POL 1101: Understanding Politics
Lecture 1: Politics as a Discipline: Tradition, Discipline and Definitions
Political Science
· Is a field of study involving many others
· Only really developed after WW2
· Before Political Science you had law, economics, sociology, etc
· Came about in North American earlier than the rest of the world
· USA – Focuses largely on economics, European largely on History, Canada focuses on both. 
· There’s several differentiations, Political Science can look at trade, war, etc
· In Canada Political Science is divided into four sub-fields
· Political Thought/Political Theory or Political Philosophy: Refers to asking normative questions (how things should be while others are more interested in knowing why they are what they are)
· More abstract type of thinking
· Thinking of values, equality, order, etc
· About finding the right equilibrium of these in society
· How do we in liberal societies reconcile these within certain units
· Specialize on authors and shed light on events
· Comparative Politics: Politics within the state and is about processes and institutions largely within the state (i.e studying political parties of Germany).
· The study of Canadian politics isn’t very different from comparative politics however not everything applies (i.e revolutions)
· Things important to Canadian politics may not apply to other countries (i.e multiculturalism, Aboriginal politics)
· Canadian Politics: Political Science in Canada is a case of Comparative Politics and should be studied more than others
· Distinct field to understand ourselves (i.e why the government is formed)
· Themes include:
· Multiculturalism
· Aboriginal politics
· Linguistic issues
· Federalism
· International Relations: Was very much defined as interstate relations (diplomacy) but has grown to be so much more. Before Cold War people were concerned with war and peace. If you’re now interested in human rights (i.e gender, minority, etc), international trade, environment, security, etc it all involves international relations.
· Very central to understanding global politics
* Comparative politics looks at inner factors of the country while international looks at outer factors of the a country
Definition of Politics:
· There is no agreement on key concepts of politics
1. Collective decision making: (Aristotle) said politics is collective decision-making and is about two things, making a decision and doing it collectively
· Suggests politics is inherently life in society
· About the necessity of making decisions when there is life in society thus It exists in all situations and one can’t live without it
· A lot about getting along (i.e what is passed is not what you voted for but no hard feelings)
· Fairly peaceful and harmonious view of politics from this definition (socially peaceful)
· Extremely universal and visual (applies to all situations and can be seen in life, happening)
· Some say Aristotle’s view is all about people and not institutions
· When PS developed politics it was understood as institutions 
· Pro: Involves something that seems instinctively important 
· Con: There would be no mention of the crown, parliament, etc making it incomplete
2. Politics as institution (1950s):
· Understand politics only by political institutions (i.e parliament) however this limits ideas and may lead some to missed things
· Excludes society, age, culture, etc 
· This is Eurocentric (focus and relevant mainly to European people and society)
· Cannot be applied to societies without or lack of institutions (i.e third world countries) 
· Only defining it as institutions may be an exaggeration and is not universal
3. Distribution: 
· (Easton) Political Science scientists argue that it was about the authoritative allocation and distribution of resources
· Harold (Lasswell) “Politics is who gets what, when and how.”
· Comes out of American politics which is about the president and congress deciding who gets what and when
· Might be Eurocentric as well in that it may be good for countries like Canada and America but irrelevant and limiting for other countries
· Limiting to see politics as solely distribution
· Con: Definition suffers due to lacking societal contents
4. Power:
· Key concept and largely endorsed
· Vague and broader definition than others but can be used at any time and any where
· It challenges the first point (collective decision making)
· Some scientists argue politics is about the pursuit of power, exercising it, using it, retaining it, etc
· In society most people want power which allows people to understand it in different time periods and settings 
· i.e the similarities between a Prime Minister and a King = Power
· Keep power in mind all the time
Power: A has power over B if A can get B to do something that B would not otherwise do. Power is coercion (you do this or I do this to you) and or authority (do this and you do it much like an order, why do you do it? Because I was the person appointed in a legal process which you’ve accepted) 
· Under certain circumstances people are not aware another is exerting power over them
· It doesn’t completely cover equality but equality could be a distribution of power
· Power is not only about coercion
· By entering a classroom you believe you have things to do thus the prof doesn’t have to coerce you to do things like write a report
· Depends on the setting
· Power is more on authority than coercion
· In Canada it is about authority more than coercion as people accept the people and institution that tells them to do so
· Few regimes can continue only on coercion even in violent regimes the citizens accept the authority
· When it is only coercion the regime will fail
· Retention of power also drives politics
Three sources of authority (Weber):
1. Legal (Weber preferred this one and corresponds to Canada):
· We accept because there are laws that we adopted that are subsequent to a process that we’ve accepted as legitimate
· For example people don’t like the Prime Minister but they won’t remove him by force because they’ve accepted the legal process he’s gone through to get there
· From this perspective a country like Canada is not governed by people but by law
· This legal architecture is authority’s source as it is not easily contested and is not linked to a particular individual
· This is a type of authority that can lead to change
2. Traditional (Weber didn’t like this one as it makes change difficult):
· Connected to religion and is grounded in religious doctrine or text and appears to be unchangeable
· The logic of authority here is that things have always been done this way therefore that’s the way to do things
· Backed by centuries of precedence
3. Charismatic (Weber feared this one):
· Weber saw this as problematic as when systems depend on charisma the society would then depend on that individual
· Someone is a good speaker and draws people in which leaves them unprotected from the prudence of legal settings and traditions
· Develops from a secession of problems
· Some people can exert power based on their own qualities and not legal, traditional, etc and is based on popularity
· CON: What happens if this person dies?
· We can argue that even in Canada there are charismatic leaders that can make people do things based solely on themselves
· For example I speak the word of god so obey me or I’m so handsome you’ll listen
These can be mixed to create a better type. Ideally all three are mixed to create an ideal type.
· i.e Prince William is in line to become king and is both a “traditional” monarchy and also he is “charismatic”
Lecture 2: Contending Approaches
· Political scientists use a variety of often contending approaches to study politics; that is they have different assumptions, focuses, concepts, and perspectives.
· There’s not just one way to define it and its contested
· When Political Science took shape and became institutionalized post-world war one politics was defined primarily as the study of institution
· Studying politics meant understanding how institutions work
· Political scientists in 1930s 40s read and described constitutions
· Talked about how governments operated and made decisions
Formal legal analysis (old institutional system)
· About describing and talking about how institutions worked
· institutions, constitutions, parliaments, cabinets, etc 
· Weak for Five reasons:
· Descriptive rather than explanatory 
· Narrow-minded
· A-theoretical, not looking to make generalizations
· Too preoccupied with specific countries and there was no attempt to generalize and theorize
· There was not much knowledge being generated
· This approach limited the studies of politics as it looked at only specific countries such as Canada, USA, France, etc
· Not comparative
· Analysis is weak as Political Science should be more like chemistry and less like history
· Generalizations, relationships
· General theories
· Discover general language of politics 
· Epistemology: Means the science of how you know (laws of nature)
Systems Analysis (David Easton)
· It states that maybe there are political systems like in sciences
· Point is to make Political study more scientific
· Think of politics as a system
· You have inputs
· Demands, support, challenges that get tackled and taken in by various political actors putting for outputs (i.e demonstrations, voting)
· You have outputs
· Black box that takes pressures of society and lets out laws, framework, etc
· Other examples are policies, decisions 
· [image: ]They have an effect on society like a circle

· You don’t quite understand what’s in the box you understand the inputs and outputs and is a very general model
· Key principles: Equilibrium, seeks to maintain a balance
· Inputs take form as demands or support
· Outputs are the decisions, actions, and policies of political authorities
· Make a framework to describe politics
· Was really popular
· It doesn’t lend itself very well to studying developing worlds
· i.e how do you see a poor country like Sudan as this
· Thus suited for developed countries
· Two types of systems:
· Intra societal systems (include other domestic systems i.e economic, cultural, ideological)
· Extra societal systems: Lie outside the realm of domestic politics and include the international political system and the international economic system
· Criticisms: Not able to deal with political change, and is explanatory in nature
Structural-Functionalism
· Try to understands politics by trying to understand the functions
· Explain the existence of institutions related to the purpose they serve
· Views politics and social life in systematic terms often using analogies to the human body (altering or removing a part leads to fundamental changes)
·  i.e why do we have a liver? Because it serves this function
· Approaches are very broad and abstract
· Argued that institutions were country specific, but that functions were universal
· Seven functions found in every political system:
· Political socialization
· Interest articulation
· Interest aggregation
· Political communication
· Rule making
· Rule application
· Rule adjustment 
· In the 50’s there was a big push for abstract approaches to become more of a study
Political Culture
· Started in the 1950s – 1960s
· Culture has a large effect on politics
· Crucial variable when it comes to serving people as everyone has their own individual and cultural needs
· Compare country’s politics to the culture in the country
· Culture in whether in the form of religion, social habits, and practices makes a difference
· Interesting because this is an approach as one can see that it has quite a bit of merit but is touchy and can quickly fall into stereotype
· Example in the study of democracy there is a sense that religion is important but it is still controversial on how you think about it
· Example in explaining the Asian Tigers Singapore, Hong Kong, etc people argue that Confucianism, honour work, allowed these countries to develop
· Assumed cultures didn’t change, has not aged well
· Formed by democracies link to:
· Norms
· Values
· Beliefs
· Attitudes towards power, politics, personal behaviour, and life in society
· Sometimes political culture over simplifies a culture into a stereotype
· i.e religion, tradition
Political Economy 
· About the state, market and their relationships
· To understand politics this is what you need to focus on
· States that only economical processes shape/ determines a societies political environment
· Critics claim: Politics is really about economics and that it is too broad 
· Is politics fundamentally this? There’s a lot of reasons to think this is important in a globalized world
· Conditions dictates a lot of the politics
· These aren’t things that can be proven right or wrong
· We can have debate on this stuff but we can never know for sure
· Chooses the structure angle
· i.e it doesn’t matter who the leader is, the world market dictates it
· Two branches:
· Capitalist Society: Determined by ownership of means of production
· Free Market: Committed to the market, free trade, and deregulation. Trade, finance, development
Rational Choice
· Newer approach which is very universalist and is a simplified yet useful approach for explaining politics anywhere and at any time despite differences in culture
· Very popular
· Human beings are rational maximizers they want more power, rights, more everything
· Make decisions based on whether benefits outweigh costs
· Everybody is a rational maximize of their own interest and will make decisions based on a cost base analysis and from there open up the field of political science
· An approach to that equates politics based on cost benefit analysis
· Looks at how decisions lead to certain outcomes
· Thinks about politics as the sum of individual factors/decisions (leaders, voters)
· Believes political agents make politics
· Rejects the importance of institution 
· Do we understand people or institution and structures?
