The Hobbesian ‘The State of Nature’

Life in the state of nature would be ‘solitary, poor, nasty, brutish, and short’

Politics: Who Gets What, When, and How?
Hardold Lasswell (1936) defines politics as “who gets what, when and how?”

That means that politics is about the authoritative allocation of scarce resources in society. 
· These resources are known as ‘public goods and services’

Comparative Politics
It can be defined as “the study and comparison of domestic politics across countries”
It is a branch of political science that seeks to better test our assumptions and theories by looking at a comprehensive approach outside our own immediate countries/surroundings.

The comparative Method
Two main approaches 
1. Inductive Reasoning: means by which we go from studying a case to generating hypothesis

2. Deductive Reasoning: starts with a puzzle and from there generates some hypothesis about cause and effect which will then be tested against a number of cases
Introduction to the Modern State
According to Marx Weber, a State can be defined as “the organization that maintains a monopoly of violence over a territory”

That means a State:
· Has the monopoly of force/violence over a given territory;
· Has a set of political institutions (executive, legislature, judiciary, bureaucracy) to carry out its policies;
· Is typically very institutionalized; and,
· Is sovereign (has the ability to carry out actions/policies within a territory independent from external actors)

The principle of state sovereignty means that “states are autonomous and independent” actors will control, autonomy, and recognition. Despite this principle, “the politics of many weaker states have been penetrated, and stronger nations have not been immune to external influence”. 

Sovereignty provides international recognition and guarantees access to international organizations and finance. Major concept of sovereignty is the principle of non-intervention, which means that
“One state does not have the right to intervene in the affairs of another”

Sovereignty and the Treaty of Westphalia
The Peace of Westphalia was a series of peace treaties signed in 1648.
These treaties:
1. Ended the Thirty Years War (1618-1648) in the Holy Roman Empire, and
2. The Eighty Years war (1568-1648) between Spain and the Dutch Republic
These treaties initiated a new system of political order in central Europe based on:
· A sovereign state governed by a sovereign
· The principle of non-interference in another’s nation’s domestic business
· The triumph of sovereignty over empire

Sovereignty and the Universal Human Rights
Sovereignty has in recent times clashed with the “struggle to establish international rules that compel leaders to treat their subjects in a certain way”
Over the centuries human right campaigners have focused on Religious Tolerance, Minority Rights, and Human Rights. 

The need to protect Universal Human Rights sometimes clash with the ‘Principle of Non-Intervention’ that underpins Sovereignty. 
· The lack of international intervention in the Rwanda Genocide 1994
· The NATO intervention in Yugoslavia of 1999
· The US intervention in Iraq recently
This has led to the concept if the “responsibility to protect

Sovereignty and the Responsibility to Protect
The expression “Responsibility to Protect” was first presented in the report of the international commission on intervene state sovergnty. 

The Commission had been formed in response to Kofi Annan’s question of when the international community must intervene for humanitarian forces, 
It is proposed that when a State fails to project its people – ether through lack of ability or a lack of willingness – the responsibility shifts to the broader international community.

Supra-National Governments: A Threat to Sovereignty?
Are supra-national institutions like the UN, EU, NAFTA, AU (African Union) a threat to national sovereignty?
· Binding institutions like Central Bank, Courts, Parliament

By directly or indirectly intervening in domestic affairs of member’s states, these supra national government and institutions could pose a challenge to national sovereignty. 


Comparing States Ideologically
The critical question here is, what role, if any at all, should the state play in the national economy and why?
Three main ideological dispositions include;

I. The Welfare State
It is a concept that stresses the role of government as a provider and protector of individual security and well being.  This should be achieved through the implementation of interventionist economic policies and social programs.

This approach to governments stands in contrast to the minimalist state advocated by neo-liberals 

The welfare states ascribes a positive role to the state in promoting human rights and welfare against the economic and social consequences of:
· Unemployment, poverty, sickness, disability, etc…

II. The Neo-Liberal State
Neo-liberalism is an ideology that advocated an economic arena free of government regulation and restriction. Free of government participation in the market place and a shrinking of the state.

They advocate a retreat from the welfare state and a scaling back of state commitments to programs promoting equality and social justice.

