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MODULE OUTLINE

Term 1 
1. What is comparative politics? 

2. How to compare countries? 

3. What is regime change?

4. How to explain regime change?

5. Waves of democratization

6. Reading week

7. Ethnic identity and nationalism

8. Civil war

9. Political and civic culture 

10. Revolutions

Term 2

11. Building institutions in divided societies 

12. Political institutions: parties and party systems

13. Political institutions: electoral systems

14. Political institutions: legislatures and executives

15. Political participation in comparative perspective

16. Reading week

17. Public opinion and survey studies

18. Good governance in comparative perspective

19. New directions in comparative politics

20. Comparative politics in practice

Term 3

Revision Lectures
Time and place

Tuesday 1-2 PM: lecture in S1.66

Tuesday 2-3PM: seminar in S0.03 

MODULE DESCRIPTION and STRUCTURE

Why do political regimes and institutions develop how they do, where they do? Why are some countries democratic and others not? Why do people use political violence in some places and times? What role does culture play in contemporary politics? What effects do different institutional designs have upon political outcomes? Why do different ethnic groups sometimes live together peacefully, and sometimes not? Why does the level of voter turnout vary across countries? Why is nationalism stronger in some places? 

This module introduces the core issues, methods, and concepts of comparative politics. It provides a broad range of methods and approaches of comparative political science. The module first addresses what can be understood by comparative political science. It will become clear that there are different opinions on this matter. Then, we will pay attention to the methodological aspects and problems encountered in comparative political science research. We examine issues such as what to compare (and with what), how many cases and variables should be included and which conclusions can be drawn from the results. It will be made clear that different methods and approaches may lead to different results. 

In the rest of the module, some core areas of comparative political analysis will be explored. We shall cover the basic concepts and issues of comparative politics, such as regime change, democratization, nationalism, civil war, poverty, political participation, the role of culture, and ethnic identity. Countries also have different types of political institutions: there are big cross-national differences in types of electoral systems, parties, and legislatures. We will discuss the different characteristics of the types and their impact on the democratic quality, economic and political performance. The module covers developments in different political systems in the contemporary world, so not only in industrialized democracies and post communist regimes, but also in developing countries of the so-called third world. 

MODULE AIMS 

In short, the aims of the module are 

· to introduce students to the methodological and theoretical foundations of comparative approaches to political science;

· to deepen their knowledge in a number of relevant areas of comparative political research;

· to analyze and compare some of the current political developments in different countries around the world

LEARNING OUTCOMES
· Understand the core concepts, theories and methodologies in comparative politics

· Read and comment classic books and journal articles in the field

· Describe national political systems and their essential elements

· Make critical evaluations of differences between various national political systems

· Critically apply the theoretical literature to practical examples

· Gather, organise and deploy evidence, data and information from a variety of secondary and some primary sources

· Identify, investigate, analyse, formulate and advocate solutions to problems

· Evaluate research material in a critical way

· Written and oral presentation of information, of results of quantitative and qualitative studies, in an appropriate way

TEACHING AND LEARNING METHODS

Lectures, seminars, student presentations, prescribed reading, independent learning. The module is taught through a combination of a weekly one-hour lecture and a compulsory one-hour seminar. A list of the weekly lecture and seminar topics is included below. These seminars are an opportunity to explore in depth particular issues and to engage in discussion in a small group context. Students will be expected to contribute fully to such discussions each week. Students will also be expected to engage in intensive independent study, employing the reading lists provided to deepen their knowledge of the subject. In addition to attendance at lectures and seminars, you should spend 8-10 hours per week on your own independent study for this module.

REQUIRED BOOKS and OTHER MATERIAL
This is only a selection of core text books, so please see also below in full module outline

· Caramani, Daniele (2008). Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press

· Hague, R. and M. Harrop (2007). Comparative Government and Politics, An Introduction, London: Palgrave
· Landman, T. (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, (3rd ed), London: Routledge
There are copies of these books in the bookshop and the Library. It is recommended that you should buy at least one of these three books. These books alone, however, are not enough. You should also use the Library to consult on a regular basis the further reading suggested under each topic. Subject to the legal requirements of copyright law, apart from textbooks which you are recommended for student purchase, copies of core/required readings are available in the Short Loan Collection in the Library or can be accessed via the Library’s electronic resources databases. If a core reading is not available for some reason you should consult librarians and then your module tutor.

For further reading on topics covered in the module (particularly useful when preparing essays and for seminars), consult the journals below. Note that this is only a selection of useful journals, and that most of these are available electronically from the library:

· Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science [Available electronically as The Annals]
· American Political Science Review
· British Journal of Political Science
· British Journal of Politics and International Relations
· Comparative Politics
· Comparative Political Studies
· Democratization
· Electoral Studies
· Foreign Affairs
· International Political Science Review
· Journal of Democracy
· Political Studies
· World Politics

It is essential that you keep up to date with developments in contemporary politics in specific countries (which are of your personal interest) as we will discuss these in our seminars and they will provide useful evidence for your essays and exam answers. British newspapers such as The Guardian, The Observer, The Independent, The Times, and the Financial Times cover the more prominent issues and developments. For more in-depth analysis consult e.g. The Economist.

SEMINAR MEETINGS and PREPARATORY READING

In order for our seminar discussions to be fruitful it is absolutely essential that you read extensively in preparation for each seminar. In the following pages you will find listed the required reading for each week’s topic. Every student will be expected at the very least to be familiar with this literature. Extensive, though not exhaustive, suggestions for further reading are also included. You should refer to this list to complement the required readings and also make use of this material when writing essays. You should make use of articles in academic journals. Those journals most useful for comparative politics are listed above, but please notice that this is only a selection. Subject to the legal requirements of copyright law, copies of all required readings are available in the Short Loan Collection in the Library. If a core reading is not available in the library you should consult me. 

I have also listed a series of questions under each week’s subject heading. These questions should be used as a guide to help focus your thoughts while you prepare for each seminar and prove useful in facilitating discussion. All students will be expected to take part in the seminars and to make seminar presentations - at least one presentation by each student in each of the autumn and spring terms. The presentations should not simply summarise the literature but should identify the principal issues and leading controversies, and critically evaluate the arguments and evidence in relation to the questions for discussion identified in the seminar programme. Remember, you should spend 8-10 hours per week on your own independent study for this module.