· People believe they can do something
· Strengths: Straightforward, and wide applicability
· Criticisms: 
· Strategic decision making never occurs in undistorted conditions
· Information is rarely complete which would make making the true rational decision difficult
· Rationality may be useful in explaining the means to an end but not the end itself 
· Can individuals be adequately described as self-interested maximizers?
· Is everyone rational? You can only hope
· May be over simplified as there are other dimensions to politics (culture, religion, identity, etc) that are not captured by rational choice


New Institutionalization (1980s)
· The focus is on describing institution and how they impact political outcomes, rather than how they work
· New Intuitionalists are particularly  interested in explaining differences across countries
· They argue that these differences tend to be the product of different institutional frameworks
· Political scientists said we can’t be bothered with institutions as it is different everywhere and we can’t generalize everything
· Maybe the reason Canada and US have different health systems or view gay rights differently is because one has a parliamentary system and the other has a presidential system
· Institutions are important and weigh heavily on society
· Looks to understand how different institutions have different results
· They might adopt different policies based on their environment
· Examples of institutions are schools, prisons, police, army, legal system, etc
Feminism
· Gender comes first and foremost
· Women were previously ignored
· Political processing affects men and women differently
· i.e men are generally paid more
· Think of politics in a gendered way
· Criticized for favouring a political science that is not neutral, objective, and value free
Postmodernism
· Argues that there is no political reality per se
· Politics is simply “discursive practices” or discourse (verbal expression in speech or writing)
· Doesn’t seek to explain policies
· Concerned with connecting discourse to power
READ EXCERPT FROM CHAPTER 2
Lecture 3: Methodology
Comparative Analysis
· Politics is about the formula of X and Y
· X is the independent variable
· Y is the dependent variable
· Important to remember that there can be correlation without causation
· i.e every time it rains you see a red bird
· There is correlation but there is no causation as to why you keep seeing the red bird
· Most comparative politics and research is on a single country
· Can compare one or many nations
Normative: This type of inquiry is concerned with normative questions (how things should be). That is, how should we act and live and organize our lives to achieve greater justice, equality, democracy, and freedom for all.
Empirical: This type of inquiry is concerned with why things happen rather than with what should happen. It seeks to establish testable and verifiable relationships between the independent and dependent variables.
· Seeks to establish testable and verifiable relationships between the independent and dependent variable
Single Case Study
· It’s easier to focus on one country as it takes a lengthy amount of time to be in a position with the expertise to do research
· i.e a need to understand language, culture, government, etc
· In depth study of one country
· Allows for a detailed and intensive analysis of the case under investigation
· Most comparative politics is about one country and thus Single Case Study is important to confirm or debunk existing theories
· Contributes the least to theory building in Political Science
· Done in two ways:
· 1. You can look at the change of time in the country (diachronic analysis)
· Diachronic is studying a different time era, this is how you can have a comparison while only studying one country
· i.e look at change through time comparing Egypt 10 years ago to now
· Why was it in a regime 10 years ago and why is it no longer in it?
· 2. “Confront your findings/analysis against the broader literature on the topic your studying”
· Take the conclusions of say regime change in Argentina, South Africa were triggered by the same forces I identified in Egypt
· Compare what’s in your country to the broader literature to find what’s the same and different
· i.e force A caused the change in Egypt; take a second look to see if it has indeed happened compared to the rest of literature
· It is an implicit comparison
· i.e not comparing country to country but in a way you are
· Looks at how your analysis works on the broader change
· Can see how a single nation progresses
· This is the single most used methodological approach to Political Science and can lead to generalization (good thing as it shows what your case study means)

Multiple Case Study
· Can explicitly compare two or more countries (i.e Germany and Spain in the past 100 years)
· Spend most of the time studying qualitative and quantitative elements
· Comparisons can be made to form an argument
· Finding more similarities between countries creates a better comparison
· Look at a dependent variable and how they were caused by independent variable
· Find a correlation between dependent variable and independent variable
· Most PS scientists rely on qualitative analysis
· You can A. identify similarities and differences between countries in a certain period of time or specific point in time (synchronic analysis)
· B. Comparing change in time
· Look at Taiwan and Afghanistan in the 1940’s both countries were underdeveloped economically and politically
· At this point 2013 why is one wealthy and one still poor?
· Compare and find out why the countries are different and what conditions are there
Synchronic = Two or more countries		Diachronic = One Country	
· Comparing change between two or more countries (diachronic and synchronic)
Categories of Multiple Case Study
1. Area studies/Similar Systems Comparison/Most-similar-systems approach: Most political scientists look to compare countries that are similar in histories, culture, economic development, religion, legal systems
· Most become specialists of say Subsuharian Africa, Indo-China, etc
· Why? Gaining mastery of a country is a demanding task
· It’s easier to broaden your understanding when the countries are alike 
· Need to learn the language and understand the society which takes a lifetime so it’s better off growing from the country of focus and neighbours or similar nations
· Similar systems comparisons consists of choosing countries that are similar in many ways which allows the researcher to control many variables (everything they share becomes a controlled variable), and facilities the linkage between differences in outcomes and causes
· All similarities do not point to a single outcome
· Having so many similarities makes it easier to find the independent variable
· The difference is likely the cause
· Ex: Chili and Bolivia – very similar however Chili’s military backed off from politics of the country and Bolivia’s did not
· Generalization is more likely to happen in a multiple case study then a singular one
· i.e By only looking at Chili you cannot determine if findings are general but by looking at two countries one could make a generalization
2. Studies across regions (or areas)/Most-different-systems approach:  Comparing countries from different regions that are very different but share a common outcome. This is followed by a search for one of the few shared features to explain that common outcome.
· Ex Chili had a successful democratic transition; you need to find another successful democratic transition in a different part of the world and is extremely different such as Greece
· Both share very different beginnings but similar outcomes
· The similarities between the two determine what caused the outcomes
· Differences include never being colonized, different continent, different religion, language, political differences, etc 
· Shared feature is that both went from authoritarian regimes to democratic
· If they’re so different why did the same thing happen? Maybe the military position is the same? Look for a causal relationship
· Cannot just say both have “blank”, must show why this one shared characteristic is the reason they both had the same change
· For some political scientists generalizing is not that important, what is important is what it can say about something more general
· For maximum generalization one needs to go across regions
· Ex a country in Asia and a country in South America
· This gives significant reason to generalize as you have found an independent variable that causes the dependent variable in two countries while they are similar in no other ways
· Issue is this takes a very long time to do the research since barriers such as different languages are in place
· The more arguments the stronger the generalization
· Correlation could lead to dangerous assumptions however and proof is required
· Ex the West is more developed than Africa and the correlation is that there are less black people in the West
· This is a correlation that cannot be proven and will not become a generalization as it is a bad and dangerous one
· Causation is the proof needed to make a generalization
· There is still room for doubt however but you need causation as  correlation can be assumed without actual reason
· Does the generalization hold for other countries?
Examples of variables: when did they become independent, a history of military rule, religion, colonization by same people, structure of society, etc
READ CHAPTER 3; ON TEST


Language of Politics (lecture 3 reading)
· Independent variable as a cause and dependent variable as the effect
· Hypothesis: Unproven statement about the relationship between two variables
· Taxonomy: A subject divided into classes distinct from one another
· Typology: Taxonomy in which classificatory distinctions are graded or ordered
· Model: Theoretical and simplified representation of the real world
· Theory: A set of systematically related generalizations suggesting new observations for empirical testing
Methodologies
· Non-experimental because they are based on observations
Statistical Method: Used to evaluate the validity of rival hypothesis. Involves the use of a variety of statistical techniques to measure observations and collect data which is then put through mathematical manipulation of empirically observed data to test or discover certain relationships among the independent and dependent variables.
Comparative Method: Analysis of a small number of cases to discover empirical relationships (definition: relying on or derived from observation or experiment as to why it happens) between variables and to test hypothesizes.
Experimental Method
· Based on the manipulation of variables
· Two equivalent groups are set up, one of which is exposed to be the stimulus while the other is not
· Tests are compared, the differences between them attribute to the stimulus
Lecture 4: Ideology
An ideology is a value or belief system that is socially constructed, possesses considerable scope, is formally articulated, internally consistent, and durable. It serves both as a normative framework for understanding politics and as a guide for political action.
· More than an opinion
· Refers to values or beliefs
· Historically grounded
· Broad
· Guide for political action
Left vs. Right Wing
· What do you want the state to do? (social protection)
· Healthcare, welfare, parental leave
· Right: Minimal redistribution (lower taxes – less coverage)
· Right: Law, order, family, religion, morality
Lecture 5: Liberalism
· Originated 17th century Britain as a product of a struggle between the crowns and the parliament (business people, not elected, liberals)
· The bourgeoisie formed an assembly (parliament) which James II rejected in favour of absolute rule
· He was forced out in what is now known as the Glorious Revolution (1688); what emerged was classical liberalism
Positive Freedom: Freedom to control and direct one’s own life (consider legal right to do it).
Negative Freedom: Lack of forces which prevent an individual from doing whatever they want.
