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Course Description


The goal of this course is to immerse students in the key theoretical frameworks and analytical methods that dominate the current field of comparative politics.  This course is intended to be a continuation of POLI 260 (a prerequisite) where students attained a basic understanding of the fundamental concepts in comparative politics.  In this class, we will analyze various theoretical aspects of the field, including topics such as state formation and the role of government, competing political, electoral and party systems, political culture, social movements and nationalism.  Employing the comparative method, we will analyze how general theories can be developed to explain common phenomena in a diverse set of cases.  


This course is designed to expand your set of critical thinking skills.  You will learn to read social science materials, but you will also learn how to apply your newly acquired analytical abilities to the every day world.  While this is not a methods course per se, much of the work we do here will involve process.  What are the questions authors pose and how do they seek to answer them? How effective are these methods, how believable is ‘the story’?  What other ways might be used to research the same question and how might the answers found differ as a result of methodological changes?  While this is not a methods course per se, it is designed to introduce students to the techniques used in comparative politics.  Students can expect to read predominantly academic works (65%) but will also be exposed to less formal analyses relating to comparative politics (20%) and even media reports and/or documentary films (15%).  At the end of this course, students should walk out of the classroom prepared to engage in the study of comparative politics as an academic, professional and as simply an intelligent member of a democratic society.

Course Requirements


This course will be split between lecture (approximately one-third) and discussion, when students will have time to pose questions and add their own insights to the debates of the week.  Preparation is critical for the discussion portion of the course, and students will be graded on their performance.  In order to ensure that you have carefully read and thought about each day’s readings, you will be responsible for writing brief (2-page) responses to the assigned readings that you will turn in at the beginning of class.  You will then be randomly assigned one of your classmate’s papers, which you will thoroughly critique (1-2 pages) and grade. Your final grade will be composed of these brief papers and your grading effort (50%) and participation (50%).  Attendance is a necessary (but insufficient) condition for you to receive a high participation grade.  You must also contribute to the discussion.  If for some reason you will be unable to attend a class, please let me know prior to your absence (via e-mail or in person).  Otherwise your absence will be unexcused.  You will be responsible for all of the material covered in your absence and you must turn in your paper via e-mail by Sunday night if you not expect to be in class Monday.  

Note that you will be responsible for reading ALL of the readings for a given week by the first class of that week, so that you can write a thorough paper and critically evaluate the work of others.  Late papers will generally not be accepted unless there is a very, very good excuse.

Most of the readings for this course will be found in Patrick O'Neil and Ronald

Rogowski, Comparative Politics (Essential Readings in) (Second Edition), New York: W.W. Norton & Company 2006.  Additional readings will be sent to you via e-mail or placed on Blackboard.


If you have questions or concerns, office hours are by appointment (I am normally on campus every day).
Grades

As noted above, your written work will account for half of your course grade (the other half based on discussion). You will essentially receive three grades: first, for handing the paper in (if your paper is not available Monday morning it will be given a 0 – see above concerning late papers); second, for the grade your colleague gives you on the paper; and third, for your own grading effort.  There will be no exams or research papers for this class.
When you are writing assignments, ensure the following:

(1) Clarity: State explicitly the objective of your paper and how you will proceed (this is your first paragraph: what you are arguing and how you will argue it).  Follow this structure throughout.
(2) Originality: Put thought into this paper.  Think about your argument in detail and think of potential holes in your theory.  Include these.
(3) Style and grammar: Do not write this in 15 minutes.  Your argument is weakened when your writing is poor.  Proof read, make this look professional.
When you are grading assignments, be critical. Grade explicitly according to the above categories and provide a rationale for why you grade each of the three sections the way you do, making corrections on the assessed assignment as applicable.  Then at the top of your (approximately one-page) assessment, assign a final grade. I will read your rationale and if you engage in “grade inflation,” or fail to critically assess the work, your own grade will suffer.  Please take this seriously.
Your final written grade (50% of the total) will be composed of:

10% - assignments being handed in on time

20% - thoroughness of your critiques of others’ work 

70% - grade for your 7 best papers (you will hand these in to me at the end of the semester, along with the matching student critique for each; I will determine the fairness of these grades)