Globally, neo-liberalism has been promoted by such organization as the IMF/WB

III. The Neo-Conservative State
Neo-conservatism overlaps with neo-liberalism in a number of ways. Apart from everything that the neo-liberal state stands for, Neo-conservatism also:
· Advocates for more hierarchical, patriarchal, and authoritarian state;
· It calls for a return to the norms and values of the heterosexual family;
· The traditional male and female roles in the family; and,
· A hawkish foreign policy approach 

How does a State become Legitimate?
According to Weber, Political Legitimacy emanates from 3 main sources/forms.
1) Traditional Legitimacy
2) Charismatic Legitimacy
3) Rational Legal Legitimacy 





Traditional Legitimacy
Traditional Legitimacy rests on the idea that someone or something is valid because ”it has always been that way”

Traditional Legitimacy usually embodies historical myths and legends as well as the continuity between the past and presence. Rituals and ceremonies all help to reinforce traditional legitimacy by providing actions and symbols that are ancient, unique, and dramatic. (eg. Monarchy)

Even modern institutions can develop legitimacy merely due to longevity because at its basics, traditional legitimacy is a system built on history and continuity. 

Charismatic Legitimacy
Rather than focus on history and continuity, Charismatic Legitimacy is based on the power of ideas or the “gift of grace”

An individual who can move the public through these ideas and the manner in which he/she presents these ideas typically embodies charisma. Such individuals posses a magnetism that binds who they are to what they say and when they say it.
· Jesus Christ, Mohammad, Martin Luther King, Nelson Mandela
Charismatic Legitimacy can be transformed into Traditional Legitimacy via the creation of rituals, ceremonies, and values
· Christianity, Islam

Rational-Legal Legitimacy
This type of legitimacy is based on a system of laws and procedures that are very institutionalized

In democratic countries, Presidents, Prime Ministers, Senators, Members of Congress/Parliament are legitimate because of the way and manner they got into office. People therefore obey them because they fundamentally agree with and respect the process by which they came to have their power.

In such cases, its neither the individual nor his values/ideas that are important, but the office he/she holds
· The office and its occupant is legitimate

We can compare and contrast countries based on the source, nature, and type of legitimacy of their leaders
Traditional legitimacy can be transformed into Charismatic Legitimacy
· Monarchies in Europe
Charismatic Legitimacy can also be transformed into Traditional Legitimacy 
· Jesus, Mohammed
Charismatic Legitimacy can be transformed and metamorphosed into Ration Legal Legitimacy (Barack Obama)
Federal States
Under this system, significant power making authority is transferred to regional bodies/governments that control specific territory within the country.

Some of the powers that are transferred include taxation, education, healthcare, language, crime/punishment. These powers are usually defined within a constitution and can’t easily be denied, restricted, or eliminated by any government. 

Federalism helps to represent local interests/concerns and also serve as a check on the growth of central power. Examples of Federal states include: Canada, Germany, USA, and Nigeria. 

Unitary States
Unlike Federal states, unitary states vest all political power at the national level with little or no authority to local authority. Here, the central government is responsible for all areas policymaking and implementation in the country.

Local authority in Unitary states are mostly reduced to implementing policies made by the national government and have to depend upon central governments for resources. 

Unitary states help to keep states united without recourse to regionalism and factionalism, which could lead to instabilities. Examples of unitary states include Ghana, Japan, and France.

Devolved States
Devolution is a process of increasing “state legitimacy by vesting political power close to the people”. Such a process has become necessary because states have grown big and very complex over time.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Devolution has also been seen as a way of enhancing state legitimacy by bringing political power close to the power. Examples of a developed state includes England, Scotland, and Northern Ireland. 

Power, Autonomy, and a Capacity of States
A strong state is one that is able to fulfill its basic functions/tasks to its citizens. These include its ability to:
· Defend its territory
· Make/enforce rules or rights
· Collect taxes
· Manage its economy
Weak states on the other hand are unable to execute those basic functions expected by citizens. For instance, this leads them to be unable to
· Ensure security for citizens
· Repel any rebel movements
· Ensure peace and safety
· Collect taxes and manage the economy 

The worse form of a weak state is often referred to as a failed state. This includes countries such as Syria, Iraq, Nigeria, South Sudan, and Afghanistan. 

The Nation
The idea of a nation comes from the experiences that are gathered from history of the political struggles of people. Nations share a common;
· Language 
· Family bonds
· Spiritual/religious beliefs
· Culture, etc…
The key ‘ingredient’ of a nation today is a common ethnicity. Nations transcend geographical boundaries. 