Basic Tenets of Liberalism
1. Individuals are rational and self-interested 
· Opposed to absolute power and close ties between the church and state (secular)
· It’s fine that people have freedom of thought but there must be a separation between church and state
· Rules made for society shouldn’t affect one’s moral belief and should also be separate from the state
2. Freedom: Leave humans with thinking and practical space to be smart curious beings with not too much tax, committed to negative freedom, low moral compass (you can do these things as long as they don’t hurt anyone)
· Something useful is something worth doing
· More open minded than conservatives
3. Limited and accountable government: Extremely distressful of political power; government should be limited yet accountable, separated, fragmented, and checkable. Liberals could have a fear of government which is why they want to limit, and separate it. Early liberals didn’t believe in democracy but instead the liberals would take power from the crown (liberals are critics of absolutism which means power from monarchs). 
· After 1688 kings and queens of England had limited power while power was given to liberals
· Minimal role, no concentration of government
4. Equality of Rights (this also equals equality of opportunity)
· Before the law human beings should be equal
· Law applies to everybody from a commoner to a king
· Formalized rights
· Ex bill of rights, charters of rights and freedoms, etc
· Equality of rights was not a political reality in most Western states until mid-twentieth century
5. Free Market
· No government intervention in private business and no price control
· Optimistic of the free market ideal (everyone will turn out wealthy) 
Welfarism: The set of attitudes and policies characterizing or trending toward the establishment of a welfare state.
Welfare State: A state in which the welfare of the people in such matters as social security, health and education, housing, and working conditions is the responsibility of the government.
Utility: The state or quality of being useful; usefulness.
Utilitarianism: The proper course of action is the one that maximizes utility, specifically defined as maximizing happiness and reducing suffering.
Classical and Reform Liberalism
· Both reform and classical liberals believe in importance of a good and growing economy
· Reform liberals take this step one step further and believe that a politically or economically important person should collect goods and services from members of society and reallocate them among society’s members
· As little government as possible, as open market as possible
· Less visible discrepancy between classes
Classical Liberalism: Original version of liberalism that emphasizes equality of rights, negative freedom, and a minimal role for the state in society. 
· See humans only as rational and self-centered
· Do not believe that everyone should have an equal opportunity
· Believe that political authority should be used sparingly to facilitate free markets, free trade and to protect the individual’s right to private property, and other economic freedoms
Keywords: Freedom, equality, free market, less government, individuals, utilitarian 
Reform Liberalism: Stream of liberal thought, articulated in the nineteenth century that advocates equality of rights and opportunity, negative and positive freedom, and some degree of state welfarism and interventionism. Also known as modern liberalism or welfare liberalism.
· See humans as rational and self-centered but capable of compassion
· Believe in equal opportunity for all especially in education, employment, and political participation
· Believe that authority should be used to support free trade and also protect the parts of society that are vulnerable
· Also believe the government should facilitate redistribution 
· Limited political power but not as much as before
Keywords: Empowerment, positive freedom, democracy, suffrage, individuals, utilitarian

Neoliberalism
· Close to classical but with an added element of international free trade
· Actively trying to export liberalism
Liberalism in Contemporary Politics
· Classical – lowering taxes, eliminating deficit, reducing debt, controlling public spending, privatizing crown corporations, and creating a good business environment
· Reform – rely on the state to redistribute wealth and correct the deficiencies of the market
· Dominant in western societies
· Mechanisms are put in place to control and limit government power:
· Responsible government: Explain, justify, and defend actions and decisions
· Federalism: Divides power between federal and provincial levels
Other Liberal Characteristics
· Feudal system was an example of what liberals stood against
· French revolution was a decisive moment in the articulation of classical liberalism
· Proposed to build a new order on the ideas of equality of rights, freedom and popular sovereignty
· Not concerned with what’s right or wrong
· More about the individual and understanding the world
· Good life
Lecture 6: Conservatism
· Absolute monarchy and the church
· Aristocratic landowners in a position of authority
· Serfs were at the bottom, worked the land without having the right to own it
Basic Tenets of Conservatism
1. Order
· Main component in the belief
· Need order to thrive
· Humans are grounded in old customs
· Unfavourable to change
· Prudent, very slow gradual change
· Not very open to new ideas and more in the past
· Law and order
· All conservative function groups are hierarchal very strict (your place is known)
· Emphasis on the army
· Fearful of outside attacks
2. Freedom as a potential danger
· If freedom is not monitored it will lead to disorder
3. Natural inequalities found among individuals must be recognized and accepted
· Emphasis on moral and family issues
· Some are better than others (stronger, faster, smart)
· We are not equal
· This notion means equality is not taken as a necessity of the conservative belief
4. Moral Order (unwritten social mores and conventions which serve to maintain societal order)
· Distinct feature of conservatism 
· Most important value
· What’s right and what’s wrong
· Want not a perfect society but a good one
· Too much freedom will lead to chaos
· Moral obligation is to help others
5. The Paternalistic State
· Need to be part of a community (communitarian)
· Humans need to interact with others in groups
· The community is only as good as its parts
· Advocates slow and gradual change
Distinctive Features of Conservatism
· Importance of order (sees changes as leading to disorder)
· Society as an organic whole (one organ cannot function without the others)
· Glorifies the nation and emphasizes its unity
· Value the church, army and family
· Objective moral order
· Anti-abortion, rejection of gay rights, against reproductive technology and cloning
· State as a benevolent (well-meaning) and slightly paternalistic entity
Classical Conservatism: Original version of conservatism, often associated with British theorist Edmund Burke, which emphasizes order, morality and traditions. It also stresses the organic nature of society, adopts a paternalistic view of the state’s role in society, and advocates slow and gradual, as opposed to radical change.
Bureaucracy: (Possibly excessive) concentration of power in government by many bureaus, administrators, and petty officials.
Neo-Conservatism: Stream of conservative thought that sheds the organic view of society in favour of an individualistic conception, and that advocates a minimal state, i.e, less government and a small bureaucracy. 
· Also known as “fiscally conservative”
· Ex lowering taxes, controlling or reducing spending, eliminating deficits, reducing debt, etc
· Very close to classical or neoliberalism
· Relaxed position on religious discourse
· Difference is Neo-Conservatives retain the ideology’s stance on morality, unity, and the well-being of society as a whole
· Also want free trade and free market
Classical and Individualist Conservatism; Neo-Conservatism
· It’s worked this far…
· Open to the idea of the state helping the people (state intervention)
· If the masses are not helped a revolution may occur (regression towards the state)
· Keep society together, stability
· The state should stay out of economic distribution
· Market dominated, government in the background
· Sceptical of freed trade as it may disrupt society (Not the view shared by Neo-Conservatives)
· State should promote moral standards
Lecture 7: Socialism, Communism, and Fascism
Socialism (quick summary below)
· Historical origins from gap between the rich and poor increasing
· Industrial revolution
· Communist manifesto
Basic tenets of socialism
1. Private property should be eliminated (Marx) or restricted and controlled (Social Democrats)
2. Equality of opportunity and even equality of results
3. Positive Freedom: Freedom to control and direct one’s own life (consider legal right to do it)
4. State Intervention
Socialism: An ideology that seeks to eliminate class divisions and social and economic inequalities in society through the collective ownership of the means of production, distribution, and exchange.
Communism: An ideology and political system that seeks to establish a classless society through revolutionary action. It calls for the collective ownership of goods and property.
Social Democracy: A branch of socialism that aims to reduce economic and social equality and diminish class distinctions by democratic means. It supports some level of state ownership of the means of production to accomplish these goals. The type of democracy that emphasizes the importance of collective, as opposed to individual, rights and development. 
Democratic Socialism: Branch of socialist thought that accepts to work within a liberal-capitalist order, but seeks to soften the effects of the market through regulation and redistribution. 