A Note on Academic Honesty:


Be honest. Since you have all signed up for this course on your own free will, I am assuming you are interested and willing to do the work necessary to learn.  If you have a question about what constitutes plagiarism, please ask.  I subscribe to a zero-tolerance approach; if any students are caught cheating or plagiarizing, I will immediately fail them and then refer them to the Office of Undergraduate Education for possible additional consequences.  There will be no discussion of mitigating circumstances.  For the sake of clarity, I quote below from the UMBC Office of Undergraduate Education:

"By enrolling in this course, each student assumes the responsibilities of an active participant in UMBC's scholarly community in which everyone's academic work and behavior are held to the highest standards of honesty. Cheating, fabrication, plagiarism, and helping others to commit these acts are all forms of academic dishonesty, and they are wrong. Academic misconduct could result in disciplinary action that may include, but is not limited to, suspension or dismissal. To read the full Student Academic Conduct Policy, consult the UMBC Student Handbook, the Faculty Handbook, or the UMBC Policies section of the UMBC Directory [or for graduate courses, the Graduate School website]."
Week 1.  Introduction and Comparative Method

What is comparative politics and why (how) do we study it?  Outline of the course.

O’Neil Chapter 1 (1-30): Lichbach and Zuckerman; Lave and March.

Week 2.  State Making

O’Neil Chapter 2 (pp. 31-68): Weber; Juergenmeyer; Herbst; Rotberg 

Week 3.  Identity, Ethnicity and Nationalism
O’Neil Chapter 3 (pp. 69-126): Hobsbawm; Economist; Collier; Huntington; Sen
Week 4.  Interests and Mobilization

· Robert Dahl, “Pluralism Revisited,” Comparative Politics, 10: 191-203.
· Albert Hirschman. Exit, Voice, and Loyalty. Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1970, chapters 1-2.
· Mancur Olson. 1965. The Logic of Collective Action. Harvard University Press, ch. 1.

Week 5.  Non-Democracies

O’Neil Chapter 5 (167-228): Linz and Stepan; Diamond; Snyder and Ballentine; Fish

Week 6. Political Participation (supra-institutional)
· James Scott. Weapons of the Weak, New Haven: Yale University Press, 1985, Chapter 2.
· Timur Kuran, “Now Out of Never: The Element of Surprise in the East European Revolution of 1989,” World Politics 44, 1 (October 1991): 7-48.
· Adrian Karatnycky, “Ukraine's Orange Revolution,” Foreign Affairs, March/April 2005. 

Week 7.  Democratization I
O’Neil Chapter 6 (229-305): Zakaria; Schmitter and Karl; Lijphart; Putnam; Berman

Week 8.  Democratization II 

· Geddes, Barbara. 1999. “What Do We Know About Democratization after 20 Years,” Annual Review of Political Science, vol. 2, pp. 115-44.
· Thomas Carothers, “The Sequencing Fallacy,” Journal of Democracy 18, 1 (2007): 12-27. 
· Adeed Dawisha and Karen Dawisha, "How to Build a Democratic Iraq," Foreign Affairs May/June 2003.

Week 9.  Political Economy I: Basics

O’Neil Chapter 4 (127-166): Smith; Ricardo; Economist; North; Alesina, Glaeser and Sacerdote

Week 10.  Political Economy II: Newcomers
O’Neil Chapter 9 (400-456): Easterly; Pritchett; Economist; Collier and Gunning; Barro; Przeworski et al.
Week 11.  Political Economy III: Globalization

O’Neil Chapter 10 (457-507): Fukuyama; Hoffman; Galbraith; Nye; Florida; Economist
Week 12.  International Influences on Domestic Politics

· Robert Putnam, “Diplomacy and Domestic Policy: The Logic of Two-Level Games,” International Organization 43 (Summer 1988).
· David Held, et. al., excerpts from Global Transformations. Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press.  Excerpts.
· Keck and Sikkink – Boomerang model.
Week 13. Political Violence
O’Neil Chapter 11 (508-566): Skocpol; Crenshaw; Margalit and Buruma; Goldstone