Democracy
Democracy is a ‘feel good concept’ and has positive connotation to it. No one wants to be against democracy. Precisely because of its symbolism, many countries define it differently to suit and meet their own needs. Its therefore difficult to get a universally agreed upon definition of what constitutes democracy. Its therefore difficult to get a universally agreed upon definition of what constitutes democracy. 

The word Democracy emanated from the Greek words:
· Demos: the common people
· Kratia: power or rule
At its basics therefore, democracy means a system of governance where power resides with the people. 

In a democracy, the people may choose to exercise thus power directly or indirectly. Democracy can therefore be defined as the exercise of political power directly or indirectly through participation, competition, as well as liberty. This is often referred to as Liberal Democracy.

Origins of Democracy: The Greeks
The historical origins of democracy of liberal democracy, with its institutions and practices can be traced to the ancient Greeks and Romans

Greek City States like Athens and Sparta provided the foundational stones for participatory democracy
· These states enabled all citizens to directly participate in the affairs of the state, choosing governments, policies and decisions
· In fact, to be a citizen meant that you have the capacity to participate in the deliberative affairs of the state directly
· Hence, women, children, and slaves were not considered as citizens
Origins of Democracy: The Romans
The Romans by contrast laid out the principle of Republicanism, which emphasized the separation of powers within a state and the representation of the public through elections. This was opposed to both the unelected power of the Monarch and the direct participation of the Greeks.

Thus, its from the Romans that we get the concept of legislative bodies like the Senate in current democracies. Finally, what we know as liberal democracy today is the direct outcome of Roman and Greek Republicanism and Democracy respectively. 

Democracy During the Cold War
· The Soviet Union/Communist countries see themselves as true democracies because they have full employment, universal education, healthcare, and the elimination of economic class
· Capitalist countries on the other hand see single party regimes and the lack of civil liberties as anything but democratic
SO, while Soviet/Communist countries emphasis tangible social justice and welfare success, capitalism countries emphasis intangible concepts like freedom, liberty, and human rights. 

Theories of Democratization: Modernization
“one of the most prominent theories of democratization argues that democratization is correlated with, if not caused by, modernization”

Modernization theory states that as societies become more modern, they will inevitable become more democratic. This is because modernization is associated with;
· Greater education
· Greater gender equality
· A powerful middle class
In sum, “as societies become more economically and social sophisticated, they would need and desire greater control over the state in order to achieve and defend their interests”.  From this perspective, democracy is an inevitable by-product of modernization. 

Criticisms of Modernization Theory
This theory came under an avalanche of criticisms in the 70’s because it did not square up with real life developments. 
In the 1970’s, democracy failed in many countries in Latin America while development in Asia leapt forward in non-democratic regimes. Countries like China, Saudi Arabia, Qatar, are very rich but not democratized, while other like Ghana and Nigeria are poor but democracies. As a result, assertive generalization about connection between modernization and democracy are scarce in recent times. Nevertheless, others still argue that economic development together with low inequality appears to correlate with democratization. 
Elites and Democratization 
Central to the modernization theory is the idea that a middle class is essential for democratization. This is because, a significant amount of the population will have both the resources and sophistication to want to demand and advance their rights
· Poverty is an obstacle to democracy because poor people have little or even nothing to fight for
Building on this, elite theorists argue that it is not only poverty, but also inequality that pose a significant obstacle to democracy. 

Elite theorists believe that where economic wealth is concentrated in the hands of those in power (Qatar, UAE, China< Apartheid SA) democracy is less likely.  This is because those in power are afraid of loosing their tremendous hold on economic and political power. 

Civil Society and Democracy
Scholars more interested in the role of society in democratization on the other hand have stressed the importance of civil society in democratization. A civil society can be defined as a formed of organized life, organization or group outside the state

They are no necessarily political organizations, but a fabric of organizations created by people to help define their interests:
· Sports, religion, environment, gender
These societies may not be overly political, but they serve as a nucleus of democratization by allowing members to articulate and defend their interests. Thus, wherever civil society has take roots, democratization is more likely to follow suit.

Culture and Democratization
Are some cultures, due to differences in societal norms and values, inherently anti-democracy? It has been stressed that it is western Judeo-Christian values and individualist culture that make western societies suitable for democracy. 

This explains why most western societies are democratic while most non-western democracies are less democratic.  Such an argument has been branded as myopic, simplistic, and reeks of racial stereotyping.
***India, Ghana, Japan, South Korea are non-western, however all democratic. 