Marxist theory – the intellectual foundation of socialism – outlined basic tenets of socialism, providing a comparison between social democracy
Socialist and Marxist Thought
· Emerged during period of great economic and social transformation, the Industrial Revolution
· Goods could be produced on a much larger scale
· Wide gap between the rich and poor
· Socialists argued that people could achieve self-fulfillment and happiness only as members of a cooperative community
· Called for	a new social order, goods would be produced and distributed to advance overall good of society
· Marxist theory dominated socialists in Europe
· Institutions founded on the dominate mode of production and consequent class struggle
· Two “warring” classes:
· Dominate class: Owns the means of production
· Subject class: Members are exploited for their labour
· Under capitalism there are two classes:
· Proletariat (Working class): The subject class, which lives from the sale of its labour power
· Bourgeoisie (Capital class): The dominant class, which owns the means of production
· According to Marx, capitalism would be overthrown by a proletariat revolution and replaced by socialism
· Socialism would be used as a transitional stage to communism
· Under communism the means of production would be publicly owned, private property would be abolished, and the state would wither away
· Socialism places the greatest importance on equality, not freedom or order
· A need for state to act as a regulator of the economy
Social Democracy and Communism Compared
· Both favour public ownership of production however socialism views the move to public ownership as a gradual process
· Communism advocates the elimination of all private enterprises in favour of complete state control of production, distribution and exchange
· Socialism safeguards the rights of individuals to win consumer goods
· Just the means of producing these goods are publically owned 
· Communism stands for the complete sharing of all things while classical socialism seeks only collective ownership of the means of production
· Socialists distribute resources according to “deeds”, not everyone will make the same wages
· Communism, classless society
· Individuals cooperate freely and equally and share the fruits of their labour with others, regardless of work performed
· Also distinguished by means used to achieve social change
· Socialism forms parties and participates in elections in order to affect change benefiting the working class
· Concerned with providing workers with legal protection
· For communism social changes can occur only though a revolution of the proletariat
· The state is an instrument of the exploitation of the subject class
· They associate with different types of regimes
· Social democracy is found in constitutional democracies, they adhere to democratic principles such as civil liberties and political rights, free elections and freedom of the press
· Communism is associated with totalitarian forms of government ruled by a single mass party
Marxist Doctrine and Communist Regimes
· According to Marx, capitalism was the necessary precursor to socialism
· Lenin however, believed socialism could be achieved without going through the capitalist state
· Lenin regarded imperialism as the final stage of capitalism
Social Democracy and Communism in Contemporary Politics
· Social democracy is behind the development of trade unions and work legislation
· Central to the rise of the welfare state
· It is noticeable in Canada’s social programs/protection
· Unemployment, universal health care, redistribution between provinces
· Marxist – Lenin thought is still a significant ideological force in China, Cuba, North Korea, and Vietnam 
Main tenets of Communism and Social Democracy:
1. Equality
2. Social Justice
3. Centralized planning of the economy
4. Public ownership
· (For Communism) Public ownership is vital, elimination of private property
· (For Social Democracy) Public ownership slowly, only if needed (financial difference)
5. Income distribution: 
· (For Communism) Classless, therefore same wages = no inequalities
· (For Social Democracy) Different work, different wages = some inequalities
6. Social Change
· (For Communism) Quickly, with revolutions and abolitions
· (For Social Democracy) With time and work with system, introduces reforms
Keywords: Equality, social justice, and tolerance  
Fascism: An extreme-right ideology that rejects the ideas of rationality and individual liberty and champions a collectivist ideology that focuses on the needs and aspirations of a national community. Anti-materialist and anti-democratic, fascism rejects basic human equality as an ideal and espouses government by an elite group
· Fascism, social nationalism, non-democratic ideology, embodied in totalitarian regimes of Adolf Hitler and Benito Mussolini
· Rejects individual freedoms and rights and assigns a privileges status on an elite group
· Originated in the 1920s in Italy, Germany, and several other European countries
· Support for fascism in the lower middle classes, they looked to fascism for salvation of their status and prestige
· National socialism often referred to as Nazism
Basic tenets of Fascism
1. Nationalism
· Focuses on needs and aspirations of the national community
· Duty to state, the nation, and future generations of the collective
· Appeals to emotions rather than reason and glorifies instinctive, aggressive action as a creative force
· Human beings are perceived as spiritual beings, striving to achieve not only material ends but also spiritual ones, which can only be achieved collectively as a people
2. Totalitarian state
· Extensive control on every individual, no private and public difference 
· State as having ultimate moral and political authority
· State and individual are inseparable
· “For fascism, society is the end, individuals are the means, and its whole life consists in using individual as instruments for its social ends”
3. Militarism and power politics
· Leader is seen as invincible and infallible
· Uses force to control
· Propaganda and terror
· Political goal to establish a new social and political order based on a unified nations and/or ethnic identity
Keywords: Union, unity, and power
Lecture 8: Feminism and Environmentalism
Feminism
· Men and women are treated unequally socially, politically, and economically
· Aims to identify sources of women’s oppression in all spheres of life
· Gender is socially constructed
· Patriarchy, institutionalized system of male domination and power
· Seeks to abolish patriarchy and other systems of subordination and privilege
History of Feminism
· First Wave: Equal civil and political rights
· Married women had neither property rights nor the right to vote
· Husbands had legal power over and responsibility for their wives and children
· Right to vote emerged as the central issue
· 1920 Received the right to vote
· Second Wave: 1960s, women needed economic opportunities as well as civil liberties to achieve equality
· Employment opportunities, child care, reproductive rights
· Third Wave: 1990s, greater recognition to diversity and identity, Often called post-modern feminism
Basic tenets of Feminism:
1. Women are a social category
2. Freedom and equality are evaluated in terms of gender
3. Rejection of the public-private dichotomy (means division into two parts)
Stands of Feminism
· Liberal–Feminism
· Equality, fairness, and individual autonomy
· Individual as a rational autonomous person
· Women as rational beings are entitled to the same rights and opportunities enjoyed by men
· Property rights and equal pay for work
· Improve women’s status through working within existing decision-making structures
· Marxist-Socialist Feminism 
· Women’s subordination is rooted in both patriarchy and capitalism
· Men involved in the production of goods
· Women work primarily takes place outside the market economy
· Sexual division of labour has its critics
· Women performing “double duty”, working for wages and domestic chores
· Employed in low paying and low status jobs, often part-time
· Patriarchy and capitalism are inextricably linked
· Liberation of women can occur only under socialism
· Affordable and effective daycare, equal pay for equal work and wages for housework
· Radical Feminism (1960s)
· Women are oppressed regardless of the economic system they live under
· Oppression rooted in patriarchy
· Relationship between biology and women’s status in society
· Men able to control every aspect of women’s lives
· Coined the term the personal is political
· Places a number of issues on the public agenda
· Ex Domestic violence, rape, incest, sexual harassment, and pornography
Patriarchy: An institutionalized system of male domination and power that subordinates and marginalizes women. Patriarchy is maintained by a number of institutions and processes in society, including motherhood, compulsory sexuality, notions of femininity, and the traditional nuclear family.
Environmentalism: An ideology and political project that seeks to protect the quality and continuity of life through the conservation, preservation, or protection of the natural environment and its inhabitants. 
· Anthropocentrism: Based on the principle of a human-centered world where humans are assigned a superior status in their relationship with nature
· The natural environment exists to serve the needs of human beings
· Ecocentrism: Rejects this hierarchical relationship and offers a more organic view of the world that recognizes the interdependence and interconnection between humans and nonhumans  
Basic tenets of Environmentalism:
1. Ecocentrism
2. Freedom? Capitalism?
3. Sustainable development
Historical Overview
· First Wave
· Early conservationists and preservationists were concerned with the impact of industrialization and European colonialism on the natural environment
· Sought to protect natural resources and wildlife for future generations
· Conservationists wanted to protect natural resources to ensure future development while preservationists wanted to protect wildlife for recreational and spiritual purposes
· Preservationists were instrumental in the creation of national parks
· Second wave
· Began with the publication of Rachel Carson’s Silent Spring in 1962
· Human beings were destined to control nature and instead portrayed humans and nature as intertwined in the complex web of life
· Her publications resulted in the creation of the Environmental Protection Agency in 1970
· Third Wave 1980s and 1990s
· Sought to harmonize environmentalism with free markets and economic growth
· The economy and the environment were no longer viewed as irreconcilable
· Kyoto Accord, is the latest international effort to address climate change and establish emission limits for participating countries
· US, responsible for about 30% of world emissions, opposed the treaty
Branches
· Offer different views on the relationship between the environment and the economy the linkage of the environment to other social and political issues and the appropriate course of action
· Shallow ecology seeks to achieve short-term environmental objectives within existing institutions and processes
· Deep ecology calls for long-term radical transformation of ideological, economic, and political principles that underpin industrial capitalism
“Shallow Ecology” Branches
· Reformist branch of environmentalism including personal environmentalism and reform environmentalism
· Personal environmentalism seeks to make a positive impact on the environment through individuals incorporating sensible and earth-friendly practices in their day-to-day lives
· Seeks to achieve environmental objects through non-political, individual action, reform environmentalism has a political mandate and seeks policy changes such as anti-pollution legislation
· Tackles a myriad of issues and causes, they do not seek radical changes
“Deep Ecology” Branches
· Call for fundamental change in the relationship between humans and the environment
· Environmental problems they argue, are tooted in industrial capitalism which itself is based on the domination of nature
· View individuals as interconnected and interdependent
· Nature and wildlife are worthy of moral consideration
· Calls for changes in basic economic, technological, and ideological structures in an effort preserve and restore ecosystems 
· Issue of sustainability and ecology are intimately linked to issues of justice and equity
· Bioregionalism and ecofeminism are both strands of deep ecology
· Radical because they go beyond conservation or anti-pollution legislation and seek to challenge the foundations of existing social, political, and economic systems
· Bioregionalism challenges the supposed right of human beings to exploit develop and own land
· Argues that societies and communities must get in touch with the natural rhythms of the land to ensure social economic development occurs at pace that protects and maintains the long-term health of the local ecology 
· Favors protectionists policies that minimize world trade and encourage the economic self-sufficiency of a region
· Ecofeminism represents the intersection of feminism and environmentalism
· Seeks to develop a new worldwide in an effort to stop the destruction of the environment and transform the relationships between humans and non-humans 
· Argue that the root cause of environmental degradation is patriarchy
· Domination of nature and the subordination of women are interconnected
In Contemporary Politics
· Economic globalization and the rise of international and regional trade undermine the ability of governments to adequately protect the environment 
Lecture 9: The State
The State (Max Weber ideal-type definition): The state is a compulsory political association with continuous organizations whose administrative staff successfully upholds a claim to the monopoly of legitimate use of force in the in the enforcement of its order within a given territorial area.
Four indicators of statehood:
1. A continuous administrative staff
2. Military establishment that successfully monopolizes the legitimate use of violence
3. A financial and tax collect apparatus that provides the withdrawal to support the administration and military
4. Territoriality: Does the state have clearly demarcated borders or are its borders fluid and contested? 
There are a lot of organizations that fails to meet the criteria, such as Yemen and Somalia.
Not all states are composed of culturally, linguistically, ethnically or religiously homogenous population.
The Nation-State: Political organization where the state and the nation tend to overlap (Ireland and Korea). Most contemporary states are home to multiple nations or ethnic groups: an advertent (in the case of haphazard colonial map drawing) and sometimes inadvertent (in the case of the immigration of once-colonized peoples to the metropolitan Western centres) consequences of colonialism. Other examples of contemporary states include Canada, Belgium, South Africa, Nigeria, etc; these do not fit Weber’s definition
The State (Joel Migdal’s definition): Migdal retains the ideal-type Weberian definition of the state, but he situates the state within a different social context. He presents the states as one among many other social organizations, locked in “an active struggle for social control of the population” in an “existing environment of conflict.” In its active struggles of penetrating society in a manner that allows the state to reorganize social and class relations; extracting revenue from the population through taxation and using it for social distributive purposes. This re-orientates people’s loyalty away from tribal leaders or ethnic politicians and instead towards state institutions; finally spreading state control over professional or voluntary organizations and educational institutions.
