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Comparative Politics: 
Theoretical Approaches


Comparative Politics
· Understanding different approaches in similar contexts 
· Sub-field in political science
· Method: comparison
· Agents: individuals, states, institutions, etc. 
· Structures: capitalism, states, development, etc.
· Relationship between agents & structures?
· Variety of approaches
1. Institutional Approach
· This is how we think political science should be approached (the favoured approach according to the textbook) 
· Governing institutions and the structures and agents that control them
· Foundation/baseline - statecraft
· Distinguishing - from other disciplines, knowledge 
· ‘Formal political science’ (this is a highly controversial statement - institutions are not the only definition of politics)
· Liberal democracies  the “standard” (the idea of authoritarian regimes is almost extinct) and “liberal” refers to a specific type of freedom in voting/being part of the political process 
· Institutions - government, police 
· Institutionalization - rule of law, voting 
· National government - legal duties (required, for example, to tell you when they spent state money/go to war) 
· Constitution - liberal democracies 
· Agents/divisions - bureaucracies, courts, military 
· Legal > duties - in law, actors, responsibilities 
· 3 extensions:
1. Other governing organizations - compare to see if there is a difference  provinces, cantons, municipalities, Aboriginal government 
2. Political parties - links to institutions, pre-date or born from institutions 
3. Concrete - not ‘informal practices’ (corruption, duplicity) 
· Institution > people
· Position > person that occupies it (eg. President of the United States - the position of the “American President” is more important than Obama) 
· The role  long-term = trust / reliance
· Institution shapes behavior 
· Benefits/opportunities = interests  individual behavior 
· Institutional culture - standard operating procedures 
· Logic of appropriateness = institutional norms that develop - President Bush and Hurricane Katrina 
· Less: Logic of consequence = best action for goal - Sean Penn helping in Katrina and Haiti
· Critique:
· Built around problem-solving - we make institutions to help solve a problem
· Rarely independent
· Change = when there’s a problem  when the institution has a problem, it will change 
2. Behavioural Approach
· Influence: psychology driven 
· ‘Scienticise’  analysis, interpretations 
· Individuals > institutions  individuals have more of an importance 
· Political attitudes, behaviours, choices (views, political party choices, etc.) 
· Public opinion
· Decolonization - eg. Gandhi, JFK
· Who decides? Why?  institutional behavior - role of leaders, opinion-makers 
· Change = attitudes, choices - eg. United States and legalization of marijuana 
3. Structural Approach
· Influence: sociology  Karl Marx (comparable to how Aristotle has impacted science) 
· Configuration of ‘objective relationships between social groups’/organizations (eg. at the university, you are registered as a number) 
· Groups, collectivities > individuals, institutions (eg. police have the positive right to use force as a part of societal hierarchy - in certain situations, different groups have important roles) 
· Frameworks / parameters for actions and actors
· Societies produce individuals, interests, actions
· Eg. Capitalism 
· Conflict/struggle  equilibrium - Marx: communist Utopia (no more inequality or class difference/move away from capitalism and the state) / Moore: why democracy? (political balance) 
· Change = structures (example of universities and international students) 
4. Rational Choice Approach
· Influence: economical 
· Methodological individualism - not based on looking at collectivities 
· Individuals as rational maximisers of self-interest (we look after our self-interest first) 
· Weber: shoes of the decision-maker / I would … (what would you do) 
· Explanation = interests of actors  what do they want? Goals? 
· Goal > ways to achieve > result (analyze this process) 
· Model > prediction  2012 election: Nate Silver (predicted all 50 states and which way they would vote - only got 2 of them wrong)  looks at social phenomena and uses rational choice to predict 
· Collective action problem > public goods  not in any one’s particular interest BUT can be (environment) 
· Change = interests
5. Interpretivist Approach
· Influence: philosophy, anthropology, humanities
· Ideas > people, institutions (important point: people and institutions may go one way but the ideas involved may go another - eg. the apartheid in South Africa) 
· Assumptions, constructions, identities, meanings and values
· Traditions, codes, cultures, narratives, discourses
· System, pattern
· Mental constructions: ideas = politics (Hegel - the ‘spirit’)  states, borders, ‘Canadian’ (means being polite, kind, saying sorry) 
· Change = ideas, meanings
Comparison
· Evidence: test, validity  how did something come about and why?
· We analyze after something has happened (can’t re-create) 
· Reality: correspond (‘correspondence theory of knowledge’)  objective vs. subjective knowledge (what is valid knowledge based in fact vs. perspective or opinion?)
· Progressive research program - not all approaches seek this 
· Truths (‘truths’ - assumptions vs. ‘Truths’ - absolute valid argument) 
· Multiple methods - most scholars use more than one 
· Political commitment/leaning
· Liberal democracy = liberal = institutional 
· Capitalist oppression = Marxist = structural 
· Critique enlightenment = postmodernist = interpretivist 

