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institutionalism 
was the first political theory
they will look at things like 
constitution , government , cabinet,
parliament they studied laws to explain how the state works. how things were set up 

criticisism in the 90's its descriptive it docent tell you why.. it will tell you the way things were. 
if you don't ask why, you can't come up with theories. forces on constitution was too narrow

rise of behavioulism beause of the cold war the saw that not only Europe existed

system theory: David easton. look at how all of the component people and society form the government. people have demands of the government
 as a result the government responds to a policy and people react to the policy. by happy s the support. Or not happy demonstrate. you reach an equilibrium point because the government ed up getting it right.

structural fonctionnalisme almond 

types of input changes: 
input ---> intrest, aggregation, political communication, articulation 

output----> application ,adjudication

critics
new institution
marxist

political culture:

a shared set of value, believes.
i the us people are always questioning authority. 
non democratic culture, people are very respectful 


Notes on lecture.
Politcs is about who gets what, when and how?
Poeople compete to have the power to decide over scares ressources. Gov has acces to ressources and decides who gets them. They dicide where they put the scares ressources. 
WHAT IS COMPARATIVE politics: we look at politics inside the country. Like political parties work, how gov and citizens relate to each other. How gov is organize. 
Single case studies. Mexico dictatorship… compare to find pattern and to come up up theories. Most similar and most different.
Why is theory important? A uristic tool?. When you know theory then you know what went on ahead of time. iT’S  a lense trough wich you can see the world simplified. 
Until 1950 dominant theory is institutionalism Now called old institutionalism 
They would look at things like institutionalsim, parliament, cabinets bureaucracie, and study how these institution were organized in wetern Europe. They look at all that to see how a state worked.
Citizised beaucause its descriptive. It does not tell you why constitution where developed how that way. It will tell you how they way things were but not why.
The  approach was a theoretical: it’s non theoretical because you could not come up with generalization. If you are not asking why then you cannot come up with answers.
The focus on institution was too narrow. You have to consider society to help u explain these why question.
After ww2, we get into behavialism. After ww2, the balance of power in the world changed, suddenly, the us became a major power, soviet union as a major power = cold war. Fitting for alleagnce of other countries and even Africa. Scholars then realize that hey have to take their blinders off and see what going on with them to be able to explain what’s going on. Study of institution get wiped but we are going to focus on actors, now we are going to focus on things people do. People create constitution so we have to look at actors to figure out how political works. Ind actor exist around the world. If we can come up with theories about how people act around the world thenwe can apply that everywhere. 
System theory: first important theory to come out. David  easten, tHE STATE, THE GOV as separate entities and citizens as closed off entities but we are going to look at all of it together.you do that by imaginig that you have a gov and outside u have the people. 
People have demands on the gov,(inputs) in gov people decide how to respon to the demand so you get (output) gov responds with policies
People  1. They are not happy they demonstrate
           2. they are happy so they support.
The idea is to reach an equilibrium because gov will eventually get things right. This is good to exlain the way things happen in any type gov.
-Grabiel almond.(structural function?) adds to the system theory. He wants to add to imput and output: different types of people and different demands. 
Input - intrest aggragation: people with similar interest are brought together.
---- Intrest articulation: not just organize but voiced. 
---- Political communication: broacation info. How political is communicated
---- Political socialization: the process with which polital parties go by, social, family etc… the way individual come to take on the ideas they have.

Output: - rule making 
Rule application 
Rule adjudication.
it MAKES RULES,  tough bureaucracies it applies rule and trough the judiciary, it adjudicates those rule. He wanted to take this idea and plug it anywhere in any king of functional system. 
Of course the missing piece. The people of the gov do things that you don’t ask them to do. System theory does not account to it. In the input side, we have big business that have a lot more ressources, in term of finance, network, etc… the average person does not have that kind of power.
Marxist say society does not work like that, it blocks out class difference. It explains equilibrium but it doesn’t explain change.

One of the good thing that came out of behavioralism is creating grand theories.  They did a lot of quantitative data. Our brains do not always understand so variables where used. 
Other thing that came out of the post war era is political culture: one Asian and African become independent, they become dictatorship. They fail at democracies. Researchers wonder what happen. Why would they want to keep being oppressed. The idea is that democracies appears in a special type of culture. 

