015) Democracy and political 

stability, social issues in iran. Journal of Social Problems 

of Iran, 6 (1), 7-35 (in Persian). 

Albrecht, H., & Schlumberger, O. (2004) Waiting for godot: 

Regime change without democratization in the middle 

east. International Political Science Review, 25 (4), 371-

392. 

Alesina, R., & Rodrik, D. (1994) Distributive politics and 

economic growth. Quarterly Journal of Economics, 109 

(2), 465–490. 

Banerjee, A., & Newmann, A. (1991) Risk-bearing and the 

theory of income distribution. Review of Economic 

Studies, 58 (2), 211–236. 

Barro, R. (1999) The determinants of democracy. Journal of 

Political Economy, 107 (6), 158-183. 

Bashiruddin, A. (2018) Teacher development and teacher 

education in developing countries: On becoming and 

being a teacher. London, United Kingdom: Palgrave 

Macmillan. 

Benabou, R. (1996) Inequality and growth. NBER 

Macroeconomics Annual, 11, 11-74. 

Bertola, G. (1993) Factor shares and savings in endogenous 

growth. American Economic Review, 83 (5), 1184–1198. 

Bobba, M., & Coviello, D. (2007) Weak instruments and 

weak identification in estimating the effects of education 

on democracy. Economics Letters, 96 (3), 301–307. 

Bourguignon, F., & Verdier, T. (2000) Oligarchy, 

democracy, inequality, and growth. Journal of 

Development Economics, 62 (2), 285–313. 

Bowles, S., & Gintis, H. (1976) Schooling in capitalist 

america: Educational reform and the contradictions of 

economic life. New York: Basic Books. 

Brown, D. (1999) Reading, writing, and regime type: 

Democracy’s impact on primary school enrollment. 

Political Research Quarterly, 52 (4), 681–707. 

Campante, F., & Chor, D. (2008) Schooling and political 

participation in a neoclassical framework: theory and 

evidence. Mimeo: Harvard Kennedy School. 

Carnoy, M., & Levin, H. M. (1976) The limits of educational 

reform. New York: D. McKay Company.  

Chan, J. M., Chau, K. K., & Lee, F. L. (2002) Abstract 

principle versus concrete interest: a study of education 

and political opinion in hong kong. International Journal 

of Public Opinion Research, 14 (1), 54–72. 

Chong, A., & Gradstein, M. (2015) On education and 

democratic preferences. Economics & Politics, 27 (3), 

362–388. 

Davies, A. (2009) Human development and the optimal size 

of government. Journal of Socio-Economics, 38 (2), 326-

330. 

Dee, T. (2004) Are there civic returns to education?. Journal 

of Public Economics, 88, 1697-1720. 

Dewey, J. (1916) Democracy and education. New York, 

United States: The Macmillan Company.  

Fitzgibbon, R. H. (1956) A statistical evaluation of latin 

american democracy. Western Political Quarterly, 9 (3), 

607-619. 

Friedman, M. (1962/2002) Capitalism and freedom. United 

States: University of Chicago Press. 

Galor, O., & Zeira, J. (1993) Income distribution and 

macroeconomics. Review of Economic Studies, 60 (1), 

35-52. 

Glaeser, E., Ponzetto, R. G., & Shleifer, A. (2007) Why does 

democracy need education? Journal of Economic 

Growth, 12 (2), 77–99. 

Archive of SID

www.SID.ir

https://dx.doi.org/10.22108/jas.2020.120403.1846
https://dorl.net/dor/20.1001.1.20085745.1400.32.2.4.2
http://www.SId.ir


Democracy and Education: Testing Rival Perspectives …                                                           Hossein Ahmadi and Reza Hemmati 

 
http://dx.doi.org/10.22108/jas.2020.120403.1846   

 https://dorl.net/dor/20.1001.1.20085745.1400.32.2.4.2  

 

73 

Grabb, A. (1994) Social inequality: Classical and 

contemporary theorists. Translated by Mohammad 

Siahpoosh and Ahmad Reza Gharavizad, Tehran: Moaser 

Publications (in Persian). 

Gylfason, T. (2000) Natural resources, education, and 

economic development. European Economic Review, 45 

(4-6), 847-859. 