Comparative Politics: 
Research Strategies


Research Strategies
· “How do we find out about political systems, processes and behavior?”  how to we come to give claims to politics we observe? 
· Focus:
1. Case study
2. Comparative study
3. Qualitative study
4. Quantitative study
5. Historical study
· Variables:
· Dependent: ‘factor we wish to account for’
· Independent: ‘factor believed to influence the dependent variable’ 
Case Studies
· Most common type of research strategy/study
· Why?  using Tocqueville’s Democracy in America 
· Single example/instance studied in depth - individualist democratic society (eg. when talking about the impact of gambling, the affect extends to alcoholism, drug use, etc.) 
· Rep of general category/claim - Democratic states 
· Suggests further research - spread of democracy 
· Theme/idea of wider interest - will the American experiment work? Does democracy work? 
· Geertz: thick description - ‘marinate’ and ‘minutae’ 
· “Building blocks” - other studies of American democracy build on his  Almond/Verba’s Civic Culture; Putnam’s ‘social capital’
· Techniques:
· Scholarly literature - academic sources 
· Secondary docs - books, non-fiction stories 
· Primary sources - newspapers, journals, government records 
· Interviews
· Field work - go to the place/visit, experience, go into archives 
· Types:
a. Representative - example samples; Canada, Sweden, USA healthcare 
b. Prototypical - may become example to others; Brazil’s economy, Bangladesh microfinance 
c. Deviant - different; Switzerland (no standing army, avoided the war), Japan (no standing army since WW2)
d. Exemplary - referent/top case of all others; French Revolution, Indian independence 
e. Critical - ‘proposition least favourable to its validity’; imposition of Iraq democracy (vs. Japanese democracy) 
Comparative Studies
· Case studies are important in a comparative way 
· Why?
· Understanding
· Broadens knowledge - expands out known ‘political universe’ 
· Context of political developments - understand circumstances, specificities of political processes 
· Overcome ethnocentrism - anti-dote to our narrow view or experience (eg. India - woman raped on a bus; we assume this is ‘fine’ because of the typical behaviors that happen in India) 
· Classification
· Group - similar political phenomena 
· Distinguish - dissimilar political phenomena; differences between similar 
· Test
· Hypothesis / explain - using multiple cases to develop this (should the UN intervene in intra-state civil wars? - look at various situations to compare to your situation and test the claim) 
· Unique factors - phenomena/process only found in one or few political communities 
· Comparative factors/types - capitalism; capitalist states (how is capitalism found differently in various parts of the world?  looking at whether or not capitalism itself has some unique intrinsic ‘thing’ we can look at) 
· Prediction
· X is likely if Y based on assessing factor Y in multiple cases 
· Selection bias: ‘cherry pick’ cases which confirm your view/position/argument; eg. I am the best son ever according to my mother 
Qualitative Study
· Account for differences/similarities between countries
· Focus: cases > variables - analyze the whole instead of the parts 
· Most similar - Moore: democracies in Europe and Asia 
· Most different - USA healthcare vs. every other healthcare system in Western  Industrial States (Canada, Western and Northern Europe, Australia, New Zealand, and Japan) 
Quantitative
· Statistical research
· Focus: variables > cases - parts more than the whole (find out particular detailed information) 
· Correlations (not causes!) - not saying “X will cause Y”  correlations look at relationships between different variables 
· Regression/Best Fit line - variables are related 
· Positive correlation - move together and have an ‘in tandem’ impact (education and wealth) 
· Negative correlation - move apart as one variable goes up (less education and wealth)  the more time you spend watching TV, the more likely your grades will go down (one doesn’t always lead to the other)
· Outliers - college dropout and wealthy: Gates, Zuckerberg, Jobs 
· Spurious correlation - above ‘outliers’; math, innovation, partners, #of hours working on tech 
Historical Analysis
· ‘Thick description’
· Von Ranke: ‘strict interpretation of the facts’  ‘present the past in its own terms’ (how are we going to be assessed in the future for our actions?)
· Types:
a. Analytic narrative - actors and their interests; story/context (eg. Gandhi)
b. Path dependence - impact of the past on the present and future events/politics (eg. Holocaust)
c. Sequencing - linked to p.d. - if happened at different time? (eg. Pearl Harbour) 
d. Process tracking - how is it unfolded? 
e. Critical junctures - ‘turning points’ (eg. Hitler attacks Russia) 
f. Slow-moving causes (tipping point) - things that build up (eg. Russian Revolution, Iranian Revolution, Arab Spring) 





Comparative Politics: 
The State

· Types of states  point: types/typology of states = comparative 
1. Modern European
2. Welfare
3. Restructuring
4. Post-Colonial
5. Collapsed
6. Failed
7. Quasi
8. Supranational 
Modern European State 
· Old: cities, kingdoms, principalities, empires
· New: “state” as a form of political organization – 1600s-onwards (modern political community has a certain context) 
· Defintive elements:
· Sovereignty
· Population
· Territory
· Modern state = European state
· 1500’s: Reformation/Martin Luther = religious wars  break the singular religious-political organization of the Holy Roman Empire Church (Catholic) run by the pope  singular entity; power flowed from worker of God broken 
· 1648: Peace of Westphalia
· Ended Thirty Year’s War
· Reduced/ended power of Catholic Church in state affairs - rise of secular political authority - political authority no longer came from the power of the pope/from God  kings could run their own state 
· Confirmed king’s rule over territory without interference  sovereignty (concept of sovereignty exists today all from this point in time) 
· Tilly: war-making = state-making  important argument; suggests that war making becomes important because you need hold of peasants 
· peasant  access to taxes  armies  consolidate power
· kings  uniform political structures (feudal)  end rebellion/disagreement
· resources  standing armies (means you have territory and population control)  leader emerges  state 
· Limited to a political role/systems - goal: develop power, political control and authority 
· Focus: consolidation, taxes, armies  state-building 
Welfare European State
· Welfare states
· Western states
· 1930s/40s onwards
· Expansion to economic and social areas - interventionist state (nanny state)
· Protection from economic busts and social strife - Keynesian economics; Rawlsian justice 
· Focus: social inequality, development 
Restructuring
· Neoliberal State
· Restructuring of states
· Western states facing economic crises in the 1970s - stagflation (economy isn’t going anywhere), social changes (role of women, construction of multi-racial environments, sexual revolution); rise of Reagan and Thatcher  state doesn’t need to run everything - we need to hand back some of the public sector back to private hands 
· Growing competition in economic/industrial areas - Japan, Korea, China  deep industrialization (the middle class white working man job is disappearing) 
· Reduction of government services and supports - we just don’t have the tax basis anymore; deficit, debts 
· Focus: trade, economy
Post-Colonial States
· Post-colonial states
· Most states
· Two types:
· Settler states (eg. Canada or Australia) 
· Non-settler states (eg. India) 
· Created through four processes:
· First wave = indigenous peoples not eliminated, hand over political authorities - North America, Latin America 
· Second wave = multinational territories/empires collapse - Europe 
· Third wave = widespread empire collapse - After WWII: Asia, Africa 
· Fourth wave = post-communist states - 1990s onwards: Eastern Europe (Russians created ‘satellite states’) 
· Focus: independence, self-governance
Collapsed States
· Collapsed states
· Cannot provide basic needs, order and security - environment where they cannot really function or thrive  
· 
· Power lost to competing groups - arguments ensue amongst authoritative bodies
· ‘Monopoly of violence’ contested 
· Focus: maintaining state features
· Afghanistan and Iraq 
Failed States
· Failed states
· ‘Monopoly of violence’ no longer
· Cannot perform basic functions of the state
· Focus: re-building state, disarming challengers
· Somalia
Quasi States
· Quasi-states
· Some post-colonials states
· Sovereignty lost to/limited by external forces - they’re effectively dependent on foreign actors 
· Client states - relationships to a mother country still remain central 
· Former colonizers have significant role/impact
· Little/no: economy, military power, social cohesion
Supranational State
· Supranational state (organization)
· Only one: The European Union
· Regional integration since 1950s
· “state-like”:
· Identity: flags, symbols, ’European’
· Legal: passports, trade rules, monetary policy
· Institutional: Parliament, Council of Ministers, elections
· Stresses: Inequality, ethnic strife, nationalism