State capabilities include (summary):
1. The capabilities to penetrate society
2. Regulate social relationships
3. Extract revenue from population through taxation
4. Appropriate or use resources in determined ways
* Strong states can successfully execute these tasks while weak states possess lesser capabilities to do so. The greater the state’s social control the higher and easier the state’s capabilities.
Weblike: Third World states exist are “weblike,” a melange of fairly autonomous social organizations each vying for social control. Each side attempts to retain or gain loyalty of the population by offering their own strategies of survival.
Definitions: Territory, population, sovereignty 
‘monopoly of the legitimate use of violence”
Monopoly: Control of the means of violence.
· Defining characteristic of the state
· A human community that successfully claims the monopoly of the legitimate use of physical force within a given territory
· Weber says the state has the sole source of the right to use violence 
Citizenship: The citizen is the one who is entitled to participate in the life of the political community. Held says “Citizenship is a status which, in principle, bestows upon individuals equal rights and duties, liberties, and constraints, powers and responsibilities within the political community.”
Territoriality: Modern states are geographic or geo-political entities
· States occupy an increasingly clearly defined physical space over which they characteristically claim sole legitimate authority
· States do not exist in isolation because by nature they are part of a system of competing states
Sovereignty: The principal that states have the right to govern their population and territory without outside or inside interference.
· Indivisible: There can only be a single secular sovereign residing in one person, which no other authority whether moral (religious) or secular can override
· Struggle to include individual happiness and individual rights of life, liberty, and property
· Emerged as rallying points during the American and French revolutions
The Rise of the State in the West
Creature of the Peace of Westphalia (1648), a series of treaties ending the Thirty Years’ War.
· Established a system of sovereign nation-states, each claiming absolute autonomy in its domestic affairs
· Three features that played a formative role in the emergence of the modern states (Charles Tilly):
· Centralization of the political power, bureaucracy: Extensive, decentralized but relatively uniform political parties
· Uniform understanding of what the state should look like whether religious or secular
· Religions: Archbishop, popes, and abbots VS Secular: Princes, dukes, counts
· Cultural homogeneity: States started their early appearance in local vernaculars where the people spoke the same language and were all the same 
· Limited populations into linguistic groups
· First nation-states would emerge through these local linguistic groups
· These groups were unable to communicate with each other
· War and Taxation (the peasants way of life)
· Majority of the population practices a pleasant way of life
· Peasants were greatly taxed
· Allows the state makers (rulers) to extract money from countryside and redirect to urban regions for things like war and army supplies
· The process of state formation required standing armies which required extracting resources from the population through taxation
· Led to the emergence of new bureaucracies and administrative innovations (state institutions to manage the new resources)
· Which also led to resistance and rebellions by the subject populations (however these were crushed by ruler’s armies)
· This allowed rulers to extend their control over more and more areas and extract more resources; increasing the power of their armies and of state institution’s
Bureaucracy: Administration of a government chiefly through bureaus or departments staffed nonelected officials.
War Making and State Making
· Wars require financial resources
· Extraction of resources require establishment of institutions for management of these resources
· Emergence of these institutions serve as the building blocks upon which strong modern states were founded
· Thus exists a causal relationship
· War making is in the middle of the state making because it lies in the middle of the process of making strong states with strong institutes
State Formation in the World
· State formations are connected to colonialism
· Created the essential features of a modern state and planted modern physical, educational, and health infrastructure
Regime: That is nexus of alliances within and without the formal bureaucracy and public sectors that the leader forms in order to gain power and keep it. At the core of a regime is a leader, flanked by a coterie of rotating officials who are strategically placed throughout the executive, army, and intelligence establishments.
Welfare State: Is amounted to an expansion of state duties beyond simply protecting private property to include a more active or interventionist role in promotion of distributive justice
· Took shape mainly between the two world wars
· Ideational origin is traced back to the works of John Stuart Mill
· Involved the extension of social benefits and rights
· Ex employment insurance, health insurance, collective bargaining rights, and maternity leave
· Welfare state individuals argued that individuals can be neither be free nor equal without the opportunity to be
· Still remains a popular socio-economic model for Scandinavians countries
The Rise of the State in the Developing World
Colonialism: The state as an imported form of political organization
· State formation outside Europe generally connected to colonialism
· States created by colonialism were many times larger than the political systems
· Groups of developing states who wanted to survive had to gain control of the state
· Ex control over state resources, state economy planning, and the state’s coercive machinery
· For political elites to gain power and retain it
· Many ethnic conflicts because of fighting over state resources, state institution access, and employment
State Failures
“Society-state relations”
Lecture 10: Parliamentary and Presidential Systems of Government 
Parliamentary System
· Before it used to be monarchs making laws without reason now parliaments make law
· In the 17th century you have creation of assembly of bourgeois that discuss political affairs called parliaments
· Pressured Crown for input in politics
· Gain traction on crown and the power begins to shift
· Good equilibrium between power of crown and parliament after last pure monarch ousted
· The crown is now absent and all power rests on parliament
The Executive
Head of State
· At the top is the head of state which has two main types
· Elected
· Hereditary (monarchs)
· Head of state is in charge of representing and maintaining the unity of the state
· Stands above politics 
· Canada is a parliamentary monarchy thus we have a Queen (Elizabeth II)
· She is represented by the governor general
· Has formal executive power but she’s not elected so she does not routinely execute the power
· Head of states can be elected in other parliamentary such as a republic where there can be head of states without monarchy
· Just needs to find a way to have head of state appointed
· Could have provinces involved in appointing head of state
· Would bear a different name such as president but doesn’t mean it’s a presidential system
Head of Government
· Responsible for day-to-day management of political affairs
· Two Principle Types
· Dual Executive: Head of government and head of state held by the same person
· Executive branches in which the two roles are played by different individuals
· Has a prime minister and head of government which looks after formulating authoritative government decisions
· Implement laws
Following the head of state is the head of government who manages day-to-day management of the executive branch and is assisted by the council of ministers, or cabinets. Each minister is responsible for the department they head.
Fusion of Legislative Power and Executive Powers
· Members of the executive (prime minster and his cabinet)are also members of the legislative branch
· In Canada they need to be part of House of Commons
· Idea is that they need to have legitimacy
· Ex In Italy there was an idea that the politics needed to be put aside politics to do economics
· Picked Mr.Monty and made him senator for life so he can become Prime Minister
· Members of the executive must be part of the legislative branch/parliament
Responsible Government
Parliamentary system works with responsible people 
· The executive can only govern if it enjoys the confidence of the house
· In practice it is a 50% +1 vote of government 
· We do not vote for a government, we vote for a parliament then parliament chooses a government
· Needs to give its support, its confidence to one or more political parties for that to happen
· An election will give us a parliament with several possible types and options
· Majority government
· Head of State will then ask the leader of the party to form a government
· When Mr.Harper walks into parliament it is with confidence because he knows he has at least 50% + 1 support
· Minority government (majority of votes but not majority of seats)
· Head of state will say to leader of the party they have a chance of forming government
· Has the option to form a coalition to receive the 50% + 1
· Leader of the most seats becomes prime minister and the other leader becomes deputy prime minster
· Cabinet and political agenda will then be negotiated
· Can continue as a minority without coalition or wanting to form a majority
· This means that the prime minister does not have confidence of house
· Prime minister can go to parliament and can assume government
· If other parties lets it go then it is fine
· Implicit statement that the house gives confidence to this government
· The house can ask the question of confidence (do the members have confidence in the government?)
· There will be a vote to see if there’s confidence in the government (50% +1)
· If no then the party cannot govern or at least not on its own
· At this point of head of state makes a decision (could start another election but isn’t practical) 
1. About whether to ask the party if they wish to form a coalition as they cannot govern alone
2. Go to the second most powerful party in the house and ask them to form a coalition or try and govern alone
· Coalition would involve third most powerful party and the governing would start as long as there’s 50% + 1 or confidence of the house
· What makes a government legitimate is a parliamentary system where it receives the confidence of the house
· Parliament has a lot of power on the executive (head of government) with the question of confidence
· The executive (head of government) has power on the parliament as they can instruct head of state to dissolve parliament
· There would need to be an election but this is up to head of state
Presidential System
One center of authority
· President is both head of state and head of government as they’re directly elected so there should be no doubt
· Based on the principle of separation of power
· Has many safeguards on authoritarian
· Fixed terms for executive and legislature
· Executive and legislature independent of one another
Separation of Legislative and Executive Power
· Members of the executive cannot be part of the legislative branch
· Sits neither in the senate or the house of representative 
· In Canada a PM would sit in the House of Commons
Presidential and Parliamentary Forms of Government
Presidential Government
· Direct election of chief executive (president)
· Fixed terms for executive and legislature
· Heading of cabinet by elected chief executive
· Stresses separation of powers
· Executive and legislature independent of one another
· No responsible government in the presidential system
· Does not need to keep confidence of house when he governs
· He holds his mandate based on the election 
· President cannot be removed until his term is over
· Unlike in a parliamentary system, the president cannot dissolve the houses nor the senate
· Legitimacy of the executive or legislative branch cannot dissolve each other thus must live with each other constantly
· Parties are not disciplined
· Republican representative can represent the initiative of a Democrat
· Things are slower in a presidential system than parliament system in the case of a majority
· Prime Minister Harper with majority can do whatever he wants
· President Obama needs to negotiate things to get bills worked in
Parliamentary (Fusion of legislative and executive authority)
· No directly elected chief executive
· Terms contingent and interconnected, executive can dismiss the legislature but its own term is dependent on the confidence of legislature
· Head of state appoints head of government
· Head of state has no legislative authority 
Parliamentary System: A system of governing in which there is a close relationship between the political executive and the legislative body. The political executive must retain the support of the elected members of parliament in order to remain in office. The executive is generally composed of members of the House of Commons and must maintain the support of the House of Commons. The head of state requires approval of legislations and ensure that there is a ruling government in place.