SEMINAR ATTENDANCE

Seminar attendance is compulsory and multiple unexplained or inadequately explained absences may be penalised.

Students are reminded of Regulation 13: ‘…failure to attend prescribed classes or to complete prescribed coursework may result in a student being required to submit additional assessed work, or to sit an additional written examination, or in the student being required to withdraw from his/her course of study.’
(Regulation 13.1 Section 1)

FORMATIVE ESSAYS

It is a requirement of the module that you complete one 1500-2000 word essay in

Term One and it is recommended that you submit a second 1500-2000 word essay in Term Two. These formative essays will not count towards your final mark. Both pieces of work should be handed in during seminars or to the PAIS Undergraduate Office on or before the submission date and should have your name, the title, the word count, and the name of your seminar tutor on the front page. There should also be a brief abstract at the front of the essay. The abstract should sum up the core thesis, argument or findings of the essay and the reasons for its significance. It should be around 200 words and will not count as part of the 2000 words for the essay.

These essays must be fully referenced and word-processed. The questions for seminar discussion topics (see below in module outline) can easily be used as titles for the formative essays. Or –alternatively- see the questions at the end of each chapter in the core text books. Or –as third option- the ‘interesting weekly statements’ that will be presented at the end of each session. If you decide to choose your own title, then you must get your title approved by me before you start writing. You must use more than just the required reading for your essay topic and consult the library collections. Make sure you credit your sources of information fully, either by footnotes or endnotes. For guidelines on writing essays and on referencing sources, see the PAIS undergraduate handbook.

The first essay must be handed in by the end of the ninth week of the autumn term. The second essay must be handed in by the end of the fifth week of the spring term. Your first essay will normally be marked by the first week of the spring term, and the second essay by the ninth week of spring term.

MODULE ASSESSMENT DETAILS

There are two methods of assessment for this module:

1. 100% examination (4 questions over 3 hours)
OR

2. 50% examination (2 questions over 1.5 hours) and 50% for assessment essay (5,000 words) 
Your mark for this module is determined by a three-hour examination OR a one and a half-hour examination (50%) plus one assessment essay of 5,000 words (50%). All students should read the PAIS Undergraduate Handbook, which provides further details on essay writing, referencing, plagiarism, and the marking criteria used.
From 2008/09 PAIS will be adhering to a faculty-wide assessment determination procedure. This means that you will have to inform PAIS of the form of assessment (50% exam/ 50% essay; or 100% exam) that you wish to use for each of your modules. This choice must be made by week 5 of the autumn term. Students will have a brief window of opportunity to change their assessment selections during weeks 4-5 in the spring term. Once this window has closed your assessment selections CANNOT BE CHANGED. Any student who does not fulfil their selections will receive a mark of ZERO for any assessments missed. This means, for example, that if you choose to be assessed on a module via a combination of an essay and exam (50% essay, 50% exam) then you will receive a mark of ZERO for any essay that you subsequently fail to submit. 

EXAMINATION

You are required to answer four questions in the three hour unseen examination, and two questions in the one and a half-hour unseen examination. The examination papers offer a reasonable choice of questions. Please note that the examination paper will be in two sections, roughly corresponding to the first term on the one hand, and the second term on the other hand. Half assessed students will be required to answer one question from each section. Full assessed students will be required to answer two questions from each section.

If you need any special arrangements for the exams, you must inform your personal tutor well in advance of the examinations, providing evidence for the reasons. If your native language is not English, you may use a bilingual dictionary in the examination. You have to provide your own dictionary, which must be approved in advance of the examination. For further details see the PAIS Undergraduate Student Handbook.

ASSESSED ESSAY

For the assessed essay, you can either choose a title from the Assessed Essay title list below, or alternatively you can negotiate your own title. If you negotiate a title with me you must submit a title form to the office by the Negotiated Title Deadline listed in the PAIS Undergraduate Handbook 2008/2009. If you decide to choose your own title you should aim to consult with me well ahead of the Negotiated Title Deadline to discuss and narrow down your topic, although I will expect you to have done some preliminary work on your topic before you come to talk with me about it. 
If you submit the essay late you will be subject to the standard University penalties for late submission. According to University rules, late submission of an assessed essay will, unless an extension has been granted in advance of the deadline by the PAIS Director of Undergraduate Studies, result in the following penalty deduction from your mark: 5 marks per day (with no upper limit).
The submission deadline for Assessed Essays is listed in the PAIS Undergraduate Handbook 2008/2009. According to University rules, late submission of an assessed essay will, unless an extension has been granted in advance of the deadline, result in the following penalty deduction from your mark: 5% per day (with no upper limit).

ASSESSED ESSAY TITLES 2008-2009
1. ‘Civil war cannot be defined –let alone measured’. Discuss
2. A critical evaluation of the idea that the global wave of democratisation is over

3. Identify what you believe are the most important explanations for democracy and explain your reasons
4. ‘Presidential systems are preferable above parliamentary systems’. Discuss

5. A critical assessment of the claim that consensus democracies perform better than majoritarian systems

6. ‘A low level of political participation is bad for democracy’. Discuss
7. Identify what you believe are the most important explanations for nationalism and explain your reasons

8. ‘Revolutions cannot be predicted’. Discuss

9. A critical assessment of the claim that cross-national public opinion surveys are unreliable, invalid and not comparable

10. A critical examination of the argument that countries with proportional electoral systems perform better than countries with winner-takes-all-systems
Remember, you can also negotiate your own titles with me if you prefer.

A NOTE ON PLAGIARISM

Please note that plagiarised or unattributed use of the work of others will be taken very seriously. There are severe penalties for cheating of any kind in all forms of University test. Plagiarism is a form of cheating, as it attempts to acquire a benefit from the work of others unfairly. The Department’s policy on Plagiarism is fully explained in the PAIS Undergraduate handbook, available both in hard copy and on the PAIS website. The handbook explains how the University’s published regulation may be accessed on the web. If you are in any doubt about what constitutes plagiarism, you should consult your personal tutor or module director before submitting written work. Please be aware that the PAIS Plagiarism Committee will submit all assessed work for a number of modules to plagiarism detection software. No announcement about the identity of these modules will be made. You must also avoid duplicating material used in your assessed essay during your exam. You will be heavily penalised for making substantial use of material already used in an assessed essay.