· Why States?
· Why only acceptable political community? - Why is it when we talk politics do we only talk about the state? 
· Is the violence to create/maintain worth it? - Think of Middle East; fighting to construct a state through violence 
· Is it the best way for all?
· Why is the imposition acceptable?


Comparative Politics: 
Democracy

· Direct Democracy
· Self-rule – directly determine/enforce decisions affecting you 
· Rulers and ruled = one (not representation) 
· ‘self-government in which all adult citizens participate in shaping collective decisions
· Reason - we want people to be able to reason
· Public Good - it is important to remember the public good
· Responsibility – Citizens have responsibility to take responsibility 
· Only example: Athen’s Ekklesia (People’s Assembly) – 40+ times a year
· Requirement: 20+ age + Citizen
· Issues include war, peace, money, law – all political matters = long fractious meetings
· Administration = lottery chooses 500 citizens, 30+ age – changes every year
· Trial by Jury: (vs trial by combat = physical/beast vs human reason)
· Hundreds of jurors – public decision = public good
· Accountability of all, including leaders, etc. – administrators, generals, ect. 
· Flaws:
· Participation was still limited
· Large, inefficient, non-permanent bureaucracy
· No long-term planning 
· ‘steady hand to rudder to the ship of state’ missing
· No independence of politics 

· Deliberative democracy
· deliberative = thoughtful reasoned discussion of issues
· Cohen: ‘deliberative democracy’ = ‘outcomes are democratically legitimate if and only if they could be the object of a free and reasoned argument among equals’
· Habermas: democracy = communication
· Private interests = discredited
· Public reason = public good appeals – collective rights over individual rights
· Consensus = collective will – what is best for all of us?
· Flaws:
· Institutional arrangement? – how would this happen, how do we do this with out population size
· Inequalities in society affect public discourse possibilities – whose voice counts/ listened to?
· Small group discussions vs. large state populations – Ex. tutorials


· Representative democracy 
· Form of Elected government 
· Scalability
· Large states
· Universal suffrage for all citizens
· Consolidate private interests
· Necessity of Modern State?
· Schumpeter: Essay topic 2**
· Competition among parties for votes – similar to capitalists fighting for money, 
· Creates government/governance not representation – competitive government 
· Flaws:
· Less citizen voices – reps make decisions for you
· Winners vs. losers = interests are individual
· Representative vs. constituents 
· Winning voters vs. losing voters. However people AGREE to the rules
· No deliberations on the Public Goods

· Liberal democracy
· Elected rulers
· Free elections - everyone has the opportunity to access a vote 
· Limited government
· Individual and Minority rights
· Free speech/media
· Independent judiciary 
· Constitutions

· Illberal democracy
· Elected rulers
· Corrupt elections – vote fraud, ballet stuffing. But still “free”
· Personal rule
· Leader’s power is unchecked/able
· Leader will provide for and defence all
· Little to no rights
· Control speech/media
· Judiciary corrupt or overruled
· Limited constitutional restraint

· Democratization
· First wave: 1828 – 1926 > democratic national institutions in Europe and North America mainly 
· Second wave: 1945 – 1960s >political parties in West, decolonization in South
· Third wave: 1970s - onwards > post economic collapse (state debt), less government intervention – free markets/trade
· Fall of USSR>Russia, Eastern Europe  


Comparative Politics: 
Authoritarian Rule

· Non-democratic government = historical norm, historically most common form of rule
· Characterized by:
· Young & growing populations – under 30’s
· Internationally important – North Korea, Iran, China. Impact they have on International economics
· Low standard of living overall 
· Control most of the world’s oil
· High military spending
· Lots of corruption
· Political stability issues