Semi-Presidential/Premier-Presidential 
· Wide range of powers granted to the directly elected
· Works like a parliamentary system (responsible government) but president directly elected is the dominant political position
· The president can dissolve the house and formally appoints the prime minister
Divided Government: The separate elections of the executive and legislature in the presidential and semi-presidential systems allows for different political forces to come and control the two branches of government. 
Checks and Balance
· Vetoes and counter-vetoes 
· Bills that come out of the legislative branch require presidential consent
· President needs to sign it for it to become law
· The legislative branch can override the presidential signature with enough consent from the house
· If the government controls the house they form either a majority or coalition and get their legislation through
· Presidential system some would say is more democratic 
· You don’t have the majority in Presidential system but you can still exercise power
· When bicameral there are more veto players involved
· First or lower chamber elected by popular representation (House of Commons)
· Entire state is divided into constituencies, each entitled to representatives
· Second or upper chamber (senate), organized in a different manner
· Three major types of legislative committees
· Permanent or standing which is mandated to look after bills proposed in clearly defined issues or policy areas
· Ad hoc, examine sensitive issue, scandal, or problem of immediate concern
· Joint, resolve conflicts that may emerge between two chambers in the legislative process
· Laws passed by the legislature will be reflective and responsive to the needs and views of the widest possible range of interests in the political community
· Most social groups are represented in the legislature
Unicameral: Consisting of a single chamber, as a legislative assembly.
Bicameral: Having two branches, chambers, or houses, as a legislative body.
Veto Player: Is an actor whose consent is required for the status-quo bill to be changed and amended. 
Lecture 11: Political Parties, Party Systems, Electoral Systems 
Party: Formal organization whose primary purpose is to place and maintain in office people who will control the government.
Political Parties: Anthony Downes describes a political party as a team of individuals who are united for the purpose of capturing political power.
Even though political parties often claim to represent and speak for the interest of the particular social, economic, national, linguistic and other groups; ultimately they remain a collection of individuals who decided to unite their efforts and form an organizations in order to advance their chances of obtaining political power.
Political Party: Any political group that presents at election and is capable of placing through elections, candidates for public office. Parties organize political competition recruit political personnel aggregate interests and act as a channel between citizens and governments through feedback and government. The emergence of parties came about in the 19th century and its dichotomy is made up by Devotee, Cadre Party, and Mass Party. These parties can appeal to voters in one of two ways. There is a catch-all party that emphasizes the qualities of its leaders (Jack Layton NDP), and a programmatic party that is based on ideological perspective (Bloc-Quebecois). 
The Origin of Political Parties:
· The emergence of modern politics is the result of the extension of the franchise to increasingly larger segments of the population
· Political parties existed much earlier as it is hard to think about history without politics
· Also there isn’t truly an origin because of this
There were always fights and disputes, and struggles among the factions and organizations that supported different individuals, programs or leaders throughout the world.
Types of Political Parties:
Maurice Duverger showed that in modern political parties there are two types in which parties can be divided in:
1. Mass Party: Was organized by political outsiders, mainly working class as well as members of politically disenfranchised or lately disenfranchised segments of the population, in order to demand concessions that would make their participant in formal parliamentary politics possible. Need to mobilize large numbers of followers in order to be influential and successful. In contrast the cadre party which has the purpose to ensure that sufficient following is mobilized to help the particular notable retain his positions of power.
2. Cadre Party: Emerged when modern democratization, by aristocratic parliamentarians to establish a political machine or organization. Characterized by both originating inside the established legislature and by having a loose organization since the sole purpose of such a part is to provide a prominent individual, or a local notable, to get into a position of power.
Components of a Modern Political Party:
· Leader or elites
· Can be elected or non-elected
· Activist
· Volunteers
· Members of the public
‘Catch-all’ and ‘ideological’ parties.
Parties and Ideologies:
Political parties differ in terms of the ideology according to which they seek to use politically once they have captured it.
Catch-all Parties: Parties who have built large electoral coalitions by transcending the ideational confines that any singly ideology would impose on them. Bring together individuals of widely different value predisposition.
Klaus von Beyme identified many different types of ideological families such as socialist, socio-democratic, conservative, Christian-democratic, nationalist, religious, ethnic, liberal, agrarian, and radical-populist
· Political parties who belong to those families are named cleavage-based parties
· Reason for name is because they mobilize voters along particular, clearly, identifiable lines of political cleavage such as religion, ethnicity, language, etc 
· Catch-all parties cannot be, by definition, cleavage based
· By identifying the electoral strengths of parties that belong to these families we can understand a lot about the nature of political discourse and conflict in a country
Party Systems: The different ways political parties are related to each other.
Party system can be defined as the set of patterned interactions among political parties. Corporations and business groups also contribute to the shaping of the political party system, by donations, which in turn will affect the laws in the favour of the donors.
· A party will seek the formation of such alliances for power seeking reasons
Function of Political Parties in Democracy:
· Aggregation and articulation of interests
· Training ground for leaders
· Make elections work
Crisis of Political Parties:
· Decline in membership
· Loosening of party identification
· Anti-party parties
Types of Party Systems
· Single party system (authoritarian regimes)
· Places where there are no elections because no other party is allowed to exist
· Other parties tend to be underground
· Does not correspond to democracy
· One party dominate system
· When one party seems to win all the elections
· Two party system, two party plus system
· What is found in USA (basically only two political parties)
· Power seems to be switched between the two parties fairly regularly
· There can be two big parties along with a small third one
· Only the two big parties can realistically hold government but the third party will get some seats in the house of commons
· Multiparty system
· More than two parties where there is no one dominant party
· There is change from one election to the other; it isn’t always one party that dominates 
· Often find coalition governments
· More than likely that no other party can capture a majority of the seats, so they operate without having the certainty of the confidence of the house
The most important properties that define a party system are divided in to two variables:
1. The number of parties in the system.
2. The degree of ideological polarization among them.
They are important not only because they capture the most important aspect of a party competition but also because the dynamics that emerge from different configurations of these variables have an impact on the broader political system as well.
· Only the parties which are considered relevant are counted for this variable
The relevance of the parties are calculated by a party having either coalition or blackmail potential.
Blackmail Potential: If the party has demonstrated the ability to bring down and terminate governments.
Coalition Potential: If the party has either participated in government or is always available as a coalition partner.
Ideological Polarization: Identifies two classes of party systems
· Those in which the ideological stretch among the relevant parties of the system is low
· Those where this stretch is high
Party System Institutionalization: For parties who have a newly developing democracy, where competing parties aren’t part of a patterned, and therefore cannot be called a system. The institutionalization of parties, as opposed to the party system approach, looks at the degree of institutionalization in parties.
Defined by four characteristics:
1. The stability of the pattern of inter-party competition
2. The stability of parties; roots in society
3. The consensus that political parties are legitimate vehicles through which elections are conducted and government power is acquired
4. The existence of parties with stable internal rules and procedures
Electoral System
· First-Past-the-Post (FPP)
· Uninominal majoritarian system
· Person who has the most votes will represent the riding
· To determine who wins the election the number of ridings, each party win is added up and the number of ridings determine the number of seats
· Proportional representation (PR)
· Ex 41% of votes = 41% of seats

Advantages/Disadvantages
First-Past-the-Post (FPP)
· Favours big parties at the expense of small parties
· Only chance of getting representation is outside support
· Favours regional parties at the expense of national parties
· Loses a lot of votes
· Tends to produce two-party or two-party-plus systems
· Supporters will say that it makes majority government more light, like stability
· Number of seats can get lost in translation; even if one party wins at 51%, half the country still doesn’t want this party in power
· The party wins it all and the other party wins nothing
Proportional Representation 
· More representative of popular votes
· Every vote counts which can possibly encourage participation
· Favours national parties at the expense of regional parties
· Usually leads to multiparty system
· Smaller parties can find representation
· Weaker link between citizen and representatives 
Lecture 12: Federalism and Federations
· Structure and organizing political power
Territorial Division 
Federalism: Principle of government that seeks to reconcile unity and diversity through the exercise of political power. As a principle it is unity and diversity.
Federation: Political systems where two or more levels of government are sovereign within their own specified jurisdiction
Federalism
· Self-rule and shared rule
· Units coexist but also enjoy political autonomy
· Delicate balance between the federal governments tendency to favour centralization and the will of the units to preserve and expand their own powers
· Two main political uses
· Fragmentation of political powers and creation of check and balances in the political system
· Offers protection against absolution and authoritarianism
· It views autonomy as a safeguard against cultural domination and assimilation
Federation
· A state where the levels of government are sovereign
· Division of powers is specified by the constitution
· Constitutionalized division of power
· Comprises a federal level of political authority and constituent units
· Formal division of powers between central and regional governments
· Representation of units in national institutions 
· Powers of federal government, citizenship and immigration, defense, foreign policy, international trade, commerce, and the currency
· Constituents units, language, culture, health, education, social services, and municipal affairs
· Health, education, and social services are expensive to fund
· A weak fiscal balance would necessarily hamper real autonomy of constituent units
· Federal governments tend to have greater fiscal powers
· Federal government cannot unilaterally change the distribution of power
· Amending formula involves federated units
· Federations need to offer formal points of contact between the levels of governments
· Members of senate are unelected
Unitary State
· Power is delegated (not constitutionally protected so not in constitution)
· Power can be eliminated unitarily by consent
· Regional units not involved in the amending formula
· Typically more centralized than federations
· May have more than one level of government
Confederation: A political unit composed of independent states that accept to cede some of their sovereignty to common institutions. 
· Union of independent states 
· Ex European Union
Intergovernmental Relations and Fiscal Arrangements
· Executive federalism features meetings of cabinet ministers on issues
· First ministers’ meetings (less frequent) has all the heads of government in the federation together
· Two types of financial transfer in federations: conditional and unconditional
· Socioeconomic disparities between constituent units
Canada, only discernible constitutional provision for linking provincial and federal governments for the purpose of coordination is the existence of the lieutenant governor, and appointee of the federal government serving in the provinces.