What is culture: Shared set of values among a group of people. Like in the state people don’t trust/ question authority. In Mexico, people are very respectful of authority in those non democratic cultures. They do not question all the time. 
People bought so much into the American dream so they vote republican not realizing that it puts them at a great disadvantage. Those political culture create stereotype, one of the main critics. Not homogenous people. Change is possible.
New vs. old institionalism : institution take on a life of there own, the have their own effect.

•	error of the critics. is over simplifying. critics are wrong 
•	political economy. one is marxists and one is smith
•	focus is between states and markets. the politics is shaped by the economy. 
•	
•	marksist, say the way the economy, it creates inequalities hence inequality n politics. (capitalist) so make everything equal and then politics would be a bit more fair
•	
•	smth, capitalism is just fine we just have to fix things to make everything work in a better way. 
•	Rational choice, that culture is important. focus is on individual actions. we each have a set of goals. in any decision you make you are always maximize your own interest. if it ail get you close and closer to your goal. 
•	New institutionalism. we should leaner about institution ( any sort of broadly known set of rules and regulation) goes way beyond the old. not only formal but a the sets of rule. institution take on a life of their own, 
•	
•	patronage, support me and bring other electors and you get a good place in bureaucracy. (institution) people know and follow the rules. 
•	
•	insitutuion, intrest( rational chioce) idea, individial, (studies where u get leaders act they way they do , international environment, interactions and those are peter or davids 5 i's
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how is important is freedom of speech in a democracy. (movie) whats it limit

ask a research, answer, present a set of evidence to demonstrate  that research is valid. does the research presented 
what does freedom mean, why is it important in a democracy and hoe far should it go.
who creates those limit if there are.
who polices moral correctness or is it religious group that pro lots of money to the leader that put pressure on the people freedom of speech.
your freedom goes as far as the next person's freedom beggin.

methodology 

the way you go about tidying something. how ur getting the info that you need to answer the question that you ask. we have to able able to follow the research path. how we collect data and hoe we end up analysing it. 
observation (identify what interest u) found a pattern they thought it was interesting 
ask a question. how something works
hypothesis is an educated guess.  cause independent drop the agent that ou introduce to see the effect, effect dependant fall (define the terms) for corruption and economical developemnt 
start testing  drop the pen and it falls. you can test and test. because it has happened so many times it can be a theory
watch a dev over 50 become a democracy, case study, you can study the evolution of their economy and see what happened to their politcs. compare a few other countries. each time you see democracy becoming stable the economy is going better. you can compare a contrie from each continent. for here maurice duplessi or meme avant la configuration.  

Most similar and most deferent case studies.
start building theories
how to define democracy.  elections, civil rights and liberties, make sure you define the maning of your concepts. stable: free elections 
for corruption. observe people have to be honest. patronage, elect or vote for me, u get a good seat in politics. or you kid would be in a good school. 

oct 4 The film
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[bookmark: _GoBack]watch the dawn movie, social cleavage r striking. The party scene and the family eating scrap from the ground. What is the importance of strong leader ship. in order to make change, how strong is the leader have to be. In order to have a strong democracy, u need a strong civil society which is mobilized citizen on their own deciding organize, participate… if mushraf wasn't as strong none of the reform would have taken place. what ever has happen in paki has happened because of strong leadership
<dinner with the preseident> 

The State: faber: defined territory with a lasting org, democrat, mitalitary and tell citizens what to do. it is anarchy and only that could use the force to protect or against citizens.

Development of the modern state.

Egype and mesopotamia, we already had city states. 400 bc. structures, basic division of labour

Then accent greece 800 bc
acient rome
how do we organize ourselves,
futalism. the people had lands, lords, and they where attache to the earth.
Hw does the modern state came from 1) mercantilism: trade. kings try to explore over seas and trades overseas. creating of a new class as they where making money off of their orgnaisationl trade. real middle class, which is called bourgeoisie. then thy start wanting a say in politics. because queen and kings are taxing those fool and the want to have a say in what they do with their money. then come capitalism. 