· Authoritarian rule
· Not totalitarian rule = despot who owns/runs all through fear & mass mobilization – Stanlinism 
· Lack ideology or policy – no coherence, can change quickly
· Amass control and wealth through fear and mercantilist policies – all wealth to the state
· Limit political participation – repressive unless it is channeled into accepted views and activities 
· Unspoken limits – arbitrary, there is a limit often unclear.
· Elite rule with a leader - group
· Accommodate/negotiate interests of other necessary civil society actors –need businesses, military, church etc.
· Political instability omnipresent – vulnerable, no basic rules of politics 
· Institutions (courts, legislatures, rights, etc.) weak or not present – not independent, accountable, or able to check power
· Three key resources:
· 1. Strong military & security architecture
· 2. Patronage through patron-client pyramid – Mercantilism: economic activity to serve state interests and heavy state direction
· 3. Media control – propaganda (favourable misinformation) or censorship 
· Static / conservative

· Forms
· Personal despot
· Monarchs
· Political parties
· Presidents
· Armed forces
· Religious leaders

· Personal despot
· Haiti’s Duvalier
· Leader = (barbaric) arbitrary & Subjects = slave-like
· Power = leader – and trusted advisors/enforcers
· Wealth = leader’s ‘entourage’ - family, gang
· Institutions = leader’s behest
· Prevalent during Cold War – USA or USSR provide protection, money and arms for allegiance 
· Kleptocracy: Rule by thieves, they plunder their states 

· Monarchs
· Saudi Arabia’s Ibn Saud dynasty
· Most common form
· Stable, enduring, institutionalized – centuries and millennia old system; patriarchal
· Exist with democratic systems – head of state – UK, Canada, Australia
· Power
· Divine (God)/myth (King Arthur)  hereditary – succession = stability
· Benevolent treatment of subject – noblesse oblige = nobles must shepherd or take care of their subject 
· Wealth
· Patronage – titles usually
· Marriage / alliances

· Political parties
· 20th century: Russia’s Communist Party & China’s Communist Party
· One-party rule = control politics, economics and social system
· Lenin’s ‘correction’ to Marx: vanguard party
· Organise workers
· Lead revolution
· Run revolutionary society – dictatorship of the proletariat temporarily
· Create new institutions, etc.
· Dissolve …
· Overhaul economics, politics and society – USSR = industrialized in 25 years vs. 200 years (USA); China’s 1994 economic reform = economic power in 10 years!
· Feature:		
· Mass political mobilization
· Nationalism = identity + coercion – Mao’s cultural revolution 
· Cynicism = serve party
· Political instability – if change happens: who? What? Reverse? 
· Reform – China’s Economy
· Repression – China’s Politics 
· Institutions beholden to party – overruled 
· Leader = party, military or political elite – opaque process, internally pre-determined 
· Cadre of leaders = power struggles in party
· Wealth generated inside party structures & systems
· Corruption
· Cronyism

· Presidents
· Latin American states
· Office with personal rule
· Autogolpe: state of emergency change institutions, constitution  re-election
· Often have popular support – Venezuela’s Hugo Chavez 

· Armed forces
· Latin America, Asia, Africa
· Military government – directly or overseers
· Coup d’etat = seizure of state’s political power by those not currently or duly having it – could also be non-military 
· Military coup d’etat = junta
· Council of military officials, with leader
· Outside state support – USA, USSR usually
· Protector: Pakistan
· ‘national interest’ – US drone attacks?
· Identity – Muslim state? Secular State?
· Institutions – vs. ISI? Vs. Parliament 

· Religious leaders
· Iran
· Theocracy: rule based on religious principles by religious leaders – holy books and clerics
· All policies & leaders must go through ‘religious approval’ – religious sanctioning
· Can envelope other forms – despots to democracies – Iran is a theocratic democracy 
· Problems dealing with ‘modern’ issues: economy, international trade, monetary policy, state-centred global politics, human rights, etc.
· Do not like Mariah Carey, but also don’t like Nikki Minaj








Comparative Politics: 
Political Participation

· “any of the many ways in which people can seek to influence the composition or policies of their government”
· Distinction:
· Conventional/tradition/formal forms – voting, running for office
· Unconventional/non-tradition/informal forms – social movements, NGOs, tweeting, Facebook groups, protests, marches, revolutions and terrorism 

· Liberal democracies
· Extensive and voluntary
· Beneficial
· Aristotle: involvement in collective decision making = obligation of citizenship + personal development of human reasoning 
· Right & duty – today, we emphasize the ‘right’ but generally no ‘duty’ (exceptions: Australia) 
· Conflict
· Tension between social groups = high participation – upset/angry, want change (Europe possibly)
· Agreement and trust between social groups = low participation – things are good, act only if issues arise (USA possibly)
· Milbrath & Goel’s typology: using USA
· Gladiators – 7%: ‘political animals’, battle set agendas/issues
· Spectators – 60%: watch and comment, intermittently involved (voting)
· Apathetics – 33%: unengaged
· Problems?
· Young likely to be spectators or apathetic
· Older, educated, wealthier likely to be gladiators or spectators 
· Formal politics = limit what is ‘involvement’ 
· 2 factors influencing participation:
· 1. Resources - money, networks, education, status, communication skills; “professional politicians”
· 2. Political interest - high status, education: interested > involved > impact  feedback loop (getting involved so that things actually happen/change) 
· Political exclusion - some by choice (consider the system problematic and consider themselves a sovereign); reasons include: marginalized, unemployed, minority, language, political culture 

· Illiberal democracies:
· Limited but voluntary - choice with consequences (Pussy Riot) 
· Limits decided by president or ruling-elite - Putin 
· ‘intermittent, unstructured’ = limit civil society activity - surveillance, censoring 
· Leader decides ultimately & decisively when issues/tensions arise - unrest/protest requires action > solve/bury > no more action (the leader has to somehow get rid of the problem) 

