POL 5001X
COMPARATIVE POLITICS 

Course Convenor: 
Dr.Thiven Reddy  

Meetings: 

Fridays, 9:00 am -11 am; 
Venue: 

Politics Seminar Room, 5.81

Email: 


treddy@humanities.uct.ac.za

Course Overview and Purposes
This course serves to introduce you to the broad field of comparative politics. It aims to provide an overview of the foundational theories influencing the study of politics (Marx and Weber), some key contemporary theoretical and methodological approaches (cultural and institutionalist) and introduce you to the major debates defining the “field” in the past and present. It will also attempt to introduce you to the “classic” studies in the field. To accomplish all of this is undoubtedly a monumental task. I have tried to strike a balance between conceptual/theoretical issues and empirical studies. In the first few weeks we will focus on mainly theoretical concerns – the scope of the field and key approaches. In the latter part of the course we will discuss key texts in applied comparative politics focusing on political party systems, political culture and social change, democratic transitions and consolidation. It is hoped the readings and your active seminar participation will make this an exciting seminar. In the end, hopefully, you might be more aware of the techniques used in comparative studies, and the broad range of political concerns facing all societies that comparativists study and by this exposure enhance your own conceptual, critical and writing skills. 
Course Requirements
You will be expected to read extensively and participate actively in seminar discussion. In addition you are expected to submit weekly summaries, write three response papers, and a final examination at the end of the course.
Course Grade Assessment
Course marks will be divided as follows:

· Class participation and weekly summaries – 20 %

· Three response papers – 30% (10 % each)
· Final Exam - 50%

Class Participation 
As a postgraduate seminar it will be assumed that you have done all the readings and are prepared to discuss the material. This entails:

· What are the main questions the readings seek to answer?

· What are the competing arguments? Which authors agree or disagree with each other and on what evidence or logical structure do their base their conclusions on?

· How and on what basis can you critique the arguments presented?

Response Papers: 
Write a paper in response any week’s readings. You should select a weeks’ theme and identify a topic that responds analytically to a concept, problem, argument, approach, evidence, or any topic that you can justify as intellectually interesting based on your engagement with the articles.
Your paper will be evaluated on your analysis. You need to demonstrate
· An understanding of the readings by identifying the key arguments and evaluating them;
· Your critical engagement with issues raised, relating these issues to broader debates in the field;

· Your ability to formulate independent and original ideas that are persuasively supported by your own argument and views. 
The paper should be no more than 5 pages (about 1500 words), one-and-half-line spacing. You should conclude your paper by posing three questions for further exploration. 
In previous years students taking this seminar chose to write on the topics listed below. Note these examples are posted merely to guide you in the kinds of topics you should be thinking about. You should not choose one of these topics. Instead, make an effort to develop an original topic that reflects your own long term research interests. 

Comparative Politics and Othering: Studying the Non-West

Elkins and Simeon’s concept of political culture

In defence of hegemony: James Scott’s narrow definition of cultural domination

Why I think Ideology is a major missing factor in Skocpol’s study of revolutions: The case of South Africa

The Relevance of recent state theory and globalization

The Comparative Method and the Scientific Goal

Statists and Almond: The importance of state autonomy
Final Exam

You will write a final exam, answering 2 of 4 questions. The exam will take place on 19th May 2006 during class period.
Seminar Format

The typical seminar will include a lecture by me on the week’s theme. This will be followed by a seminar discussion. This will be initiated by a student who has taken responsibility for stimulating discussion in that week. In comparative politics, as with all fields in political science, debating various notions will be the key seminar objective. So be prepared to participate actively and speak freely!
Leading Seminar Discussion 
You present a short overview of the themes you want to raise for further discussion. This will be assessed on the following criteria:

· Your ability to create and stimulate class interest and participation;

· Evidence of close reading;

· Choice of intellectually interesting themes that are captured in easily graspable questions;

· Relating theme to other articles and different perspectives;

· How questions are answered;

· Demonstration of prior thought, planning, and seriousness;

· Visual or other aids;

· Time-keeping and managing the discussion
Weekly Topics:

Week One: 

03/03
Introduction

Week Two: 

10/03
Foundations  - Social Theory 

Week Three: 

17/03
State Theory 
Week Four: 

24/03
Modernization and Political Development

Week Five: 

30/03
 Critical Responses to the Western Focus
Week Six:

09/04 
Political Parties: The Dominant Party
Week Seven: 

21/04 
Political Culture
Week Eight: 

28/04
Democracy and Democratization I
Week Nine: 

05/05
Democracy and Democratization II
Week Ten: 

12/05
Overview of Comparative Politics
Final Exam

19/05 

Week Two: Foundational Influences to understand Social Change
Marx, The Communist Manifesto in Robert Tucker (ed) The Marx/Engels Reader (New York: WW Norton, 1972).

Max Weber, "Politics as a Vocation" in Gerth and Mills (eds) From Max Weber: Essays in Sociology (New York: Oxford U Press, 1946).

Week Three: The State 
Tilly, Charles., “War Making and State Making as Organized Crime” in Peter Evans, Dietrich Rueschemeyer and Theda Skocpol (eds) Bringing the State Back In (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1985), pp 167-191.

J.S. Migdal, `The State in Society: An Approach to Struggles for Domination', in State Power and Social Forces: Domination and Transformation in the Third World, edited by J.S. Migdal, Atul Kohli, and Vivienne Shue (Cambridge, 1994), pp. 7-34.