2 theories of why states are they way they re today. Contractarian and predatory 
contractarian :they stick together to have some kind go organization to feel secure
needed a political organization to protect fiscal security and in force contract. is was only trow this kind of catration that they can advance their economic achievement. 
society enters into a conratc with the state. (hobbs) they have to give up a bit of your liberty so the state to protect you.  you need a powerful leader
when the states interferes with the state had to justify. lock, rouseux
preditory: war and expenditure. about kings and queen expanding their power. The cyclical dynamic of the state formation (tilly) you need and army to conqor to get that u need resources and in order to get resources you tax population. to tax people u need u need a territory and people that will do the taxation for you. yOU NEED THE POEPLE who will go out there and collect the grain. bureaucracy starts to grow. it takes an administration. you get some rebellion with pop cause of taxation so they use the army so you crush the rebellion and the depend power and take more territory and thne that expand and tax more people. 
Democration happened by action it's a by product of all this. its like organized crime. contractarian institution is set out. it the snece that if u a business in their territory, they will come to u and tel you to pay them to keep them safe. they also keep u safe because you are in their resource. The state is continually involved in state building. and war making and if it's not i has the possibility to go. extortion. the state tax us and in retune we get services and protection, we are its client. promise us our contract, prosecute the criminals if they harm us. 

hobbs we are eveil and we need limitation 
marxist the state creates inequality and is a predator 
THEORIES OF STATE BUILDING.
Pots world war, the state starts becausems responsible not only the rule of law but our warfare: school free, insuraces.

We look at the state as individual players. WEBES.

mIgdal, the state is not the centre of power. when u go out in the country, they each have their power organization. Tribs, sect etc.. for the state to be accept the state to be in power, they have to  be able to give u something u can't get else where. they state can be only strong when it can mobolise enough resources to reach everyehnere within its society.
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DEMOCRACY… WHAT COMES TO MIND?
HUMAN RIGHT 
Freedom for speech
Rule of the people by the people
Take responsibilities to choose from
Multiple parties a choice of deferent u can choose from
Private property
Social mobility
Legislative, executive and judiciary independence
Election are free and fair

Based on normative. Ideally that’s what we want to see. on OF THE WAYS THAT PEOPLE HAVE DEFINED DEOCRACY IS TERM OF FREE AND FAIR ELCTIONS NOT JUST ELECTION THEY HAVE TO HELD REGULARLY.
Are there people that are not excluded and can    to the booth.- Free
Are they corruption –fair. The stuff we defined in the beginning, follows after these condition are expected.
A minimalist procedural allows us to operationalize. Start wth shumpeter, writing demo in the 40th he say that demo is an intuition that exist and make the election m]are made happen.

After the end of colonialism, and the democratic a lot of democracies had different characters
Thick --- we are talking about procedural cause we are talking intuition and procedure. (Schumpet)


Dahl has to add to Schumpeter he come up with 8 more characteristic
Decide what they want
   what they want
· Government make it happen

1. Freedom to form and join organization
2. Freedom of expression
3. The right to vote
4. Eligibility to public office, have the right to became candidates
5. The right of political leaders to compete for support
6. Alternative source of information (freedom of the press)
7. Free and fair election
8. Institution for making government policies depend on votes and other expressions of preffrence

Dahl is Schumpeter (+)

There a lot of times where military protects the right of the special elites.
When you know that the soldiers can come in and infringe on your sovereignty then you think twice before you take or make policies. 

Liberal democracy vs social. How state interfere in the state or not.
In a liberal democracy, we are not really free. If u are wealthy you are more free than the others. The American dream is a dream. For the people that make  it its easier when you have a good family and support system to back. The average person is not free. In a democracy, if u want to equal the gov has to step in somehow. 
 
Substantive says you have to have all these elements and have some kind of egaitarism and have the gov create that. Schefner, oaxhorn, Eckstein

To recap
· Minimalist ---shumpeter
· Thick Procedural ---- Dahl (middle)
· Substative ---- Shefner, oXHORN, ECKSTEIN

Look into what does definition are good for!