· Authoritarian
· Controlled and involuntary  2 types: 1) extensive 2) no involvement  decided for you from higher up (extent, areas, limits, purposes)
· Clientelism – patron-client networks - Saudi Arabia 
· Personal patronage to ‘traditional, informal hierarchies’ - title and property given to you 
· Build and maintain support amongst social groups - clan division (authoritarian system is built to support clans)
· Limits formal political participation - allow you to participate as clientalist structure 
· Regimented participation
· Usually elite-driven in leftist party-based states - China, Cuba, USSR
· Mass participation, low quality - 1960’s China’s Cultural Revolution (used to clear out Mao’s political enemies)

· Social movements
· All state forms - left and right movements
· Seek to influence government policy - don’t use formal politics to get the state to do what they want 
· Not seek state power
· Support/push or oppose/prevent - intervenors 
· Have shared goal among diverse population - issue-based
· ‘unorthodox challenge’ - i.e. unusually inactive folks (people take part in social movements that usually don’t participate otherwise) 
· Loose organization - lack “hard” organizational structure/stable funding 
· Membership: core & transient - core who carry/direct and transient who wupport/fund
· Leadership issues - whose movements? How is it lead? Is it beyond that issue?
· ‘Moral high ground’ - moral entrepreneurs, moral standards 
· Change: cultural > legislature
· Consciousness-raising
· Child sex tourism - now punishable in Canada for having sex in Thailand with a minor 
· Urbanization
· Mass media:
· Journalistic sources
· Social media 
· Arab Spring’s election results: non-urban, less-educated, less-technological, less liberal = Muslim Brotherhood 



Comparative Politics: 
Elections and Voting


Elections:
· “defining institution of modern democracy” – most important part of democracy
· Functions
· Competition for political power, institutional controls – run government and bureaucracy, appointments, society’s path forward 
· Accountability – judgment, reaction 
· Communication: voters/society  parties/state – feedback, preferences 
· Authority effectiveness – consent of the governed 
· Provide government transition in an orderly manner
· Legitimacy – especially for authoritarian and illiberal democracy regimes 
· Scope = democracy – breadth or involvement of citizens/ members?
· More offices/voting opportunities – USA = 500,000+ elected offices
· Universal suffrage – all adults over a certain age
· Few limits on participation – incarceration? Education? 
Electoral Systems
· Systems for translating votes to seats (ruling/governing)
· 3 components:
· Structure of ballot – how we determine who gets on a ballet
· Open (known vote)
· Secret (unknown vote) 
· Electoral formula – how votes translate into seats 
· [bookmark: GoBack]Districting – how is geography/territory divided for representation 
· Plurality systems = Single-member plurality (SMP)
· First-past-the-post = one winner per constituency
· Winner = more votes than other candidates
· Vote for candidate, not party - affiliated to a party
· Usually creates majority governments & two-party systems (Duverger’s Law) (What generally happens is that when one party has the majority, there is only one other contending party)
· Flaws:
· Winning party needs majority seats, but not popular vote
· ‘less common’ now
· Tactical voting - vote for whom you think will win
· Gerrymandering - to try and get extra votes unfairly. Illegal, but still possible, method of rearranging elctoral district boundaries to favour one group or party in an election in that district.
· Canada - commissions independently set
· USA - state legislatures - problem for both parties
· Regional parties prevent majorities - India has never produced a majority
· Majorty systems
· Run-offs to produce winner with majority votes
· 1st round = all candidates
· 2nd round = highest two  plurality wins
· Alternative/preferential vote system
· Rank preference of candidates
· Drop least favoured candidates, and transfer votes to second, third, etc., ranked until until one candidate wins a majority of votes
· Proportional representation systems
· Goal: create genuine reflection/translation of voting results into composition of legislature & government + equity/compromise
· Seats in legislature reflect each party’s % of votes in election
· Often require coalitions to govern
· Usually a minimum threshold - % of votes
· List System
· Voters vote for parties = party has list of ranked candidates who will get seats based on % of votes translating into a certain number of seats
· Closed-party list (Closed Ballot) = vote for party  party has already selected candidates for legislature - easier to diversify: women, minorities, etc.
· Preference-voting list (Open Ballot)= vote for party’s specific candidates  voter selects which party candidates go into legislature - better reflect individualised preferences
· Converts party support into seats
· District magnitude = size of electoral district
· Many within state = favours large parties, not small ones - most common
· The whole state = develop/enhance smaller party representation - Israel, Netherlands
· Preferred system of ‘reformers’:
· Dissipates power away from powerful parties - prevents return of the “old guard” or authoritarians (Eastern Europe)
· Encourages minority & ideological parties’ representation - peace through bringing them into the system (Israel)
· Mixed Systems
· Mixed member proportional system: vote one local riding candidate + vote rank-order of party/party candidates
Electing Presidents
· National ballot: majority votes + no compromises
· Direct election = vote for presidential candidate
· Majority run-off
· Indirect election = vote for elector of president
· Electoral college formula
· Features:
· Head of State
· Only = France
· Head of Gov’t, too = USA
· Term usually same as legislatures
· Limits on length of term & repeating
· Authoritarian and illiberal Presidents do not follow the above
· Next election date
Referendum, Initiative, Recall
· Most have minimum start thresholds
· Specific number of citizens support
· Percentage of population support
· Filing fee & deadline
· Referendum
· Government-initiated = gauging direction from voters
· Most are non-binding
· Functions:
· Voter education on issues
· Feedback to politicians
· Safety valve - speak > move on; legitimate closing of debate or action
· Initiative
· Citizen-initiated = giving direction to politicians
· Low success rate
· Agenda-setting initiative = focus politicians on particular issue - California: taxes, education
· Some linked to legislation = bind authorities to follow
· Recall
· Citizen-initiated removal/recall of elected politicians
· Usually high thresholds
Turnout & Voting Behaviour
· Liberal democracies = declining voter turnout
· Parties cannot get out the vote - old model?
· Decreasing party identification - mid-aged
· Party de-alignment = not join any parties - youth
· Optional - is mandatory a political violation
· Government = ineffective, or not ‘true power’ - corporations, social movements, etc.
· Voting decision = personalized, not party-based
· Educated about issues - don’t need parties, or formal politics to get involved
· Parties as barriers or distorters
· Not obligation to community, but voting personal interest - vote only if it furthers your interest OR prevents hurt to your interests, not for the public good (Aristotle/Greeks = problem!)