The Executive Branch
The executive branch in any country has one main function. That is to carry out, implement, and executive the law and policies of the state.
Other functions of the executive include:
· Leading the state in times of war and peace
· Setting the national agenda
· Conducting diplomacy and international relations 

The executive in most countries comprise 2 distinct roles preformed by two distinct individuals. These are the roles of the;
1) Head of the State; and,
2) Head of Government 

The Head of State
In some countries, he Head of State is a ceremonial and symbolic role (The UK, Canada, Belgium, etc.)
The Head of State in these countries don’t wield any executive power, but;
· Embody the will of the people
· Represents the people both nationally and internationally
· Foreign policy, war, and peace are other functions assigned to the Head of State
These roles are very popular in Monarchies like Jordan, Israel, Spain, etc. 

The Head of Government
In contrast, the role of the Head of Government is to deal with the bolts and nuts of running a government and ruling a country.
The Head of Government in most countries is referred to as the Prime Minister and it is responsible for:
· Formulating and executing public policy
· Appoints most cabinet positions
· Sets fiscal and economic policy and taxes and trade
· Is mostly a political office/politician 

Head of Government or State Hybridity 
Yet, some countries combine these roles into only one person, also referred to as the Executive President. (US, Ghana, France, Egypt have executive presidents who combine all the above roles). 
These countries have Presidents, who:
· Lead the government on a day-to-day basis
· Sets economic and fiscal policy in the country
· Makes decisions on war and peace
· Conducts diplomacy and international relations

National Legislatures
Legislatures are also known as Parliament, Congress, National Assembly, and the commons in different countries. 
Its main duty is to:
· Consider and debate national policies
· Passing legislation 
· Approving international treaties
· Approving budgets and appointees of the executive 
Legislatures are sometimes considered the real hotbed of democracy because of parliamentary immunity and the presence of minority parties
Legislatures: Bicameral
Bicameral Legislatures have two main bodies, usually a lower and an upper house
· In Canada, Nigeria, and the U.S.A, have the Commons and the Senate
· In the UK, we have the commons and the Lords

**By contrast, unicameral legislatures have only one chamber (Ghana)

In most countries with bicameral legislatures, the Upper Chamber was created to serve as a check on the lower house;
This is often reflected in a fear that a popularly elected lower house that is too close to the people’s current mood would make rash decisions. (Tea Party in the US)

The Judiciary
The judiciary is very important in upholding law and maintaining its adherence to the constitution.
Courts differ in their powers of Judicial Review. These are:
a.) Concrete Review: This means that a constitutional court can consider the constitutionality of legislation only when this question has been triggered by 	a court case
b.) Abstract Review: Here, a constitutional court may rule on legislation without a case even before the law has been exercised. 
	
Parliamentary Government
Here, an indirectly elected Prime Minister;
· Holds executive power as head of government 
· Appoints cabinet members from parliament and directs cabinet
· Formulate legislation, domestic, and international policies
· Served an unfixed term
· May be removed by a vote of no confidence 
This is also known as the Westminster System, and is practiced in Canada, the UK, Australia, and New Zealand. 

Presidential System
Here, there is a directly elected president who holds and exercises executive power as head of government
· He/she appoints cabinet members from outside parliament and direct cabinet
· He/she formulates legislation, national, and international policies
· Serves for a fixed term and is not easily removed from office
Examples of countries that practice this include the USA and France





The Hybrid System
This is directly elected president with executive powers. There is also a directly elected legislature that work as a check on executive power. 

But unlike the Presidential and Parliamentary system, here, a percentage of Ministers of State must be chosen from Parliament/Legislature
So, it combines the strengths and weaknesses of both systems to produce something different and potentially better. (Ghana)

Elections in a Democracy
One of the key democratic instruments is the election of governments and rulers. Elections can be defined as ‘a mechanism by which the expressed preferences of citizens in democratic states are aggregated into decisions regarding who will govern’. In a democracy, elections provide the main mechanism for holding governments accountable.
· During elections, voters can decide to punish or reward a government based on its performance. 
To be credible, no eligible citizen should be prevented from exercising his/her franchise during an election

Electoral Systems
Two main types of electoral systems exists, these include;
1. Proportional Systems
2. Non-Proportional Systems


Proportional Representation
This is an electoral system that attempts to award seats to parties in proportion to the share of votes per party. Two most common forms of Proportional Representation are:
1. The list systems: requires voters to choose from among party lists or candidates on party lists
2. The single transferable vote: allows voters to rank-order their choices within and across party lines