Term 1, Week 1. What is comparative politics?
Learning objectives:

1 Explanation and exploration of the field of comparative politics 

2 Analysis of journals in comparative politics

Seminar discussion topics:

1 What is comparative politics?

2 What are the primary aims of comparative political analysis? Why do we compare?

3 What are the most important journals in comparative politics? Analyze the most recent number of a journal in comparative politics, and answer the following questions: 

· What are the topics of the articles?

· Are the articles mainly empirical or normative in nature?

· Which countries are central in the articles?

Homework:

Read the required literature (see below)
Required reading:

· Caramani, Daniele (2008). ‘Introduction to Comparative Politics’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, introduction

· Landman, Todd (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London: Routledge, chapter 1

· Munck and Snyder (2007). ‘Debating the Direction of Comparative Politics: An Analysis of Leading Journals’ in Comparative Political Studies, 40 (1): 5-31
· Peters, B. Guy (2008). ‘Approaches in Comparative Politics’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 2
Recommended reading:

· Beyme, Klaus von (2008). ‘The Evolution of Comparative Politics’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 1

· Geddes, Barbara (2006). Paradigms and Sand Castles; theory building and research design in comparative politics, Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, chapter 1
· Goodin and Klingemann, (1998) A New Handbook of Political Science, Oxford: Oxford University Press
· Laitin, David (2002). ‘Comparative Politics: The State of the Subdiscipline’ in Ira Katznelson and Helen Milner, State of the Discipline, New York: Norton

· Munck and Snyder (2007), Passion, Craft, and Method in Comparative Politics. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press
· Munck and Snyder (2007) ‘Who Publishes in Comparative Politics? Studying the World from the United States?’ PS: Political Science & Politics, 339-346 

Important library link (to search for journals and articles in comparative politics): http://www2.warwick.ac.uk/services/library/main/electronicresources/journals/

Term 1, Week 2. How to compare countries?
Learning objectives:

1 understand and apply different research designs in comparative politics

2 discover advantages and disadvantages of different methods in comparative politics

Seminar discussion topics:

1 What are the advantages and disadvantages of large-N analyses?

2 What are the advantages and disadvantages of small-N analyses?

3 What are the advantages and disadvantages of single-nation analyses?

Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

3 Choose two countries in which you are interested. Those countries may be used as central topic in your final paper. Justify your choice. Why is your comparison useful? What are the advantages and disadvantages of your choice?

Required reading:

· Hague and Harrop (2007). Comparative Government and Politics, An Introduction, London: Palgrave, Chapter 5
· Landman, T. (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London, Routledge, chapter 2, 3, 4 and 5
Recommended reading:

· Collier, David (1999). ‘The Comparative Method: Two Decades of Change’ in Dankwart Rustow and Kenneth Paul Erikson, Comparative Political Dynamics, New York, Harper Collins, pp. 7-31

· Chilcote, Ronald H (1994). Theories of Comparative Politics: The Search for a Paradigm Reconsidered, 2nd edition, Boulder: Westview Press, Chapter 1-4

· Collier, David and James Mahoney (1996). ‘Insights and Pitfalls: Selection Bias in Qualitative Research’ in World Politics 49, 56-91.

· Geddes, Barbara (1990). ‘How the Cases You Choose Affect the Answers You Get: Selection Bias in Comparative Politics’ in Political Analysis, 2, 131-150.

· Geddes, Barbara (2006). Paradigms and Sand Castles; theory building and research design in comparative politics, Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, chapter 3

· King, Gary, Robert O Keohane and Sidney Verba, Designing Social Inquiry, pp. 3-9, 36-46, 115-149
· Lijphart, A. (1971). ‘Comparative Politics and the Comparative Method’ in The American Political Science Review, vol. 65, pp. 682-693

· Lijphart, A (1975). ‘The Comparable-Cases Strategy in Comparative Research’, Comparative Political Studies, vol 8, 158-177

· Przeworski, A. & H. Teune (1970). The Logic of Comparative Social Inquiry, New York: Wiley, pp. 3-46

· Ragin, Charles (1987). The Comparative Method: moving beyond qualitative and quantitative strategies, Berkeley: University of California Press, i.e. pp. vii-xv, pp. 1-18, pp. 34-68
· Yin, Robert K. (2000). Case study research: design and methods, London: Sage 
·  ‘The Role of Theory in Comparative Politics: A Symposium’, contributions by Kohli, Evans, Katzenstein, Przeworski, World Politics, vol. 48, Oct 1995, pp.1-21
Websites:

· Committee on Concepts and Methods - International Political Science Association http://www.concepts-methods.org/
· Small-NCompass - systematic cross-case analysis http://smalln.spri.ucl.ac.be/
· Society for Political Methodology - American Political Science Association http://polmeth.wustl.edu/
· APSA's QUALITATIVE AND MULTI-METHODS RESEARCH SECTION  http://www.asu.edu/clas/polisci/cqrm/QualitativeMethodsAPSA.html
· APSA’s Comparative Politics Section http://www.apsanet.org/section_329.cfm
· APSA’s Comparative Democratization Section http://www.apsanet.org/section_343.cfm
· ECPR’s standing groups http://www.essex.ac.uk/ecpr/standinggroups/sgwebpages.aspx
Term 1, Week 3. What is regime change?
Learning objectives:

1 understand different definitions of regime change, consolidation, authoritarianism and democracy in comparative politics

2 discover strengths and weaknesses of different measurements of democracy
3 understand problems related to concept formation in comparative politics
Seminar discussion topics:

1 What is regime change? 

2 How can democracy be defined and measured? 

3 What are the strengths and weaknesses of the available measurements of democracy?
Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

3 Choose two countries and compare their level of democracy over time. Find out whether those countries have made a regime change. 
Required reading:

· Adcock, R.N. and D. Collier (2001). ‘Measurement Validity: A Shared Standard for Qualitative and Quantitative Research’ in American Political Science Review, vol. 95, no. 3, 529-46
· Doorenspleet, Renske (2005). Democratic Transitions: Exploring the Structural Sources during the Fourth Wave, Boulder: Lynne Rienner Publishers, Chapter 2
· Mair, Peter (2008), ‘Democracies’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, Chapter 5
Recommended reading:

· Collier, D. and Levitsky, S. ‘Democracy with adjectives’ in World Politics, 1997, 430-51
· Dahl, R.A., (1971). Polyarchy, Participation and Opposition, New Haven and London: Yale University Press, pp. 1-9

· Debate on concept formation. See APSA newsletters for qualitative methodology: http://www.asu.edu/clas/polisci/cqrm/Newsletter.html

· Goertz, G., Social Science Concepts: A User’s Guide, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2005
· Schedler, A. (1998). ‘How Should We Study Democratic Consolidation?’, Democratization 5/ 4: 1-19.