Liphart - who ens up making the government : 
1. majoritarian: it’s the majority. Single party that have or has won a majority in an election. Executive dominates the legislature. So the head od the state has more power the  other elector are. Two main parties. Usually or plurality electoral system. The winner takes all. To win election you need more than 50% in plurality you just need that most votes like Canada. Unitary states that means that political power is centralize
2. Consentual; gov belongs to the people and need as much people as possible more than majority but the form a coalition to appeal to more people. Balance of power between execute and legislature. Multipartite system. A number of party can get to power. Proportional representation. Corporatist. Negotiation among labor and big business and the rep of each groups come up with policies. You tend to have federalism, usually more decentralize, have jurixdiction not just the central
Theoretical, ideally if u were a demo you would have to have all of these characteristic. But none fit all so it gives us an idea.

The are more waves toward democracies than away. 
1. 1826 to 1926 first wave od democratization
2. reverse weave.  A period of time which more regime become non democratic. 1918 to 1933
3. 2 weave of democratization 1945- 1962. African states get out of colonization. All the countries that shifted are coming back  to democratie.
4. 1962 to 1975 reverse shift, tried to have democratic regime fail in a a lot of African countries rise of authoritarian regime in Latin America
5. Portugal, Spain, -- new shift in democracies in Latin America In 1974. Collapse of the soviet union and the fall of the berlin war fall
6. Reversal since the 3rd war. Haiti, Russia
Now we are not sure because the Arab countries a democratizing but then we are not sure of where they are going. China has conceded down on free info since.

How do democracy arise and become statble?
Why do some switch to democrasies
Disagree with…
  Modernization: Lipset, the more wealthy a nation the more likely democracy will be democratic.
He determines by, income, technolisation, degree of urbanization, literacy rate. High degrre of modernization. He look at European English countries and foun that all of these countries where hight on these point and the non democratic di not rate very high. So he liked them together.

1. Przeworski and limongi about 3 decade later, the wanted to statistically test if his theory was true and to see if moderation has an impact and it has none. The compare all existing democratic countries. The used the criteria of series of free election and frequent turnover. This is how the identified wich countries are democratic or not. If a country is democratic and it’s likely to stay if economic develepement is high. Economic instability is the worst for democratie , instability and fashism install. One of the key reason why musollini ang hitler came to power.
2. Structuralism: Political economist with a strong Marxist bent. Moore) the land owning people start becoming capitalist. The pay paysant and they consider it’s a way to  make more profit. (look notes lecture3) tough the shirft of cap and the rise of new class that alise wih the peple in power. If the aristocray did not want and bourgeoisie remained it does not work as a democratie as a result its not.   History tells you what would happen
3. Rational choice. Przeworski dicision tree. Liberalizer and reform movement, liberalizer either to stay with hard liners and oppose the movement from civilians. Dictators will not chance. Liberalization will open to help civilizer . look at the the decision tree given on moodle. Liberalizers: Part of the people in the authoritarian regime that decide to open to negociate and all
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As they go they will assigne values to the different disicion.  Individual decision prcess 

Midterm
a. Know the theories and there theorist.
b. At least one question per chapter and lecture. Key points identified in class and txt book. 
c. Comparison most different or most different.
d. How you do testing and why comparison is so important. Can u test with single case, what is it good for. 
e. Vabor DEF of the state territory admn military situate within history, mecdal, 
f. Contractarian vs.

1 SECTION TEST AND LECTURES. (10 POINT EACH)
2 SECTION FILM (10 POINT EACH)
3 BONUS QUESTION 1 WORTH POINT EACH CONTEMPORARY WOLD ISSUES
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Paper Info

-Topic: What is democracy, pro’s and con’s (info back of syllabus)
· What be say, in practice what is 
· look at area of places that intrest u. Chose some case and look at how democracie function in that courtiies and compare it to another country.

Define Democracy. (listen to recording)

Reference, chicago( look trough bloodgood papers)
case studies on Canada and egypte… we all tend to think that democracy Have the following look trough notes. 
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· Parliamentary: 
- what makes the legislature (upper)
Makes law
Appointed
Inherited 
- (lower)
 Elected representative. 