Regimes
Unlike a state, a regime can be defined as the ‘fundamental rules and norms of politics”. In politics, a regime is the form of government or the set of rules, cultural or social norms, etc. that regulate the operation of a government or institution and its interactions with society.
Regimes therefore encompass:
1) Norms and rules regarding individual freedom and collective equality
2) The lacus of power and use of that power
3) Institutionalized, but can be changed by dramatic social events (revolutions) or non-dramatic events (elections)
4) Can be distinguished as a democratic or non-democratic
5) Are often embodied in a constitution
Examples of regimes include;
· The Nazi regime in Germany under Hitler
· The Fascist Regime in Italy and Spain under Mussolini and Franco
· Communist Regime in Cuba
· The dictatorship in North Korea
· Theocratic Regime in Iran, Saudi Arabia
· Democratic Regimes in Ghana, Canada and the U.S.A

The Government 
Unlike a state, a government can be defined as the leadership, elite or rulers responsible for running/ruling a state. 
· The leadership responsible for running/managing the state
· Weakly institutionalized and constituted
· Usually characterized by elected officials (PM, Presidents) or unelected officials (dictators)
· Limited by tenure (democratic regimes) has unlimited tenure(non-democratic regimes)

Non-Democratic Regimes
· Restricted participation; (economy, social, etc…)
· Restricted competition, and;
· Restricted liberty

Those in which a political regime is controlled by a small group of individuals who exercise power over the state without being constitutionally responsible to the public

In these regimes the public does not play a significant role in policy making and implementation and there are severe restrictions on individual liberties

Features of non-democratic regimes
· A very small group of individuals exercise power over the state;
· Governments in these regimes are not constitutionally responsible and accountable to the public;
· The public has little or no role in selecting their leaders, and as such can’t criticize these leaders;
· Individual freedoms are severely restricted, with the emphasis on stability not liberty; and,
· They may be institutionalized and legitimate 




Totalitarianism and Nondemocratic Rule
There are several differences between totalitarian and non-democratic regimes;
1. Totalitarian regimes seek to control and radically transform all aspects of the state, society, as well as the economy. 
2. They are prepared to use violence and the coercive powers of the state to remake state institutions and achieve their objectives.
3. Finally, they usually have a very strong ideological goal (Fascism, Communism). 

Modernization theory states that as societies become more modern, they will inevitably become more democratic.  
Modernization is associated with;
· Powerful middle class, greater education and a powerful middle class.
“as societies become more economically and socially sophisticated , they would need and desire greater control over the state in order to achieve and defend their interests” From this perspective, democracy is an inevitable by-product of modernization

Modernization and Non-Democratic Rule
The reverse of modernization theory is also true in the creation of non-democratic regimes. Societies that are poorly developed are less likely to have democracy for a number of reasons
1) Such societies are more likely to be highly unequal with the little available wealth concentrated in few hands;
2) As such, there is a great incentive for these individuals to monopolize political power in order to fend off any challenge to redistribute their wealth;
3)  A combination of poverty and inequality are strongly correlated with nondemocratic rule

While non-democratic rule may be correlated with poverty and inequality, this is not to say that the former necessarily leads to the latter 
· there are non-democratic regimes like USSR and Cuba that are highly unequal;
· there are very rich countries like Singapore that are non-democratic

Elite and Non-Democratic Rules
Elite theorists argue that it is not only poverty, but also inequality that pose a significant obstacle to democracy. Elites are more willing to share power when they have fewer fears of losing economic opportunities in the process. 

The longevity of non-democratic rule may be precisely due to the fact that rivals for power seek control specifically so that they can enrich themselves. 

The threat of revolution, the fear of loosing their wealth and lives may make these regimes unlikely to provide much participation, competition, and liberty. 


Elites and Resource Trap
According to the Resource Trap theory, the existence of natural resources act as a barrier to modernization and democracy because;
· resources on the ground (oil, gas, minerals) give leaders wealth necessary to run the state without taxation and since they do not tax the people, they can ignore them
· natural resources might also stun the development of a modern economy and middle class, since neither is of concern to those in power

International Relations and Non-Democratic Regimes
International relations, sanctions and military actions can and do also contribute to non-democratic rule.
Example  Post WWII soviet controls in Eastern Europe brought an end to democratic rule and eliminated civil social groups

Imperialism and colonialism have also contributed to non-democratic rule due to the arbitrariness of the borders that make consensus building difficult 
** There are some democratic and non-democratic values and norms. Some scholars argue that the adoption a=of certain values by western societies such as secularism, individualism, and liberty are inherently democratic.