Jackman, M., & Muha, M. (1984) Education and intergroup 

attitudes: moral enlightenment, superficial democratic 

commitment, or ideological refinement? American 

Sociological Review, 49 (6), 751-769.  

Jalali, M. R (2007) Analysis of the relationship between class 

inequalities and educational inequalities with emphasis 

on the role of mediating variables. Quarterly Journal of 

Education, 23 (3), 15-53 (in Persian). 

Lei-chi, P. (2006) An empirical analysis on the effects of 

government expenditure on human development index in 

china. The Theory and Practice of Finance and 

Economics, 3. 

Lipset, S. (1959) Some social requisites of democracy: 

Economic development and political legitimacy. 

American Political Science Review, 53 (1), 69-105. 

Livingstone, D. W. (1995) Searching for missing links: 

Neo‐marxist theories of education. British Journal of 

Sociology of Education, 16 (1), 53-73.  

Lott, J. R. (1990) An explanation for public provision of 

schooling: the importance of indoctrination. Journal of 

Law and Economics, 33 (1), 199-231.  

Lott, J. R. (1999) Public schooling, indoctrination, and 

totalitarianism. Journal of Political Economy, 107 (6), 

127-157. 

Mann, H. (1846) Tenth annual report of the secretary of the 

massachusetts state board of education. Boston: Horace 

B. Fuller Press. 

Milligan, K., Moretti, E., & Oreopoulos, P. (2004) Does 

education improve citizenship? evidence from the united 

states and the united kingdom. Journal of Public 

Economics, 88 (9-10), 1667–1695. 

Moazenjamshidi, S. H., Moghimi, M., & Akbari, N, A. 

(2011) The analysis of the effect of government size on 

HDI in OIC Countries: (GWR Approach). Journal 

Urban-Regional Studies and Research, 2 (8), 95-116 (in 

Persian). 

Peltzman, S. (1980) The growth of government. Journal of 

Law and Economics, 23 (2), 209-287.   

Perotti, R. (1993) Political equilibrium, income distribution 

and growth. Review of Economic Studies, 60 (4), 755–

776. 

Persson, T., & Tabellini, G. (1994) Is inequality harmful to 

growth? American Economic Review, 84 (3), 600–621. 

Piketty, T. (1997) The dynamics of wealth distribution and 

the interest rate with credit rationing. Review of 

Economic Studies, 64 (2), 173–189. 

Shakoori, A., & Taqizade Asl, Z. (2016) A study on the 

impact of government size on human development index, 

three decades after the revolution. Journal of Social 

Problems of Iran, 7 (1), 101-123 (in Persian). 

Sharepour, M. (2013) Sociology of Education (10th Edition). 

Tehran: Samt Publication (in Persian). 

Spilimbergo, A. (2009) Democracy and foreign education. 

American Economic Review, 99 (1), 528-43. 

Taleb, M., & Goodarzi, M. (2003) Ethnicity, educational 

inequality, and demographic changes. Journal of Social 

Sciences Letter, 21, 113-142 (in Persian). 

Uslaner, E. (2017) Historical roots of corruption. Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press. 

Weis, L. (2016) Reading and producing research across 

boundaries that so often divide. In Sadovnik, A. R. and 

Coughlan, R. W. (2016) Leaders in the Sociology of 

Education; Intellectual Self-Portraits. Rotterdam: Sense 

Publishers. 253-274. 

Yeh, S. S. (2017) Solving the achievement gap; overcoming 

the structure of school inequality. New York: Palgrave 

Macmillan. 

 
  

. 

 

  

Archive of SID

www.SID.ir

https://dx.doi.org/10.22108/jas.2020.120403.1846
https://jas.ui.ac.ir/article_24859.html
https://jas.ui.ac.ir/article_24859.html
http://www.SId.ir


Journal of Applied Sociology, Vol. 32, Issue 2, No. 82, Summer 2021 

 
http://dx.doi.org/10.22108/jas.2020.120403.1846   

https://dorl.net/dor/20.1001.1.20085745.1400.32.2.4.2 

 

74 

 

Archive of SID

www.SID.ir

https://dx.doi.org/10.22108/jas.2020.120403.1846
https://dorl.net/dor/20.1001.1.20085745.1400.32.2.4.2
http://www.SId.ir