Bicameral: it represents regions, if u have a huge land mass. The more people they are in the state the more you have this kind of regional representation.
Unicameral: smaller countries, centralize and homogenous people

· Executive
· Prime Minister
· Cabinet
· Bureaucracy (not elected) hired on education, expertise, merit based job not political position. 
1. Standing committees: They are always there. They try to mirror what is going to go on in the executive. If a law is getting voted, it will go to on of the 23 standing committee. Aboriginal, heath…
Senate, has 18 very similar to the lower chamber.
2. Ad hock: go over the nomination of supreme court nomination. Is being discussed that the pm should not be the pm. This committee is formed to discuses the eligibility of the nomination.
3. Joint committees: they have both types of committees. 
In Canada we vote for candidates not parties. 

Gov gen rep the queen -- head of state 
- Function: symbolic, shakes hands, goes on trips around the world. They rep the unity of the state. They can annul laws. No precedents so they don’t do it.

In a parliamentary system, we don’t know when we will have elections. Votes of non confidence. Loose the votes on a beget. Majority and minority. (Plurality) 
Lesgislature has power over PM because responsible
Presidential state: (U.S.A)
They directly elect the president which is head of state and head of gov. they have a fix time. America every 4 yrs, mexico every 6yrs. Terms in office I 2 yrs in the state. In general half the yrs of the president. Is to hold the president accountable. (lower house) 1/3 of the lower level is elected very two yrs.

Congress: lower level
Executive chambers : presidents office
They don’t mix they stay in their own offices. The president chooses who will be cabinet from anywhere. Members cant both work for legislature and executive except for v.p that cast the decided vote. 
Pres has the power of veto. But makes suggestion on how to improve the bill
Highest power: constitution

Impeachment: When you can prove the  president is going against the constitution the u can be impeached. U don’t necessarily lose the presidency. For example, Clinton was impeached cause he lied under oath. the senate has to decide to get ride of the government. 

Problematic presendential system in a new democratie: stalemate. Get more out of readings

Fix terms, may or may nt be allowed to run after the term. Mexico no, USA u can run 2

Adv par: less wedlock, if u have a majority. In the other one if cainet member do not do as the pres do and pres veto’s nothing will get done. Pres, check and balance all the time. 

Semi pres: France. Head of state, directly elected. You have a pm, leader of the winning party. Have both kind of power. Pm has legislative power and deal wthe day to day things.

Adv. Best of both world
Diss: pm can be fired and has to have the siss of both side

President is elected for a fix term. 
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Referendum --- read for exam in the book.

Electoral regulation: voting age, woman allowed to vote                                 ( enfranchisement), choice to vote some country is mandatory.

Electoral system: the set of rule that structure how votes are cast and the  converted to position in the electoral system. 

Plurality system ( single member plurality or first past the post)
You have to be the first to get the most points
Voted for a single candidate
Fro federal election the country is divided into constituencies or district different from provinces. Single member district so u elect one person. Winner takes all system. 
The one that win in a district, the get the seat at the parliament and all of the other go home.
The problem with this however is that over 60% of the people does or did not vote conservative. Given that Stephen got 40% of the votes
Plurality system ( The single non transferrable votes)
Rather than one person to legislature there are many. Ex: district with for 4 seats and there are 7 candidates the ones that have the most get the votes.
Used in Hong Kong, in Puerto rico, Jordanian lower house,
Plurality basically means that the best one wins the seat. 

Majority system (The majority run off, two ways system)
To win, you have to get 50% +1.  
If it happens that no one win the majority then you go in a second round. So you can either keep the 2 highest or have a threshold do u need x votes to qualify for the second round 
France, Monaco, mawie, Togo( everyone that has been under French influence)
Even used in presidential elections like the example for France and the fuchsite. Electoral college, insert an extra step for a more egalitarian cause they know all of the candidates. 
Majority system (alternative vote system aka preferential voting system)
Each voter has a single vote
50%+ one. 
They way they deal with the ballet is different. They have to number every candidate or else votes do not count.
The #1 ranked candidate goes in a pile if 50% +1 then cool, if not you count and then eliminate the two lowest one. And they are redistributed.
The good thing is that the votes are not wasted. 