Political use of Federalism
· Fragmenting power (US)
· Managing cultural diversity (Switzerland, Canada)
Centralization/Decentralization
Centralization and decentralization refer to the relative power of the federal government and the constituent units. Powers of the federal government are greater than those of the constituent units.
Constituent: Means to make up. Constituent units are states or provinces.
· A decentralized federation is one where powers of the constituent units are relatively greater than that of the federal government
· Fair assessment of the centralized or decentralized demands consideration of three factors
1. Written in the constitution
2. Government expenditures
3. Federal institutions (need some type of court, tribunal, or council to arbitrate unavoidable disputes)
Symmetry: In federations means that all constituent units have a similar status and similar powers.
Asymmetry: One or more constituent units have a distinct status and different powers. This tends to be a result of different economic development, population, culture or language. 
Lecture 13: Supranational Institutions: European Integration
· 27 Member states
· Economic, monetary/trade, and political union
· Combination of supranational (the European parliament) and intergovernmental (Council of Ministers) institutions
· EU started as a little institution of steel and coal about trade exchanges of with a few countries
· Eventually expanded to larger trading patterns
· Prosperity -> Less chance of war = Peace
· Created in 1957 of the European Economic Community by the Treaty of Rome signed by France, Germany, Italy, Belgium, Netherlands, and Luxemburg
· European Union is a peace project
· How do we avoid belligerent attitudes from Germany, How we make Europe peaceful, how we avoid war?
· After world war one the attitude was that Germany was the culprit and punish it (didn’t work there was another war)
· Let’s work on the constitutions, things started very modesty working on practical things it is less likely they will go to war with one another.
· Whole point was to France and Germany together and throw in Italy
· Objectives:
· Achieve stable peace in Europe through economic integration
· Constructing a free-trade area and customs union which could generate prosperity in Europe
· Organize Europe to counter the hegemony (predominant influence) of the US
Supranational: An international organization, or union, whereby member states transcend national boundaries or interests to share in the decision-making and vote on issues pertaining to the wider grouping.
History
· France vetoes British entry in 1963
· Empty-chair crisis, CAP and the customs unions (1965-1970)
· 1960’s France did not agree with an agriculture proposal and did not show up
· Proposal for majority voting is opposed by France which refuses to send ministers to meetings
· The compromise is to accept majority voting in principle but to look for consensus when issues are very important to one or more member state
· Common agricultural policy and customs union (1968)
· Common quotas, common tariff, common policies, common positions
· Luxembourg compromise (1965-1970)
· Try and get as much support as you can as there’s sensitivity to other members needs called the Luxemburg compromise  
· The first compromise was agriculture
· The EU was initially a free trade area
· Farmers were worried about competition
· Very cultural, political and sensitive
· Understood to get support for the EU and more rural sectors
· Had to agree common agriculture and giving subsidies
· The more you produced and the more subsidies you get
· About offering some protection 
· UK, Ireland and Denmark join (1973)
· Greece joins (1981)
· The Single European Act (SEA),1986
· Removing barriers to trade
· Spain and Portugal join (1986)
· Maastricht Treaty (1992)
· From European Community to European Union
· Economic and monetary union where there is free circulation of goods, capital and people
· Political Union: A common foreign and security policy
· Cooperation on justice and home affairs
· European Union citizenship
· Extending qualified majority voting and boosting the power of the parliament
· Sets timetable for the single currency
· To make the union more significant
· The objective was to create a more unique union
· EU citizenship have to be a citizen of a member state first
· Austria, Finland and Sweden join (1995)
· Amsterdam and Nice Treaty (1997. 2000)
· Preparing for enlargement
· The 2004 “big bang” enlargement
· Easter Bloc nations
· The (failed project) of an European constitution
Confederation
· Independent states pooling their sovereignty to form a state but keep their independence
· Form of integration that is inimically (injurious or harmful in effect; adverse) political
· European system is an example and is a generous system and is unique in contemporary politics
· Works with two principles that depend on sovereignty and state
· European union looks like an international organization yet in many other aspects it looks like a state (supranational)
· Inner state relations and politics
Can’t analyze like a state, more complicated than that.
Can’t use for European Union the analytical grid. It’s neither, it is something else.
How EU works Institutionally Speaking
· Initially very much state driven, very concept about supranationalism
· States gradually relinquished their sovereignty
· First thing to emerge is EU council which is a form where the heads of government and state meet
· Twice or three times a year the heads of state meet to discuss issues
· EU council, decisions are made through consensus made with unanimity
· Which is why it is like international interstate relations
· In the European Union they have to agree before something goes ahead
· All country states have a veto
· Ex if Turkey wants to become a member state it needs every state to agree and accept it
· If they say no something can still go ahead
· In Ottawa something can be voted in without everyone’s consent
The Council of Ministers
· Brings together ministers from various departments within member states and assembles them to vote on EU legislation/directives
· Have meetings of all agriculture ministers, environment ministers, education ministers half a dozen times to a dozen times a year
· If they issue a new directive say on agriculture it needs to be supported by the council of ministers the agriculture one
· You need less than unanimity so things can go ahead without all agreement
· Takes into consideration the population size so big states have more vote than small states
· For a directive to go through it needs to meet certain thresholds
· Still have some intergovernmental systems in place but at the same time it is the beginning of becoming supranational imposing 
· There now is a president as every six months a country holds the presidency
· However small countries don’t have the resources to run it
· One coherent voice to EU
European Parliament
· Not a house of confidence that looks anything like a parliamentary system
· The confidence of the European union does not need the confidence of the parliament to govern
· For directive to become European law it’ll need the support European parliament and council of ministers
· This does not make or break the parliament
· Elections for European Parliament are strange that they tend not to have anything to do with European issues
· You’ll hear things are socialists vs conservatives
· They did a good job at home? We’ll vote for them
· Just an extension of what happens at home
· Representatives don’t have a clear mandate
· Can’t force voters to forget the situation at home
· Makes for a fairly weak system, not a very powerful body in EU 
· A very supranational system
· Seen not as a vote for their country but for their parties like conservatives, socialists that seek to govern EU as a whole
European Commission
· A bit like the civil servants of the European union
· The commission is not like an elective body
· Commissioners are appointed
· Need the support of the parliament
· Appoint a president to the European commission
· One commissioner per country
· As a team they need to be supported by the parliament
· The most European of all institutions
· The minister even if they come from a particular state they speak on behalf of Europe as a whole and have a portfolio 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Minister of fishery, etc at bureaucratical level
· The European Commission has a lot of power, it has an agenda setting power, proposition, policy setting ideas it is sectorial
· It is up the European council to monitor implementation of new systems and voted on laws
· The commission will look after things like how much mercury do you have in your lakes? They’ll ask the states
Council -> Parliament
When less important decision there’s no council to meet and discuss that you’ll get the council of ministers that vote on that then goes to parliament if is approved then council looks after how it is implemented. 
Great Britain isn’t in the creation of EU
Great Britain 1963 tries to join the EU but France vetoes them when General Dago was gone they joined in 1973
· Questions them about their commitment to EU
· The UK is more right of centre than the rest of Europe
· Wanted less social affairs
· Counts as much on its transatlantic relationship (US) as it does with Europe
· France didn’t feel like there was trust
· There’s British exception for some policies 
· Euro is not used everywhere i.e UK and Sweden
· The new central states were not given a choice with adopting laws, Euros 
· If the UK leave the union then it’s a major blow for EU even though it is a difficult partner
· UK is important even if it has a distinct status as Eu can’t really speak on behalf of EU without them
The greatest advantage of EU from a European perspective was mobility, easy to travel
Big bang enlargement in 2004 power shifts as they try to persuade the former bloc countries to shift more towards their political values. Thinking is mostly negative about the EU today but it is mind boggling to think it started with six states in the 50’s.
Lecture 14: Nations and Nationalism
Nation and State
· State is an institutional concept and a legal concept
· Gives an international personality for a country
· Nation is a sociological concept and refers to a group of people
· Important to distinguish the two because you can make the argument that you can have many nations within the state and many states in the nation
· A nation is not a state
· The state is determined by sovereignty and international recognition
· Ex Catalonia and Basque Country may be considered nations distinct from the Spanish One 
· Many times it is congruent (but not the same)
· i.e For Americans, both words means the same (even though not the same thing)
· One Canadian state (federal government) but many nations within Canada
· These are multinationals
· For Arabs they see it as one Arab state despite the numerous nations (Iraq, Lebanon, etc)
· Empirically we can see that the nation can be bigger than the state
· Theoretically we can see that the state is bigger than the nation
· The nation right away suggests self-awareness and right away suggests politics
· Ex I’m a member of this nation thus I believe we should have these rights, etc
What constitutes a nation?
Objective conceptualization suggests that nations are products of shared objective criteria. Stalin, “stable community of people formed on the basis of a common language, territory, economic life, and psychological make-up manifested in a common culture.”
Subjective conceptualization suggests that nations exist first and foremost as a result of a collective act of will and a voluntary decision to belong. Existence is a matter of choice.