Krasner, S. “Approaches to the State,” Comparative Politics, 16, 2, (1984).

Suzanne Hoeber Rudolph, “State Formation in Asia: Prolegomenon to a Comparative Study” The Journal of Asian Studies, 1987, 46:4, 731-747.
Skocpol, T. States and Social Revolutions: A comparative analysis of France, Russia, and China (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1979), pp 3-43.

Week Four:  Modernization as the Goal: The Tradition/Modern Dichotomy

Bill, James, A. and Robert. L.Hardgrave, Jr. Comparative Politics: The Quest for Theory (Landham, MD: Bell and Howell Company, 1981). Chpt 2.

Samuel Huntington, “Political Development and Political Decay” World Politics, vol xvii, no 3 (1965) pp. 386-430.

Francis Hagopian 2000 “Political Development Revisited” Comparative Political Studies 33:6/7 (August/Sept) pp. 880-911. 

Week Five: Critical Responses: Taking History, Capitalist Incorporation and power-knowledge seriously.
Wallestein, Immanual, “The Rise and Future Demise of the World Capitalist System: Concepts for Comparative Analysis,” Comparative Studies in Society and History, 16, no 4 (Sept 1974) 387-415. 

Evans, Peter. Dependent Development: The Alliance of Multinational, State, and Local Capital in Brazil (New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1979). Chpt 1.pp. 14-54.

Said, Edward, Orientalism (New York: Vintage Books, 1978), pp. 1-28.

Week Six :  Political Parties: The Dominant Party System

Sartori, G., “The Sociology of Parties” in Mair, Peter (ed) The Western European Party System (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1990).

Mainwaring, S. and Timothy R Scully, Building Democratic Institutions: Party Systems in Latin America (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1995) Chpt 1.

Arian, A and S.H. Barnes, “The Dominant Party System: A Neglected Model of Democratic Stability,” The Journal of Politics, no.36 (1974), pp592-614. (not in reader)

Kothari, R, “The Congress System in India”, Asian Survey, v.4, no12. (1964), pp.1161-1173. (not in reader)

Kothari, R. “The Congress System Revisited: A Decennial Review” Asian Survey, v 14, no 12 (Dec 1974), pp.1035-1054. (not in reader)

Giliomee, H and C. Simkins, The Awkward Embrace: One Party Dominance and Democracy (Cape Town: Tafelberg, 1999) Introduction. 

Week Seven: Political Culture:

Berman, Sheri, “Ideas, Norms and Culture in Political Analysis” (Review Article), Comparative Politics, v.33, no, 2 (January 2001), pp.231-250. 

Scott, J. Weapons of the Weak: Everyday Forms of Resistance (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1985). Chpt 8. 
Putnam, Robert, Making Democracy Work: Civic Traditions in Modern Italy. (see readings for week 9).

Wedeen, Lisa, “Conceptualizing Culture: Possibilities for Political Science”, APSR, vol 96, No 4, (Dec 2002), pp 713-728 (not in reader). 
Week Eight: Democratic Transition 
Seymore Martin Lipset, “Some Social Requisites of Democracy,” American Political Science Review, 53, 1959.

Rustow, Dankwart, “Transition to Democracy: Toward a Dynamic Model”, Comparative Politics, v.3 (April 1970).

Gerardo L. Munck, “Democratic Transitions in Comparative Perspective” 
Comparative Politics vol 26, no 3, April 1994 pp.355-75.

Claude Ake, “Rethinking African Democracy” Journal of Democracy, vol 2, no 1, Winter 1991.

Karen L. Remmer, “New Theoretical Perspectives on Democratization,” 
Comparative Politics, v. 28, no 1, (October 1995), pp.103-122.

Bunce, Valerie, “Comparative Democratization: Big and Bounded Generalizations”, Comparative Political Studies, v.33, nos.6-7 (August-September 2000), pp.703-734.

Week Nine: Democratic Consolidation 

Linz, Juan and Alfred Stepan, “Toward Consolidated Democracies”, Journal of Democracy, v. 7, no 2 (April 1996), pp. 14-33.

Schedler, Andreas, “What is Democratic Consolidation?,” Journal of Democracy, v.9, no. 2 (April 1996), pp. 98-107. (not in reader).

Diamond, Larry, “Is the Third Wave Over?” Journal of Democracy, v.7 (1996), pp20-37.

Encarnacion, Omar G., “Beyond Transitions: The Politics of Democratic Consolidation”, (review article) Comparative Politics, v.12, no 4. (July 2000), pp.479-498.

Putnam, Robert, Making Democracy Work: Civic Traditions in Modern Italy (New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1993). Chpt 1 and 4.

Week Ten: Overview of Comparative Politics

Geddes, Barbara, “Paradigms and Sand Castles in Comparative Politics of Developing Areas” in Crotty (ed) Political Science: Looking to the Future, vol 2 (1991), chp 2.

Kohli, Atul, “The Role of Theory in Comparative Politics: A Symposium”, World Politics, v.48, no.1 (October, 1995), pp.1-49.

Robert Bates, Charlmers Johnson and Ian Lustick, “Controversy in the Discipline: Area Studies and Comparative Politics,” Symposium in PS. pp.166-179.
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