· Schedler, A. (1998). ‘What is Democratic Consolidation?’, Journal of Democracy 9/ 2: 91-107.

· Zakaria, F. (1997). ‘The Rise of Illiberal Democracy’, Foreign Affairs 76/ 6: 22-43

Websites:

· The Centre for Studies in Democratisation (CSD) at the University of Warwick http://www2.warwick.ac.uk/fac/soc/pais/research/csd/
· See for links to other Democratisation Centres in the world http://www2.warwick.ac.uk/fac/soc/pais/research/csd/international/
· APSA’s Comparative Democratization Section http://www.apsanet.org/section_343.cfm
· Freedom House - widely-used country ratings of democracy, civil liberties and the press - http://www.freedomhouse.org
· Transparency International - corruption, http://www.transparency.org/
Term 1, Week 4. How to explain regime change?
Learning objectives:

1 understand different theories of regime change

2 detect different explanatory factors and find out how powerful they are

3 apply theories to explain regime change while using a comparative research design
Seminar discussion topics:

1 How can regime change be explained? And regime consolidation?
2 Which theory is most convincing in your opinion? Why?
3 Which theoretical explanations are missing in the literature?
Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

3 Choose two countries and try to explain their level of democracy or regime change. Find out which theoretical explanation is most convincing on the basis of your own study. 

Required reading:

· Doorenspleet, Renske (2005). Democratic Transitions: Exploring the Structural Sources during the Fourth Wave, Lynne Rienner Publishers, Chapter 4
· Landman, Todd (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London, Routledge, chapter 6 and 9

· Mair, Peter (2008), ‘Democracies’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 5
Recommended reading:
· Bollen, K.A. (1983). ‘World System Position, Dependency, and Democracy: The Cross-National Evidence’, American Sociologi​cal Review, vol. 48, pp. 468-479

· Brooker, Paul (2008), ‘Authoritarian Regimes’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 6
· Haggard, S. and R. Kaufman, (1995). The Political Economy of Democratic Transitions, Princeton: Princeton University Press, pp. 24-74

· Inglehart, Ronald & Christian Welzel (2005): Modernization, Cultural Change and Democracy; The Human Development Sequence, New York: Cambridge University Press (focus on Chapter 8: The Causal Link between Democratic Values and Democratic Institutions)

· Lipset, S.M., (1959). ‘Some Social Requisites of Democra​cy: Economic Develop​ment and Political Legitimacy’, American Politi​cal Science Review, vol. 53, pp. 69-105
· Rueschemeyer, D., Stephens. E., Stephens, J., (1992). Capitalist Development and Democracy, Cambridge: Polity Press, pp. 12-39
Websites:

See week 3
Term 1, Week 5. Waves of democratization
Learning objectives:

1 understand trends of democratization over time

2 assess critically the main historical developments of regime change

3 understand empirical, methodological and normative problems related to the study of waves of democratization

Seminar discussion topics:

1 What are the trends of democratization over time? 

2 Are there indications of a reverse wave? 

Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

3 Choose two countries and compare their level of democracy over time. Find out whether those countries have made a regime change. 

Required reading:

· Diamond, L., (2008). ‘The Democratic Rollback; the Resurgence of the Predatory State’ in Foreign Affairs, March/April 2008
· Diamond, L., (1999). Developing Democracy: Toward Consolidating, Baltimore: John Hopkins University Press, Chapter 5, pp. 161-218

· Doorenspleet, Renske (2005). Democratic Transitions: Exploring the Structural Sources during the Fourth Wave, Lynne Rienner Publishers, Chapter 3 
· Huntington, S.P., (1991). The Third Wave; democratization in the late twentieth century, Norman and London: University of Oklahoma Press, pp. 13-26
Websites:

See week 3
Term 1, Week 6. Reading week
Term 1, Week 7. States, nations and nationalism

Learning objectives:

1 understand different concepts and theories of ethnic identity and nationalism

2 detect different explanatory factors and find out how powerful they are

3 apply theories to explain nationalism while using a comparative research design

Seminar discussion topics:

1 Do nations create states or vice versa? 

2 What is nationalism? How can we explain nationalism?
3 What is globalization? Is globalization threatening the nation-state?
Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

Required reading:
· Anderson, Benedict (1991). Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationalism, London: Verso, chapter 1 and 3

· Hague, R. and M. Harrop (2007). Comparative Government and Politics, An Introduction, London: Palgrave, Chapter 2.

· Poggi, Gianfranco (2008). ‘The Nation-State’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 4

· Sørensen, Georg (2008). ‘Globalization and the Nation-State’, in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 24

Recommended reading:
· Alter, P. (1989). Nationalism. London: Edward Arnold, chapter 1

· Chandra, Kanchan, ed. (2001) ‘Cumulative Findings in the Study of Ethnic Politics.’ Symposium in APSA-CP (Winter 2001). Essays by Chandra, Laitin, and Posner, Lijphart, Lustick, and Wilkinson.

· Chandra, K., (2005), ‘What Is Ethnic Identity and Does It Matter?’ in the Annual Review of Political Science
· Chandra, Kanchan (2005). ‘A Constructivist Dataset on Ethnicity and Institutions.’ In Rawi Abdelal, Yoshiko Herrera, Alastair Ian Johnston, and Rose McDermott eds, Identity as a Variable. 

· Gellner, Ernest (1983). Nations and Nationalism, Ithaca NY, Cornell University Press, chapters 1, 4, 5
· Maalouf, Amin. (2003). In the Name of Identity: Violence and the Need to Belong. New York, NY: Penguin Books
Websites:

· World Factbook, CIA - country profiles, regularly updated https://www.cia.gov/cia/publications/factbook/index.htm
Term 1, Week 8. Civil war

Learning objectives:

1 understand different concepts and theories of civil war

2 detect different explanatory factors and find out how powerful they are

3 apply theories to explain civil war while using a comparative research design

Seminar discussion topics:

1 What is civil war? Develop your own definition and measurement on the basis of the required literature.

2 Does democratization lead to civil war?
3 Which factors are the most important determinants of civil war?
Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

3 Choose a relevant research question on the basis of the literature of this week. Compare two countries and answer your question. What are your most interesting findings?