Both cases (Plurality, majoritarian), single member district, the winner get the seat and looser go home
Not in proportional representation. Used in western demo. Countries in Europe or Latin America. 
Ballots have no candidates
You vote strictly for a party, each voter has one vote. 
One vote = one seat
Proportional Representation system(mixed memember system.)
Two votes: first vote is winner take all and the second vote
Good thing is that you get a greater representation
In the plurality or majority, u are usually going to have a system that usually have to major parties: that count. Pro: effective in policy cause few parties in the legislature

In the proportional, you get multiple important electoral parties.
Pro: you get to chose who is going to represent you. You can vote for a small party and they might have a chance to get in. Independent candidates
Restriction: Threshold, 3 and 5% to get a seat. Differs in countries
District magnitude: the more seat u have in a district so the better the representation. 
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Miss class

What is a political Party?
· What make the difference between a military is that they are organize for the only the purpose to gain political power. The military is organized for a different purpose.
Faction: group organized to gain power however its for personal interest.
Suffrage: expansion of the citizenship. Changed from the politics where white man where the only ones that can vote
· Political parties aggregate interest and articulate them. 

We start seeing an expansion in suffrage by la bourgeoisie, English civil war. New class of wealthy merchant. They want to have access to political power. 
EVOLUTION ON POLITICAL PARTIES AND PEOPLE ORGANISE.
a. Duverger +b 
Cadre or elite parties: First type of parliamentary. It’s the bourgeoisie (aristocratic) trying to get power off the monarch.
    Monarch wanted to go to war and they taxed the bourgeoisie without consulting then so but they don’t want to, the have parliaments now. Civil war. Key achievement of cadre parties: laws on limits of the monarch. (people already in power). At election time, get the vote.

b.  Mass parties: organize by people that are not in power. People are trying to get in power. Based around classes. Permanent type of organization. They continue to be mobilize between election. Active to see what 
c. Catch all parties: Start looking like cadre parties. Appeal to the mass but professionalized. About 1950’s. The want to appeal to all kind of voters. Not just union, agriculture. Prospective becomes broader, much looser. 
d. Cartel parties: In the 70’s all kind of movement start to rise up. Big challenge to political power. Before it change go trough political parties but now its more direct. They are no more die hard party member they are not so no more founding. They get their money from big business: donation, special interest,( citizens) and government found parties. They start relying more on gov funding.
e. Anti cartel parties: New parties that they fight the entrenched. Populuss. The right wing. 
f. Business firm party: italie, spain
Corporatism: is a way to have compromise and organization in a party

PARY SYSTEM: 
types of parties
How many  they are
How big they are
A set of interaction between political system.
In a society the orgine of a party depens on the cleavages. Types of revolution National:
· Centre peripheral : linguistic and regional
· State church : liberal vs conservative
Industrial revolution: rural vs urban, employees vs employers
Nation revolution: socialism vs communism
Post people are much less interested, less interested in politics. Mobolised around identy. Materialist vs. Post material. Green, woman parties
Open vs close. Fishiest parties. Close parties that close the country 
Look in the book. 
Very strong communist and social because of economist development. In the state, there I not such thing cause the way the economy developed is that everybody started with something. No class different. So socialism, never really prevailed.
Shape of political system. Number of parties: two main ways to calculate. (Stutori) qualifying a party system. 
Small groups are not elected because they don’t have an impact or they do not have an influence. One of they way to see if they have an impact is :Enp( mathematical Formula) The formula tells us that Canada has 3 effective parties, they have power(Quatitative)
If thy can form coalition, or have the power to trated.
Black mail> Can a party bring people to bring people to protest.
Predominent party system. One parti that make things relevant: hegemonic system. They can either align with left or right wing. One poli that wins at least 50% of the votes
Bipartism system: two relevant parties that together always take about 90% of the votes. United states. 
Moderate pluralism: 3 to 5 parties. Relevant parties in most liberal system. 
Polarized system: right and left get together get in power but they don’t work to make policies and all. Italy had 44 yr and 55 politicla parties. Coaliation falls apart and new election so on and so forth
Ideoligical polarization: small parties that come together to form one big political parties so left, right, center are put together. 
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The Chinese movie. You have to take of it that institution is very important. If the teacher had stood up and put grounds, no booing, bribing, things would have gone different. Our instead is to cheat. Patronage, clientelism.   

State society relations:
- Pluralism
- Corporatism

interests group theory.
Organized interest group that have an impact on the party. Policies decision and etc…
For marxist the state is the instrument of domination. Those with money influence the sate.