Comparative Politics: 
Political Parties


Why important?
· Universal suffrage  Mass participation  Mobilize voters - need the votes to win power 
· At no other point in history has there been the opportunity to vote for this many people 
· ‘Shape collective interests’ - broker (bring together different interests we have and figure out how to incorporate that), compromise, consolidate before getting into government
· Some constitutions: recognize & ban non-party candidates - no independents; may prevent some parties from forming (eg. Nazism in Germany) 
· Schumpeter: politics = competition among parties - fight over who governs/decided; not really a fight over ideas 
What is a Party?
· Organized group of people - core group to any party that developed the ideas
· Has a party ‘label’ - identifiable at elections; makes voting either: party is recognized by the candidate
· Selects & supports individuals vying for public office - training for the person, provide money, develop platform
· Usually shared identity & objectives - ideology, policies, identities 
· Two sides: party in society - get votes - & party in legislature - get power and make laws/hold onto that power 
· Michaels’ Iron Law of Oligarchy: a ruling elite forms in all organizations
· Leaders = organized, knowledgeable & seek enhanced power - party’s image, strength, etc. 
· Elite determine/mediates leaders - candidate selection, policies/platforms, ‘manage’ voters
· Career politicians - new phenomenon; earn a living and pension, ‘pension owners’
Party Membership
· Steady membership decline since 1960s  volunteers closer to election day for various tasks
· ‘dealignment’
· Bonds based on religion, class, etc., diminishing - voters don’t use parties to push identity agendas/protection 
· Younger people prefer social movements - transient, issue-based membership 
· Selected leader by vote or consensus (cadre = amongst elected members)
· Draw members into the party
· Charismatic talents - is it style over substance?
· Selection processes are being used to pull in members, enhance profile, build leaders
Party Financing  
· Many states have either public funding of parties or subsidies - goal is to have less corruption; focus on the ‘public good’ over interests (US is the classic example of what we don’t want) 
· Hard money: 
· Monies raised for party through donations
· Regulated - limits/caps, disclosures 
· Soft money:
· In-kind services or activities (eg. go in car and putting signs up - you are taking on costs associated with that) 
· Run un-official campaign
· US - money is considered free speech  no more spending limits for third-parties who want to contribute 

Party Types
· Cadre/caucus party: 
· Formed inside a legislature by already elected legislative members
· Most common, especially before franchise extension
· Eastern Europe
· Mass party: 
· Formed outside legislature to elect representatives to achieve party’s goals
· Post-1945 phenomenon
· Catch-all party: 
· Seek electoral success = govern, not represent 
· Support from multiple sources & constituencies
· Most of our parties are catch-all - try to have a national mindset 
· Impact of ‘national’ mindset, mass media, etc.
· Niche party;
· Narrow support base parties
· Extremes of the ideological horizons
· May succeed, but not national or broad support
· Principled version of a catch-all party
· Western Europe								
Party Systems
· One-party system = the state or state-supported - Chinese Communist Party
· One-party-dominant system = one party consistently rules, but no state support - Congress Party of India 
· Two-party system = two parties alternate running - the American system can fall under either depending on the political climate 
· Two-party-plus system = third parties may consistently play a role - the NDP often play this role in Canadian politics 
· Multi-party system = three or more parties with an effective role - Israel 
Parties in Non-Liberal States
· Same as controlling political participation 
· Single, dominating party with succession process
· Disguise or shield behind party to entrench personal rule
· Provide access to jobs, money, etc.
· In the hands of a strong leader
· Begin with ideology, but end with pragmatic approach to holding power
· Construct network to maintain control society, etc.


Comparative Politics: 
Interest Groups


Why important?
· Similar to parties: connect society to government – intermediary 
· Difference from parties:
· Narrower agenda & issues – intervene, invest 
· Goal: influence government policy – change, outcomes sought
· Not fight elections to be government – involved, engaged 
· May be a focused, resourced, consolidated social movement
· US Guns = gun advocates + 2nd amendmenters + manufacturers + sellers+ buyers = NRA 
· ‘Low-key approach’
· Bureaucrats – develop the laws; clarify, enforce regulations
· Legislative process – amendments, stalls, delays, parameters
· Media messaging – change the message, affect context for legislation and rules
· NRA: gun liability -> ‘guns don’t kill people’; guns in schools -> school safety
· Fraser institution and funding cuts -> innovative ‘choice’ program – choice on what you fund. 
· Provide:
· Expertise – scholars, experts in the field, professional organizations, past members of bureaucracy/government 
· Minority voices – visible minorities, unions, corporations. 
· Social Status and location
· Point of View/those who disagree 
· Expanded competition – encourage ideas to compete, provide basis for considering other viewpoints, freed from constraints of votes (election) or responsibility 
· Critics:
· Thwart democracy – engage unelected bureaucrats, narrow discussion in election 
· Corrupt democracy –legislators, biased research, blackmail (strikes, scare public, bribery) 
· Against collective good – focus on their issue; not worry about what’s best for everyone
· Amplify a very narrow interest – environment and economy; elderly and healthcare cost; university debt and student drinking/sex 