Required reading:

· Brown, Michael (2001). ‘The Causes of Internal Conflict: An Overview’ in M. Brown, O. Cote, S Lynn-Jones and S. Miller (eds.) Nationalism and Ethnic Conflict. MIT Press. pp. 3-17

· Hegre, H., T. Ellingsen, S. Gates and N.P. Gleditsch (2001). ‘Toward a Democratic Civil Peace? Democracy, Political Change, and Civil War, 1816-1992’ in American Political Science Review, vol. 95, pp. 33-48
· Mack, Andrew (2002). ‘Civil War: Academic Research and the Policy Community,’ Journal of Peace Research 39, no. 5 pp. 515-525

· Mansfield and Snyder (2002). ‘Democratic Transitions, Institutional Strength, and War’ in International Organization, vol. 56, no. 2, pp. 297–337
Recommended reading:

· Addison, T. and M. Murshed (2003). ‘Explaining violent conflict: going beyond greed versus grievance’, Journal of International Development, vol 15, pp. 391-96 

· Bermeo, N. (2003). ‘What the democratization literature says – or doesn’t say – about postwar democratisation’, Global Governance, vol. 9, pp. 159-77

· Chandra, K. (2005). ‘Ethnic Parties and Democratic Stability’ in Perspectives on Politics, vol. 3, no. 2, pp 235-252

· Collier, P. and A. Hoeffler, ‘Greed and grievance in civil war’, World Bank policy research paper at www.worldbank.org/research/conflict/papers/greedandgrievance.htm

· Fearon and Laitin (2000).  ‘Violence and the Social Construction of Ethnic Identity.’ International Organization, vol. 54, no. 4, pp. 845-877

· Gurr, T.R. (1993). ‘Why Minorities Rebel: A Global Analysis of Communal Mobilization and Conflict since 1945’ in International Political Science Review, vol. 14, pp. 161-201

· Horowitz, Donald (1985). Ethnic Groups in Conflict, Berkeley: University of California Press

· Kaufmann, Chaim (1996), ‘Possible and Impossible Solutions to Ethnic Civil Wars,’ International Security 20, no. 4, Spring 1996, pp. 136-75 (39)

· Lichbach, M. (1989). ‘An evaluation of ‘does economic inequality breed political conflict?’ studies’, World Politics, vol. 41, no. 4, pp. 431-70
· Mansfield and Snyder, J. (2004) Electing to Fight: Why Emerging Democracies Go to War. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press

· Snyder, Jack (2000). From Voting to Violence: Democratization and Nationalist Conflict, New York: Norton
Websites:

· Belfer Center, Program on Intrastate Conflict, Harvard University, USA  http://belfercenter.ksg.harvard.edu/project/52/intrastate_conflict_program.html
· Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, Washington, USA http://www.carnegieendowment.org/about/
· Department for International Development (DFID), part of the UK Government  http://www.dfid.gov.uk/
· International Peace Research Institute (PRIO), Oslo, Norway http://www.prio.no/

Term 1, Week 9. Political and civic culture 

Learning objectives:

1 Understand the concepts of civic and political culture

2 Understand the theories of civic and political culture
Seminar discussion topics:

1 What is meant by the concepts of ‘political culture’ and ‘civic culture’ and ‘social capital’?  What are the main dimensions?
2 How does political culture explain the process of democratization?
Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

3 What is the influence of political culture in the countries or region that has been studied by yourself?

Required reading:

· Diamond, L., (1999). Developing Democracy: Toward Consolidating, Baltimore: John Hopkins University Press, chapter 5 and chapter 6

· Ersson, S. and J-E Lane (2008). ‘Political Culture’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 17

· Hague, R. and M. Harrop (2007). Comparative Government and Politics, An Introduction, London: Palgrave, Chapter 6.

· Jackman and Miller (1996). A renaissance of political culture? American Journal of Political Science 40: 632-659 (read also the reply by Inglehart)

Recommended reading:

· Almond Gabriel A. and Sidney Verba.(1963) The Civic Culture: Political Attitudes and Democracy in Five Nations. Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press

· Almond Gabriel A. and Sidney Verba.(1980) The Civic Culture Revisted. Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, Chapter 10 by Verba

· Elkins and Simeon, (1979), A cause in search of its effects, or what does political culture explain. Comparative Politics 11: 127-145.
· Inglehart, R., (1997), Modernization and Postmodernization: Culture, Economic, and Political Change in 43 Societies, Princeton: Princeton University Press, pp. 160-215.
· Inglehart, (1988) The renaissance of political culture. American Political Science Review 82: 1203-1230

· Inglehart, Ronald F., and Christian Welzel. (2005), Modernization, cultural change, and democracy : the human development sequence. New York : Cambridge University Press. Chapter 8
· Putnam, Robert D., Robert Leonardi and Rffaella Y. Nanetti (1993). Making Democracy Work . Princeton: Princeton University Press, 
Term 1, Week 10. Revolutions

Learning objectives:

1 Understand the characteristics of historical and contemporary revolutions 
2 Get insights in the different causes and mechanisms of revolutions
Seminar discussion topics:

1 what are the most important explanatory factors of revolutions?

2 can we predict revolutions? Could and should we have foreseen the revolutions of 1989-1991 in the USSR and Eastern Europe? 
Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

Required reading:

· Landman, Todd (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London, Routledge, chapter 7

· Landman, Todd (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London, Routledge, chapter 8

Recommended reading:

· Gurr, T.R. (1970). Why Men Rebel. Princeton: Princeton University Press

· Keddie, Nikki (1995) Debating Revolutions New York: New York University Press, Chapters by Keddie, Goldstone, Wasserstrom
· Migdal, Joel, (1974). Peasants, Politics and Revolution: Pressures toward Political and Social Change in the Third World. Princeton: Princeton University Press, i.e. Chapter 10, pp. 226-256
· Skocpol, Theda (1979). States and Social Revolutions: A Comparative Analysis of France, Russia, and China, New York: Cambridge University Press 
· Tilly, Charles. (1975). ‘Revolutions and Collective Violence.’ In Handbook of Political Science, edited by Fred I. Greenstein and Nelson W. Polsby. Vol. 3, 483-555
Term 2, Week 11. Building institutions in divided societies 

Learning objectives:

1 Understand the characteristics of the consensus and majoritarian systems 

2 Understand the advantages and disadvantages of different institutional choices in divided societies

3 Understand the debate around political accommodation and consociational solutions (Lijphart versus Horowitz)
Seminar discussion topics:

1 Which two models of democracy does Lijphart describe? What are the characteristics of the two models?

2 Which model is recommended by Lijphart in heterogeneous societies? And by Horowitz?
3 What is your opinion about the recommendations of Lijphart and Horowitz? What are the advantages and disadvantages of both approaches?

Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

Required reading:

· Landman, Todd (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London: Routledge, chapter 10

· Lijphart, Arend (1999). Patterns of Democracy: Government Forms and Performance in 36 Countries, New Haven: Yale University Press, chapter 1, 2, 3 and 17
· Lijphart, Arend (2004). ‘Constitutional Design for Divided Societies’ in Journal of Democracy, Vol. 15, No. 2, pp. 96-109
Recommended reading:

· Chandra, Kanchan (2005). ‘Ethnic Parties and Democratic Stability.’ Perspectives on Politics. 3.2: 235-252
· Barry, Brian. (1975). ‘Review Article: Political Accommodation and Consociational Democracy.’ British Journal of Political Science 5: 477-505
· Brass, Paul. (1991). ‘Ethnic Conflict in Multiethnic Societies: The Consociational Solution and its Critics.’ In Ethnicity and Nationalism: Theory and Comparison. Newbury Park, CA: Sage Publications, pp. 333-348
· Doorenspleet Renske (2005). Electoral systems and good governance in divided countries. In Ethnopolitics, Volume 4, Issue 4, pp 365 - 380 

· Horowitz, Donald L. (1991). A Democratic South Africa?: Constitutional Engineering in a Divided Society. Berkeley:  University of California Press
· Horowitz, Donald L. ‘Constitutional Design: Proposals versus Processes,’ in Andrew Reynolds (ed.), The Architecture of Democracy (also on the internet available as working paper 1999, published by Kellog Institute, Notre Dame, USA)
· Lijphart, Arend (1984). Democracies, New Haven: Yale University Press, chapter 1, 2, 3, 9 and 13
· Lijphart, Arend (1999). Patterns of Democracy: Government Forms and Performance in 36 Countries, New Haven: Yale University Press
Term 2, Week 12. Political institutions: parties and party systems

Learning objectives:

1 Political parties: understand definitions, classifications, activities, relationship to state, and contemporary challenges of their roles

2 Party systems: understand definitions and classification

3 Understand the differences between parties and party systems and their relationship  

Seminar discussion topics:

1 What is the relationship between cleavage structures and party systems?
2 What are the different types of party systems?
3 Which type of party system do you prefer, and why?

Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

3 Choose two countries and compare their parties and party systems

Required reading:

· Hague, R. and M. Harrop (2007). Comparative Government and Politics, An Introduction, London: Palgrave, Chapter 11.
· Katz, R. S. (2008). ‘Political parties’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 12

· Caramani, D. (2008). ‘Party systems in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 13

Recommended reading: 
· Downs, Anthony (1957).  An Economic Theory of Democracy, New York: Harper
· Duverger, M. (1990). ‘the two-party system and the multiparty system’  alignments’ in Peter Mair (ed.) The West European Party System, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 20

· Katz and Mair (1995). How Parties Organize, London: Sage Publications

· Kirchheimer, Otto (1966). ‘The transformation of the Western European Party System’  in LaPalombara and Weiner (ed), Political Parties and Political Development

· Kirchheimer, Otto (1990). ‘the catch-all party’ in Peter Mair (ed) The West European Party System, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 5

· Kitschelt, H. (1995). ‘Formation of Party Cleavages in Post-Communist Democracies’, Party Politics, Vol. 1, No. 4, 447-472

· Lijphart, Arend (1994). Electoral systems and party systems, Oxford: Oxford University Press
· Lipset, Seymour Martin and Stein Rokkan (1990). ‘Cleavage structure party systems and voter alignments’ in Peter Mair (ed.) The West European Party System, Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 91-111

· Sartori, G (1990), ‘A typology of Party Systems’ in Peter Mair (ed) The West European Party System, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 24

· Schlesinger, James (1984). ‘On the theory of party organization’  in Journal of Politics, 46: 369-400

· Ware, A. (1996) Political Parties and Party Systems. Oxford: Oxford University Press
Websites

· ECPR Standing Group on Political Parties - communication among scholars of parties http://www.keele.ac.uk/depts/spire/sgpp/index.html
· Parties and Elections in Europe - database on European elections, parties and leaders http://www.parties-and-elections.de/
· Political Organizations and Parties Section - American Political Science Association http://www.apsanet.org/~pop/
Term 2, Week 13. Political institutions: electoral systems

Learning objectives:

1 Understand the classifications of electoral systems

2 Understand the consequences of different types of electoral systems on political practice

3 Understand the relationship between types of electoral systems and party systems 

Seminar discussion topics:

1 Describe and compare the following electoral systems: systems with proportional representation (list systems and STV) on the one hand, and majoritarian systems (simple plurality and absolute majority) on the other hand. What is the procedure in the different electoral systems? In which countries do they exist? What are the advantages and disadvantages of the systems?

2 Which type of electoral system do you prefer, and why?

3 What is the relationship between electoral systems and party systems?

Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

3 Choose two countries and compare their electoral systems

Required reading:

· Blais, A. and R.K. Carty (1990). 'Does Proportional Representation Foster Voter Turnout?' in European Journal of Political Research, vol. 18, pp. 167-181 

· Gallagher, Michael (2008). ‘Elections and Referendums’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 10

· Hague and Harrop (2007). Comparative Government and Politics, An Introduction, London: Palgrave, chapter 9.
Recommended reading: 
· Castles, F.G. (1994), ‘The Political Consequences of Proportional Representation: A Sceptical Commentary’ in Political Science, vol. 46, no. 2, pp. 161-171 

· Cohen, F.S. (1997), Proportional versus Majoritarian Ethnic Conflict Management in Democracies, in Comparative Political Studies, vol. 30, no. 5, pp 607-630

· Farrell, David (2001). Electoral Systems, Palgrave Macmillan
· Giliomee, Hermann; Simkins, Charles (1999) The Awkward Embrace, London: Routledge