Gramsci: The lower class believe into the campaign benefiting the rich. Like the American dream. The believe that the lower taxes no gov intervention. Marxist prespective. 
Pluralist Prospective. 
Liberal view, they think that the system is a multitude of interested group shares the power. Within a society, they will be different natural interest in a society so as a result you will naturally political faction aka organization. Madison id that you have to watch how those organization would interact with each other. You need some kind of intuition that would listen to everyone even the smallest ones. 
In a democracy you want everyone to actively voicing what society should like, they good ides will get stronger, as you are competing against other ides, you ides will be stronger. The best ideas will be taking by policies makers and be made into laws. 
Neo pluralist:
Dalh-- agree within a society rise to the surface of different ides. Different group don’t have the same opportunities t shape policies. group of people form groups based on their background.

Plur. The state is a neutral actor. All it does is watch competing interest group and when the strongest ideas come out it take position.
Neo plur: State takes sides because the most voters support or financial their interest would be voiced into policies. Need institution, laws to regular different interest group.
lOBBIES, people that conveive political groups to make some king of policies.
Pluralism likes up a lot to liberal democracy. State intervention. The degree which the gov intervenes in minimal. 

Coporatism.
(Social Democracy) the state intervenes a lot more, higher taxes, workers are forced to be treated right etc…
19th century doctrine. Reaction to the class difference that comes with capitalism. Social democracies is the result of capitalism and socialism. In Europe, they became fascist. Key player is the nation. Your duty Is to sacrifice for the sate. Totalitarian state. The state does everything for them. As kid, hitler had people join groups to brain wash them.   
Corprotisme: Its usually realted to shmitter: Limited number of groups active is limited. Pluralism eveyonr can have a groupe. They are organized by categories based on their intrest. Each of them is represented by one peak association. In the labour goup, labour unsion will come toegtehrto be represented by umbrella organisatio. Membership is impostant or else put aside so compulsory. State decides which categories and creates them. Competition between the groups are not allowed. You see a lot more order not competition. Rep sysem where ideas flowes up and elites rep to decide how to cooperate and may not be the direction every group wanted but they ca all gain something. Evrybody’s idea is equally accounted for. 
Sociatal corp: idea flow up
State corp: Fashist 
Consentialism  (liphart)
Belgium, austral, netherlandas. The have many official languages. Heterogenous population that function well together u ask yourself why does ths work. His answer is what they set up is a consociational democractie. Each of the different sectin have control over education, language policies. They sector deals with scolling and stuuf individually. Reps from each ector are I a centry and they together have a say in the bigger gov. encourage co
Gov by grand coalition. The small gov comes totetehr to form big gov

Mutual veto: they have veto to ensure the policies made are policies are made in benefits to all sectors
Proportionality. They are propostional to their pop sizes. Each sector gets a number of position. 
Secgmental autonomy: they amnimister religion, social language and so on.
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The importance of institution, As citizens we have to make sure that we are protected by our leaders. 

Majoritarian vs. consensus

Liphart: majoritarian and consensus.
Demo, leaders are elected. Once he is in position he was wondering where does power actually reside. 
Majoritarian: majority rules. Majority plurality: you need 50% +one to win. Plurality you just need the most votes. And in both, winners take all Power held by single party majority. Two parties are relevant: Duverger. Pluralism. Presidential (united states) unitary system
Very liberal types of democracy. focus  is that what ever the majority opinion then the majority is right

Consensus: Everyone gets a pieces of the pie. Proportional representation. Multi party system. Multiparty coalition. Corporatism and convocational democracy. Semi parliamentary (Canada, Switzerland, German) federal system.
Another type of democracy. Every type of interest should be accounted for. Minorities 
Vaber would think about the world of politic is and would think about perfect institution, ideally what would democracy be. Ideal types. None of the real world democracy fits in the ideal type definition.

Study liphart. Study elements this is very important for the exam.
Final exam-- study sheet, on Moodle.

Section one, you have to answer all question. Video
Section two, two examples of study that have been done and identify most similar system design or most different case Justify.
Section three. Three examples that you will have to identify what thory is being use and justify the answer. 

One question worth 50 points and talks about whatever we did today!
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Check the paper on moodle.
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