What is/Types of Interest Groups
· Non-governmental groups with narrower focus and more stable membership than social movements, with a specific goal of influence/changing legislation, policies

· Protective groups
· Narrow, stable membership – core and steady membership
· Focused interested –single-issue (and related things)
· Policy-level research – for effective input with government
· Change government policy in their interest/issue area – outcome and criteria for success
· Governments listen = expertise, resources, constituency – aids in cresting better policies through better flow of knowledge 

· Promotional groups
· Broader membership - anyone
· Promote, advocate, campaign, etc. – use media a lot more
· Generalists: ‘ideas, identities, policies & values’ – leave to others to develop specifics; hem in the context
· ‘Credit-card membership’ – transient; information-only; involved but not actively

· Peak organization
· Umbrella group
· Usually represent a consolidation of protective groups to government – sector union, professional organization 
· Often capital or labor in Western systems
· Corporatism: compact between capital & labour & government
· Labour: peace, negotiate, wage/job protections
· Capital: stability, wage/job predictability, quality assurances
· Government: cooperation & stability, sector-wide predictability, protection of industry, votes
· Western Europe, especially. Germany, Sweden, etc. 
Interest Groups in Liberal Democracies
How to explain IGs? – liberal’s agent (Marxist = Bunk)
· Pluralism
· Democracy = competition of ideas & agents  - between the government and people layer= consolidate representation and interests
· State
· Umpire, independent, broker – has to balance constituencies 
· Interest groups compete for its attention = influence laws & policies
· Rule by active minorities: not everyone is politically engaged
· General government policies = specific impact through bureaucracies, etc. – interest groups understand and bring feedback/info (or exploit??)
· Elites & experts get engaged, but in their narrow areas – stakeholder groups 
· Check on government – scrutinize, monitoring
· Most active in USA and other federal states
· Criticism:
· Active = resourced, connected, elite –‘career interest groups’
· State is not neutral = pick which groups it will engage
· Issue networks
· Consolidation/work around an issue – solve problems, provide options
· Policy community/village: interest group + state officials – environmental issues requiring scientific expertise 
How Influence?
· Direct discussion with policy-makers
· Protective interest groups
· Engage politicians and bureaucrats
· Influence before or after legislation is passed to be effective
· Use courts to initiate or change rules
· Indirect influence through political parties
· Support political party or parties
· Pragmatic links = focused policies sought amongst generalities – looking for an actual impact on legislations and politics 
· Indirect influence through public opinion – get people to change their view on an issue, not so issue on policy, but moral behavior and social change. MADD, women’s rights, rights of minorities 
· Primarily promotional groups
· Move public opinion, discussion  social context
· Lobbyists
· Paid promoters for interest groups, social movements, etc.
· ‘hired guns’ = connections, networks, ‘the goods’
· Broadly effective = no
· Narrowly powerful = yes  big clients = big results – not meant to change public opinion, just a narrow piece 
· Key Issue: overwhelming impact on/ intervention in an issue 
Conditions for Influence
· Legitimacy – depends on political culture, Canada doesn’t like lobbyists, US does
· Unions = low; Business = high
· Elites favoured = doctor, lawyer, teacher
· Membership – most powerful and best connected (Doctors) 
· Many? Active? Resourced/resourceful? Powerful? Linked in?
· Consolidation = power peak organizations
· Resources – Interest groups only has powerful as they can afford
· Staffed? Organized? Regular presence? Expertise?
· Lobbyist tend to have the most powerful ones consequently 
· Sanctions
· Impact elections and political party fortunes? – Select elections
· Create social disruption?
· Affect bureaucratic direction and outcomes?
· Withdraw support, resources, etc.? – Difficult for government to enforce? Covered**
· Media shaming? – Embarrass governments 


Comparative Politics: 
Constitutions and Law


Why?
· Study of laws  gives us study of politics – Aristotle codifying constitutions 
· Two basic elements:
· Basic behavior rules for citizens
· Limit on powers of governing officials
· Modern liberal democracies = rule of law ‘Government of laws’ – benchmark for authoritarian and illiberal democracies 
Types of Law
· Common Law system: in Canada
· British system and colonies
· Like cases = like decisions – ensure equity, similarity 
· Stare decisis: past decision by courts of equal or higher jurisdiction bind/limit lower court rulings – rule of law, reliability/predictability, hierarchy of courts 
· ‘Judge-made law’: independent, separate – adjudication 
· Civil Law system: 
· Continental Europe & their colonies, Quebec
· Judges make decisions based on principles of law – law is parameter for decision making 
· Judges determine facts of cases & apply relevant laws
· ‘Judge-applied law’: government space, administration – enforcement 