· Lijphart, Arend, (1984), Democracies, New Haven: Yale University Press, pp. 1-9 & 21-30

· Lijphart, Arend (1994). Electoral systems and party systems, Oxford: Oxford University Press
Websites

· Inter-Parliamentary Union - t he PARLINE database provides election results  http://www.ipu.org
· IFES - supports the building of democratic societies - http://www.ifes.org/
· Center for Voting and Democracy – advocates ‘meaningful electoral choices’ for the USA http://www.fairvote.org/
· International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance (IDEA) http://www.idea.int/
Term 2, Week 14. Political institutions: legislatures and executives

Learning objectives:

1 Executives: definition, function, scope, control mechanisms, different types.  

2 Legislatures: definition, function, changing roles, different types. 

3 Understand the relationship between executives and legislatures
Seminar discussion topics:

1 Describe and compare the parliamentary and the presidential system. What are the characteristics? In which countries do they exist?

2 Describe the characteristics of the semi-presidential system. 

3 What are the advantages and disadvantages of the different systems? 

4 What is the relationship between executives and legislatures?

Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

3 Choose two countries and compare their legislatures and executives

Required reading:

· Hague, R. and M. Harrop (2007). Comparative Government and Politics, An Introduction, London: Palgrave, chapter 14 and chapter 15

· Kreppel, Amie (2008). ‘Legislatures’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 7

Recommended reading: 
· Colomer, Josep M. and Gabriel L. Negretto. (2005). Can Presidentialism Work Like Parliamentarism? Government and Opposition 40, no. 1: 60-89

· Linz, Juan, and Arturo Valenzuela (eds.). (1994). The Failure of Presidential Democracy. Baltimore and London: John Hopkins University Press

· Samuels, David, and Kent Eaton. (2002). Presidentialism And, Or, and Versus Parliamentarism: The State of the Literature and an Agenda for Future Research. Paper presented at the Conference on Consequences of Political Institutions in Democracy, Duke University, April-5-7 

· Shugart, M.S. and J. Carey (1992), Presidents and Assemblies. Constitutional Design and Electoral Dynamics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

· Shugart, M.S. and S. Mainwaring (1997), ‘Presidentialism and Democracy in Latin America: Rethinking the Terms of the Debate’ in Mainwaring and Shugart (eds.), Presidentialism and Democracy in Latin America, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

· Valenzuela, Arturo. (2004). Latin American Presidencies Interrupted. Journal of Democracy 15, no. 4 (October): 5-19

Websites

· Centre for Legislative Studies, University of Hull - research about legislatures http://www.hull.ac.uk/cls/
· Commonwealth Parliamentary Association - the parliaments of the Commonwealth http://www.cpahq.org/
· Inter-Parliamentary Union - information on, and links to, national parliaments.  http://www.ipu.org/english/home.htm
· Legislative Studies Quarterly - includes titles and abstracts of articles in the journal http://www.uiowa.edu/~lsq/
Term 2, Week 15. Political participation in comparative perspective

Learning objectives:

1 definitions and measurements of political participation
2 empirical and normative consequences of political participation
3 compare levels of political participation in cross-national research
Seminar discussion topics:

1 What is political participation? How can we define and measure it?
2 Is political participation good or bad for democracy?

Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

3 Choose two countries and compare their level of political participation

Required reading:

· Blais,​ André (2006). ‘What affects Voter Turnout?’ In Annual Review of Political Science Vol. 9: 111-125

· Hague, R. and M. Harrop (2007). Comparative Government and Politics, An Introduction, London: Palgrave, chapter 8
· Jackman, Robert W. (1987). Political institutions and voter turnout in the industrial democracies. American Political Science Review, 81, 405-423

· Kitschelt, H. and Ph. Rehm (2008). ‘Political participation’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 18

Recommended reading: 
· Harrop and Miller (1987). Elections and Voters, London: Macmillan, chapter 6

· Schlozman, Verba and Brady (1995). ‘Participation is not a paradox: the view from Latin American Activist’ in British Journal of Political Science, 25

· Powell, C.B. and G.D. Whitten (1993). ‘ A cross-national analysis of economic voting: taking into account the political context’  in AJPS, 37,2

· Rueschemeyer, Dietrich, Marilyn Rueschemeyer, Björn Wittrock (1998).  Participation and Democracy, East and West: Comparisons and Interpretations, New York: Sharpe

Websites

· American Sociological Association - collective Behavior and Social Movements http://www2.asanet.org/sectioncbsm/
· International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance (IDEA) - Includes valuable publications on political participation
http://www.idea.int/
Term 2, Week 16. Reading week

Term 2, Week 17. Public opinion and survey studies

Learning objectives:

1 Make use of public opinion surveys to answer a research question in comparative politics

2 Gather, organise and deploy evidence, data and information from a variety of secondary and some primary sources

3 Evaluate research materials in a critical way

Seminar discussion topics:

1 what is the reliability and validity of public opinion surveys?
2 are public opinion surveys comparable? Why, and why not?

3 what are the possibilities and limitations of public opinion surveys?
Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

Required reading:

· Bratton, Michael, Robert B. Mattes, Emmanuel Gyimah-Boadi (2005). Public Opinion, Democracy, and Market Reform in Africa, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, Chapter 2
· Lagos, Marta (2008). ‘International Comparative Surveys: Their Purpose, Content and Methodological Implications’ in Sage Handbook of Public Opinion Research, London: Sage, Chapter 54
· Mattes, Robert (2008). ‘Public Opinion Research in Emerging Democracies’ in Sage Handbook of Public Opinion Research, London: Sage, Chapter 11
· Weisberg, Herbert (2008). ‘The Methodological Strenghts and Weaknesses of Survey Research’ in Sage Handbook of Public Opinion Research, London: Sage, Chapter 20
Recommended reading: 

· Camp, R.A. (2001). Citizen Views of Democracy in Latin America, Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press on Latin America

· Debate about the democracy barometers in Journal of Democracy (2007)

· Sage Handbook of Public Opinion Research, (2008). London: Sage

· Fattah, M.A. (2006). Democratic Values in the Muslim World. Boulder: Lynne Rienner Publishers

· Inglehart, Ronald F. (2003). Culture and Social Change: Findings from the Value Surveys. Leiden: Brill Academic Publishers. 