Ethnic Groups
· Many Francophones and Aboriginals do not identify themselves as Canadians 
· Canada is thus not wholly Canadian
· You’re born into an ethnic group while nationality is more subjective
· Nation and ethnic group is not completely different but when people use them differently it is because of the context used
· Ethnic group seems more savage while the nation seems more noble
· Nations are portrayed as modern, developed, and democratic
· Ethnic groups tend to be depicted as backward, exclusive, and a source of violence
· Ethnic groups are at a different scale than nations, they’re smaller
· They are however more solidarity as members of ethnic groups know each other
· Idea is since it is a smaller group there is more solidarity
· The puzzle of a nation is that people have solidarity with each other with face to face relations

Distinction between Nations and Ethnic Groups
· Nations seek in the name of solidarity to gain or maintain a distinct political situation, usually autonomy or independence
· Nationalism is inherently political while ethnicity can be strictly cultural 
· Ethnic groups sometime refer to immigrant communities within established states
Nationalism
· Terminology used between Nationalism and Ethnicity
· Nationalism to speak of developed societies
· Ethnicity is about undeveloped societies (very much tribal)
· Nationalism is inherently political while ethnicity can be strictly cultural
· Nationalism is an ideology or idea
· “Nationalism is the idea that the political and cultural units should be congruent” (agreement)
· Concrete political process, linked to modernization that involves identity and mobilization
· Between state and sub-state nationalism
· State nationalism refers to that nationalism of existing states
State and Sub-Nationalism
· Nations seek in the name of the special solidarity that they have
· General autonomy or independence
· Seek to gain or maintain their distinct political status
· When nations correspond to states this isn’t something you actively see
· Ex Talks about joining the US would be met with opposition by the populace
· Solidarity comes from things like features, languages, something that is shared
· The mechanism could be from something from the state
· The state is instrumental in building a nation that would include all their citizens
· Who shares what here, who has common ancestry, etc not looking for that
· Arguing against people who believe they are a nation is a non-starter
· Give them a list of what a nation is and even if they do not meet all the criteria it does not matter as long as they believe they are a nation
· If they say they are a nation they are
· You don’t need recognition to be a nation nor state
· It is not a determining fact to your legitimacy of being a nation 
· “The nation is an imagined community”
· Does not mean it is fake or does not exist
· Means primarily how people see themselves, the subjective element
· Most members of a nation do not meet each other but they do get a sense of each other
· You can belong to multiple nations but is difficult to say it like this
· It is about your loyalty
Sub-State Nationalism
· Quebecois, Tamils, etc
· Nationalism is about promoting and projecting the nation
· Nationalism for many is not a nice word and many people will refuse this label
· The Nazi’s were nationalists
· Americans will not use nationalism they will use patriotism
· Arguable that patriotism for Americans exist but is still nationalism
· State nationalism and will use the state to project, promote, consolidate, national cohesion
· Sub-State nationalism: who want to have a state and either 
· Nationalism can come in national movements, groups who don’t have a state and either want a state or want to be autonomous within an already existing state.
Ethnic and Civic Nationalism
· Is two faced; nice face and bad faced
· There are two with Civic being good and Ethnic being bad
· How can you compare Canadian Nationalism or French Nationalism to German Nationalism in the 1940’s?
· Concepts of “ethnic” and “civic” nationalism
· Refers to criteria used to determine membership in a nation
· Ethnic nationalism means one is born with them and they cannot be readily acquired (race, ancestry)
· Generally viewed negatively
· Associated with authoritarian regimes and conductive to violence
· Civic nationalism emphasizes choice as opposed to objective criteria
· Only condition is to live within its borders and accept its laws
· Generally regarded as good, more conductive to liberation, democracy, and civil peace
· This distinction is often criticized for three main problems:
· Few nationalists seem to be either purely civic or ethnic
· Sub-state nationalism can be mostly civic while state nationalism can be mostly ethnic
· Civic – ethnic distinction suffers from a Western bias
Civic Nationalism: When membership in the nation is open, when anyone can become a member of the nation, the nation is an act of will because people want to be a part of it. Open and forward of nationalism. You can join or leave it. We choose to become a nation because we want to not because we share the same things. However it is not a complete act of will and culture is still within in it. Is an ideal type but does not truly exist.
· This nationalism is mirrored to state nationalism
· France and Netherlands seen as civic nations
Ethnic Nationalism: To become a member of the nation you have to satisfy cultural criteria’s and is dangerous. If you can’t satisfy it you’re not part of it but you can’t opt out of the nationalism. This is associated with violence. 
· The argument is that maybe it is not about categories and maybe no nationalism is civic and no nationalism is ethnic
Modernism
· Fundamental argument of modernists is threefold
· Nations and nationalism are fundamental
· Nations are constructed
· No specific pre-modern roots
· Demands cultural homogenization for the sake of social unit and economic effectiveness
· Nations and nationalism is European
· Nationalism in the developing world is made by colonization
· Culture is not that important in the constitution of nations
· Nations and nationalism are socially and politically constructed rather than culturally determined
The nation is not a natural community; it is one that is constructed through the state. The argument is that the state makes nations. How was the French nation made? Scholars argue that at the time of the French revolution no one really identified with it. They created the identity through education by forcing one language in school, creating a flag, national anthem, etc. Thus you cannot think of the nation before it existed. Before the state there was no apparatus to create the state. You need a little development and technology to create a nation. Through word of mouth it can’t be constructed. The idea of Nationalism is European as it is constructed, modern and European in nature. 
Promojalism: The idea that the nation is a natural community, coming out of the sharing of natural markers. Speak the same language and thus share a sense of solidarity with them. Came from the natural subjective meaning of sharing common markers. For the promorgilist a nation is old, powerful, bonded. What drives culture is ethnicity and culture. No way to arbitrate this debate, it is your understanding of the nation and how it drives. How you’ll see the world. You can be a modernist and say nations are built by states.
Citizenship
· In US the social aspect of citizenship is much weaker
· Much more focused on civil rights then it is on social rights
· Citizenship guarantees a freedom
· We don’t say it gives us health care, affordable education (this stuff doesn’t correspond to American citizenship)
· Citizenship is split into three:
· Social
· Political
· Being a citizen means assuming a certain number of responsibilities
· Most dramatically defending the state
· Give some time to state, spend time defending the state
· The citizen commended to defend and finance the state for protection
· Here citizens support the state by contributing their income to social goods
· Funding the state’s welfare system
· Responsibilities and rights are both part of citizenship
· Identity is part of systemship
· Citizenship is about belonging to a state not a nation
· However the nation is always around the state even if they don’t correspond perfectly
· State’s have always shaped and developed the nation
· With that the state has looked for the promotion and the identity aspect of citizenship
· If you ask citizens to put their life at risk for the state it is easier to get them to do that in nation terms
· If you put it in terms of nationhood (we need you to fight and defend us, etc)
· Citizenship operates better, smoother, in the context of a strong collective identity
· Same is true for social rights
· Hard to operate mechanisms of state distribution if people don’t feel connected
· You’ll have reasonings such as this is our money, why are we giving it to those people over there?
· Even though they’re in the same nation they don’t feel like they should or want to redistribute wealth with them
· Citizenship is the sharing of a common identity
· Multinationalism makes it difficult for a common identity
· Citizenship tends to invoke notions of equality between members
· In some federal states their tends to be different ideas of citizenship
· In Canada depending on your province of residence your social rights are different
· In some you will pay more for taxes, have easier access to affordable child care, better education opportunities, etc
· If we moved from one province to another the conditions of our Canadian citizenship it changes
· Specifically for social rights
· Living in one province decides your social rights as lot of these are decided by the province and not the federal government
· See citizenship in a more complicated way that just that it’s on the passport
· The components of citizenship say the conditions of it can vary across territory and states
· The definition of the French nation was always on the subjective side and an act of will.
· For Germans the idea was that of having a German lineage
· After WW2 Germans needed workers so a lot of Turks came over
· These Turks found it difficult to become Germans
· These kids our age have been born in Germany and never went to Turkey may still not have a citizenship 
· Citizenship in most places are very difficult to get
· Asian countries such as Korea and Japan
· Lineage and ancestry is very important
· For countries of immigration this is not a problem
· In Canada you do not need to become a citizen to enjoy most rights
· You can just become a landed immigrant and you can have most of the welfare rights just not vote
· In other countries the split is of foreigners and citizens
· Foreigners do not have many rights
· In some countries you need to wait 10 years before you can even be considered for citizenship
· Diversity is the number one issue in West European countries and is the distinction of citizen and foreigner and how do we bridge that?
· Some that do gain it become second-class citizens
· Individuals can have several different citizenships
· What sets of rights should they enjoy?
· Citizenship is about rights and responsibility
· Is about political, social rights
· There are different types of citizenship regimes
· States where it is hard to gain
· Where it is very ethnic and some are easier to access
· Context and working of citizenship is put under a lot of stress
· People move around and the territorial boundaries of the state no longer neatly correspond to who’s in and who’s out
· They live here but are not citizens
· Different citizenships mean different things as well
Democracy
How to define Democracy?
· There are many different definitions of Democracy
· At the broadest level, Democracy is the will of the people (popular democracy)
· Democratic theory suggest that sovereignty does not rest with a king nor god, instead it rests with the people
· This is at the broadest level of democracy
· What the people want and if this is happening
· Actualized in one of two ways
· Ask the people what they want all the time (direct democracy)
· Which is arguably hard to practice in large settings
· This is hard and for most you need government by representation
· For this you need elections that become almost a short hand for democracy
· Free and fair elections
· Not just one party, all the same ideologies, dangerous for you, etc
· For a lot of political scientists having free and fair elections is the basic minimal requirement for something to be called democratic
· This however is a very limited understanding of democracy is
· This is called the procedural understaind of democracry
· This is the procedure for a democracy
· It is about the translation of democratic will into governance
· This is one understanding of democracy
· Other things come into democracy but analytically it is useful to distinguish these things from popular sovereignty 
· The notion of rights and freedoms
· Most people argue that’s part of democracy but we need a distinction to put it simply one side is democracy and the other is liberalism
· Liberalism is about grunts? and democracy is about the will of the people
· These two are not necessarily compatible 
· Example: The majority group can vote to take away the rights of the minority and win
· This is democratically acceptable 
· For the liberal the rights are more important than the will of the power
· Liberals have been wary of democracy
· Democracy theory uses the idea that the will of the people is always supreme
· Democracy is about more than just elections
· There is by extension Liberal democracy 
· This is that rights are there to protect the citizens from the government, what the majority want
· Liberals are concerned with minorities
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