Constitutions
· Why? (before getting a car, you want to know what you’d like the car for)
· Functions:
· 1. Limit state power over citizens  rights - individual, group, governments (J.S. Mill - right to punch someone in the face ends at someone else’s nose; aboriginal minorities recognized; legal for government to remove someone from somewhere if they are a threat)
· 2. Map of power: institutions, powers, etc.  governments - especially federal systems (how national level of government reports to provincial) 
· Circumstances resulting in change of governing structures and institutions needs to be addressed - independence (our constitution emerged when Britain needed release from some of their colonies - cost, risk of rebellion - and we gain independence for the needs of our country) democratization (through the 1980’s) 
· Usually seek to limit power of rulers - limit authority (especially arbitrary) - mobility rights for example
· Two types:
· Codified
· Single, written document & supplementary laws (Canada Act 1982, Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms) 
· Formal structure of state - set up institutions (levels of governments, relationship to aboriginals, legislative branch, senate) 
· Specify powers of all institutions & levels - power map 
· Limit of government powers - in relation to citizens and other levels (eg. people with mental illness - can they be kept against their will in asylums? - no, it has to be under review) 
· Rights of citizens (rights of citizens vs. limits) 
· Usually federal states 
· Uncodified
· Most common - most states unitary (one government runs state - France, Britain, New Zealand) 
· Tends not to be a constitution 
· Many documents & laws - interlocking combination make a sort of constitution (over time laws have been enacted that build up) 
· Range of powers, rights, institutions, etc., through tradition/practice, some codified - conventions: historical practices which become rules/norms (unwritten rules that become the norm) - eg. the relationship between the Governor General and Prime Minister in the public eye 
· Amending constitutions
· Rigid constitutions
· ‘stable political framework’ - we know what each level of government has (eg. federal can do a lot in terms of environment) 
· Ensure ‘equilibrium’
· Prevent change = amending formula - difficult to change rigid constitution (Obama would need ¾ of states to agree to gun law change) and it’s meant to be hard to change so those in power won’t mess things up 
· Judges interpret/change
· Usually codified federal systems
· Canada, US
· Flexible constitution
· Adaptable
· Change easier = pass laws that change the constitution (don’t have to pass amendments) 
· Representatives interpret/change - have the power to change things when it becomes a problem 
· Usually uncodified unitary systems
· UK, New Zealand 
Judiciary & Constitutions
· Most states have appointed judges who interpret laws, render decisions, and provide remedies or enforcement options
· Branch of government responsible for interpreting constitutions and laws (can’t create or enforce but can interpret - sometimes this actually creates the law) 
· Judicial review
· Power of courts to interpret constitution and rule of legality of government laws & actions with reference to the constitution or other laws (law brought up, how is it interpreted, is it legal or illegal) 
· USA in 1803: Marbury versus Madison – Chief Justice John Marshall strikes down Judiciary Act (1789) as ‘unconstitutional’ - Marshall argued that it is place of US court to say if legislative/executives have overstepped, not the president) 
· 1610: Dr. Bonham’s Case & Justice Lord Coke did same but overruled by Parliamentary Supremacy
· ‘Globalized’ 
· Limits:
· Constitutions have ‘strict’ wording & spirit - reasonable interpretation (American constitution: ‘we the people’ but the document is about individual) 
· Judges decide narrowed constitutional matters, leave breadth to politicians - overraching will delegitimize (police need way to investigate things that may overstep constitution for the broader safety of the people) 
· Will the executive or legislative branch enforce or change? - always a possibility - Quebec’s language law (can’t make French the only signs) 
· Supreme vs. Constitutional courts
· Supreme = appellate  concrete review appealing on the basis of law = specific but wide-ranging consequences, with detailed analysis and explanation - usually common law; abortion doctor charged with murder, free trade
· Constitutional = reference  abstract review = uphold or strike down, little explanation (thumbs up or thumbs down) - usually civil law; France and continental Europe, right issues 
· European Court of Justice = judges EU law  impact on European institutions, but also state-level law - state domestic laws can be struck down regardless of state-level laws or constitution (say that N.A. rule was over Canada and US - second amendment regarding gun laws invalid and US would have to change it) 
· Judicial activism
· Judges making laws or public policy
1. ↑ government regulation = ↑ court arbitrator - economy (eg. change in house door size would have economic effect on carpenters, house market, etc.) 
2. Groups use courts where political representation has failed - Metis in Canada (spoken to MPs, nothing has worked) 
3. Growing links to international laws/references - UN Declarations, International Criminal Court 
4. Judiciary’s prestige, importance, impartiality, independence = ↑ authority - Obama’s healthcare bill = SC decides okay because it’s a tax (people thought it violated rights - SC made it a tax to get around it)  
· Administrative law
· Administration of public offices, public policy & rules by public officials
· Relationship to wider legal system is always contested: judges? Political representatives? 
· Separatism: separate courts, civil code - France 
· Integrationist: single court system but may have limited administrative courts below a certain level - Canada (when there is an issue of the top level, it can be appealed to top court no matter what the legal division - common, civil, administrative) 
Legal Pluralism
· More than one legal system in a state
· Multiple influences, e.g. indigenous, settler, international in Canada
· Semi-legal bodies, e.g. professional associations, athletic regulators
· Indigenous law
· Usually in colonized states
· Customary laws seeking group-to-individual balance = equilibrium
· Reconciliation, retribution, reparation?  ‘repair tear in social fabric’ - there to reintegrate people 
· Transitional justice - different form; how do societies with the worst form of violence bring back their justice
· Religious law
· Use of religious texts, doctrines and rules (religions are often based on things we find important) 
· Usu. regulator or social relations, personal choices, and morality (don’t kill other people) 
· Canonical law: based on Christian texts and values, e.g. Catholicism or Evangelical (very extreme - Baptist laws in the US prohibit some kinds of music)
· Sharia law: based on Islamic texts and values - mostly Middle East 
· Most states are built on some religious laws/rules  codified morality - West = Judeo-Christian 
· Extent of religious law or oversight depends on state - theocracy in Iran to secular state in France 
· Issue: rights of non-dominant groups - minorities, women, etc. (their rights might be violated if religious law is dominant) - outside of London, there is a school that practices corporal punishment, even though it was part of what parents and children consented to, it’s not okay
· Canada - limited recognition of religious ruling (not consenting to annulment), Aboriginal law has elements of religion, cannot trump Common Law system (unless theocracy, religion is usually just underlying in society) 
· International law
· Treaties between governments
· UN or other international organization declarations & treaties
· Now: cover social, economic and other issues, not just wars or territory
· States sovereign = choose which laws to follow, incorporate into domestic legal system, etc. - ECJ is unique (court outside of state making determination) 
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