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Democracy and Global Politics
Introduction
The two articles have delved on portraying the importance of creating a proper comparative analysis between the authoritarianism and democracy in enhancing global governance. According to Collier & Mahon (1993), the comparative analysis amounts to conceptual “stretching” and “traveling.” The method paves way for the avoidance of the premature categorization of the types of governance adopted by different global powerhouses. Furthermore, it also creates appropriate ways that can strengthen the modification process. Collier & Levitsy (1997), on the other hand, argue that the contemporary democracy acts as a hindrance to the authoritarian regimes. Many of the political administrations engrained in national government in Asian, Latin American, communist, and African countries are not fully democratized. They exhibit completely different democracy from what prevails in the developed countries further enhancing the “stretching” concept. Therefore, this is a clear indication the subject of the uniform global governance is one that is marred with controversies as the subject of democracies varies from one country to another as portrayed in the two articles.
The Understanding of the World Democracy in relation to the “Travelling” and “Stretching” Concepts
Collier & Mahon (1993) use the “traveling” and “stretching” concept to strengthen their comparative analysis of the development of the democracy in different parts of the world. The traveling concept played a critical role especially in the 1980s all the way to 1990s when the democratization process played a critical role in underscoring the national leadership structure of a country.  It is imperative noting that democracy came in as new governance structure considering that authoritarianism was the only concept that existed in prior period. Therefore, despite the democratic process being embraced in many industrialized countries then, it remained a traveling concept as it was newly introduced in the developing ones. For example, many countries in Asia and Africa such as those in the Arab world embraced authoritarian leadership as they were monarchical. Therefore, it could be difficult applying the democratic leadership ideologies in such countries compared to those that did not have rigid governance structures such as those in Latin America and sub-Saharan Africa. 
 “Travelling” concept in relation to global governance can be further expounded through the evaluation of the democratic attributes as portrayed in the Collier & Levitsky (1997). According to the two authors, it is clear that Latin America, the former communist, Asia, and Africa had the same attributes in relation to democracy (Collier & Levitsky, 1997). In-depth analysis of the governance structure embrace in the four global regions portrays a completely contrasting ideology from then advanced and industrialized nations. Their governance structures vary from the democratic procedures enshrined in the developed countries even though in different ways. Many of the countries under the former communist may be deemed not be fully democratized mainly because of their staunch belief in the communism ideologies they have harbored for centuries as part of their culture and heritage. On the other hand, Latin America and the sub-Saharan, and many Asian nations may not be fully democratized mainly because of the authoritarian leaders and total control that accompanies those in leadership. The Arabic world may not embrace democracy fully because of the concentration of power among the leaders and partially because of religious matters. Democracy comes along with a lot of “immoral” culture that may be completely incompatible with the Arab countries. 
   According to Collier & Levitsky (1997), the dilutions of democracy in different parts of the world have given rise to new forms of leadership and governance. They include “authoritarian democracy,” “military-dominated democracy,” “neo-patrimonial democracy,” and “proto-democracy.” It is clear that the metamorphosis has created a lot of confusion, which has, in turn, lead to different interpretation of the “real” meaning of the term democracy. Briefly, the metamorphosis of the governance term can be further expounded by the “stretching” concept. Collier & Mahon (1993) are of the view that distortion must take place if a new concept fails to fit in the system. This has taken place when “Western” democracy is “forced” to other nations. These nations have no choice but rather to modify it to a version that fits its governance system. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Importance of the Issue In Relation To the Current Puzzle/Problem in Politics
The inter-relationship between the two articles plays a critical role in researching and resolving a current puzzle in global politics. As noted earlier, each country has its set of principles and traits that govern its leadership structures. Most of the countries in the developing world are governed by political leaders who have absolute powers over their subjects. Unlike in Western countries, their command is absolute and their wish is not to be questioned. They are in favor of the authoritarian democracy. The former communist nations and those in the Arab region are governed by different ideologies. The communist nations are interested in protecting their communism ideologies against the jaws of democracy. Therefore, as a political scientist, one should take into consideration the variation that comes along with the “stretching” of the democracy across this region. This is the only way they will be able to understand proper and standardized global governance as opposed to the authoritarianism thoughts in the developing world explained by Western leaders. 
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