Websites
· AfroBarometer, surveys with public opinion on e.g. democracy in Africa http://www.afrobarometer.org/

Term 2, Week 18. Good governance in comparative perspective

Learning objectives:

1 Understand the concepts and theories of good governance
2 Make critical evaluations of cross-national differences of good governance

3 Evaluate research materials in a critical way

Seminar discussion topics:

1 What is good governance?
2 What are the dimensions, explanations and consequences of good governance according to the World Bank?

3 What are the strengths and weaknesses of the concept of good governance?

Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

Required reading:

· Doornbos, M. (2003). ‘Good Governance: The Metamorphosis of a Policy Metaphor’, Journal of International Affairs, 57, no.1: 3-17

· Kaufman, D., A. Kraay and P. Zoido-Lobaton (1999). Governance Matters, Policy Research Working Paper 2196, The World Bank Development Research Group Macroeconomics and Growth and World Bank Institute Governance, Regulation and Finance; 

see also www.worldbank.org/wbi/governance
· Lijphart, Arend (1999). Patterns of Democracy: Government Forms and Performance in 36 Countries, New Haven: Yale University Press, read Chapter 15, 16 and 17
Recommended reading: 

· Hyden, Goran, Julius Court and Kenneth Mease (2004), Making Sense of Governance: Empirical Evidence from Sixteen Developing Countries. Boulder: Lynne Rienner

· Kaufman, D., A. Kraay and P. Zoido-Lobaton (2002). Governance Matters II: Updated Indicators for 2000/01, Manuscript World Bank

· Kaufmann, Daniel (2004). Governance Redux: The Empirical Challenge, http://www. worldbank.org/wbi/governance/wp-governance.html

· Leftwich, Adrian (1994). ‘Governance, the State and the Politics of Development’, Development and Change 25(2): 363-86.

· Pronk, John. 2001. ‘Aid as Catalyst.’ Development and Change v. 32(4). 611-629

· World Bank (1991), Managing Development: The Governance Dimension. A Discussion Paper. Washington, D.C.: mimeo. 

Websites
· World Bank and good governance, www.worldbank.org/wbi/governance
· DFID and good governance http://www.dfid.gov.uk/
Term 2, Week 19. New directions in comparative politics

Learning objectives:

1 overview of field of comparative politics in general and this module in specific
2 overview of new directions in field of comparative politics
Seminar discussion topics:

What are the main challenges facing comparative politics  today?
Homework:

1 Read the required literature (see below)

2 Answer questions above (seminar discussion topics)

Required reading:
· APSA-CP newsletters (1990-now). Newsletters of the American Political Science Association Organized Section in Comparative Politics: http://www.nd.edu/~apsacp/backissues.html
· Landman, Todd (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London, Routledge, chapter 13 and 14

· Lieberman, E.S. (2005). ‘Nested Analysis as a Mixed-Method Strategy for Comparative Research’ in American Political Science Review, vol. 99, no. 13, pp. 435-452
Recommended reading: 
· Bryman, Alan (2007). Barriers to integrating quantitative and qualitative research. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 1(1), 8-22.

· Creswell, J.W. (2003). Research design; Qualitative, quantitative, and
mixed methods approaches, Thousand Oaks: Sage
· de Meur, Gisele, and D Berg-Schlosser (1996), ‘Conditions of Authoritarianism, Fascism and Democracy in Inter-War Europe : Systematic Matching and Contrasting of Cases for ‘Small N’ Analysis’ in Comparative Political Studies, vol. 29, no. 4, pp. 423-468

· Fearon, James (1991). ‘Counterfactuals and Hypothesis Testing in Political Science’, World Politics, vol. 42, ppp.169-195

· George, Alexander and Andrew Bennett (2005). Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social Sciences, Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, read i.e. chapter 8 and 10

· Goertz, G. (2006). Social Science Concepts: A User’s Guide, Princeton: Princeton University Press
· King, Gary et al (1994). Designing Social Inquiry, Princeton: Princeton University Press, read i.e. chapter 4

· Levy, Jack S. (2007). Qualitative methods and cross-method dialogue in political science. Comparative Political Studies, 40(2), 196-214.

· Mahoney, James (2007). Qualitative methodology and comparative politics. Comparative Political Studies, 40 (2), 122-144.

· Mahoney, James, and Gary Goertz (2006). A tale of two cultures: Contrasting quantitative and qualitative research. Political Analysis, 14, 227-249.

· Onwuegbuzie, A.J. and Leech, N.L. (2005). ‘Taking the ‘Q’ Out of Research. Teaching Research Methodology Courses Without the Divide Between Quantitative and Qualitative Paradigms’ in Quality and Quantity, vol.39, no. 3, pp. 267-295

· Pierson, Paul (2000). ‘Increasing Returns, Path Dependence, and the Study of Politics’ in American Political Science Review, vol. 94, no. 2, pp. 251-267

· Tarrow, S. (1995). ‘Bridging the quantitative-qualitative divide in
political science’ in American Political Science Review, vol. 89, no. 2, pp. 471-474

· More recent articles on concept formation, field research, the combination of qualitative and quantitative research, data problems and case selection: 

See e.g. the newsletters

· APSA newsletters for comparative politics: http://www.nd.edu/~apsacp/ and http://www.nd.edu/~apsacp/backissues.html
· APSA newsletters for qualitative methodology: http://www.asu.edu/clas/polisci/cqrm/Newsletter.html

Term 2, Week 20. Comparative politics in practice

Empirical exercise: 
Choose your own topic but based on one of the topics presented in lectures (term 1 or term 2). Develop your own research questions. Construct your own research design, using the research labyrinth as appropriate. Pay attention to theories and hypotheses, concepts and measurements, cases and case selection, central variables (distinguish independent and dependent variables) methods. Specify the research methods you would use to carry out the project (e.g., case study, MSD or MDD design). Finally, decide whether the results and conclusions of the existing studies are convincing in your opinion. What are the strengths and weaknesses? What are possible other factors that can be investigated? How would your own research improve existing studies; what would the contribution of your study be to our existing knowledge about the topic?

Seminar: student presentations of empirical exercise (see above)
Lecture: preparation of assessed essays (if needed)

Term 3. Revision Lectures (1. Q&A on basis of literature, lectures and seminars; 2. preparation exams)
Renske Doorenspleet, August 2008
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