Culture and Democratization
Some scholars argue that the adoption of certain values by western societies such as secularism, individualism, and liberty are inherently democratic.

These scholars argue that democracy is an unique product of the interconnected historical experience in Europe such as Christianity, early industrialization, and capitalism. 

Non-Western cultures and Non-Democratic Regimes
· Under Islam, political power and religious power are one and the same
· Laws are seen not as societal institutions to protect or advance rights, but as codes handed down by Allah that are to be defended and observed without question
· There is also the ‘Asian Values’ debate which argues that Asia’s cultural and religious traditions stress conformity, hierarchy, and obedience which are non-democratic
· Confucianism emphasizes obedience to hierarchy and its notion of a rulers ‘mandate from heaven’
· Confucianism in Asia, the Quran in Middle East and Bible in the West can be interpreted different ways to advance individual/groups needs



Control in Non-Democratic Regimes
Non-democratic regimes use 3 main forms of control. These include;
1) Coercion: public obedience is enforced through violence and surveillance using various means
2) Co-optation: members of the public are brought unto a beneficial relationship with the state and government
3) Personality Cult: the public is encourage to obey the leader on his or her extraordinary qualities and compelling ideas

Types of non-democratic Regimes
Personal Monarchial Rule
· Rule by a single leader and no clear regime or rules constraining leadership.
· Types of Control are corruption and patrimonialism (supporters benefit directly)

Military Rule
· Rule by the military (coup d’etat)
· Type of control is control of the armed forces

One-Party Rule
· Rule by one political party with others banned or excluded
· Type of control includes large party membership helps mobilize support and maintain control 

Theocracy
· This means it is a rule by God and regime based on Bible and Quran
· Types of control include religious and political leadership become one.

SECOND HALF

Politics and the Economy
Like politics, economies are made up of many different institutions – norms, rules, and values – that strongly influence how the economic system is constructed. 
· Also economic & political institutions are not easy to replace or change one they are constructed. 
Thus, economic institutions directly influence politics and vice-versa because the economy is a major arena where the struggle over freedom and equality occur

What is Political Economy?
Some view the economy as the main means by which people can achieve individual freedom, while others feel as if the economy is the central means by which people can achieve collective equality.
These views clash when different groups and ideologies have different expectations about how the economy should function and what kinds of goals it should pursue.

“The study of how politics and economies are related and how their relationship shapes the balance of freedom and equality is commonly referred to as the Political Economy”. 

Components of Political Economy: Markets
Markets can be defined as the interaction between the forces of supply and demand and they allocate resources through the process of that interaction.

Markets emerge as a community of sellers and buyers who constantly interact through the economic choices they make and range from the most complex to the basic. Markets emerge spontaneously and are not easily controlled by the State;
· Black market of drugs, child pornography, human trafficking
Market Forces sometimes need the State to:
· Enforce contracts
· Sanction activities
· Regulate supply and demand where necessary

Governments, States, Regimes and Markets
In most liberal democracies like Canada, USA, Japan and Ghana, market forces of demand and supply determine prices and value of goods

In Liberal Democratic Economies
· Property rights are tightly protected and enforced
· There is free entry and exit of the market place
· The market, not the state, plays a bigger role in the allocation of goods and services

Non-Liberal Regimes
In non-liberal democracies like Cuba, Iran & Saudi Arabia:
· Property rights are weak or non existent
· There is no free entry and exit of the market place
· The state, not the market, plays a major role in the allocation of goods and services
This is the type of regime we have in the Middle East, Africa and most of Asia

Components of Political Economy: Property
Property can be defined as the ownership of goods and services by individuals in a community. While markets can be intangible, property is mostly physical and tangible: e.g., house, car, business. 

In most liberal democracies, the right to buy and dispose of property is sacrosanct (untouchable) while in non-democratic regimes it is not. Like markets, the state has a duty to protect and enforce property rights and this duty can either be abused or used to protect private property. 

States and Private Property
One of the most complex arenas of modern property rights is in the area of Intellectual Property

“Intellectual property refers to the ownership of a specific type of knowledge or content – a song, a piece of software code, or a treatment of diabetes”
· In some countries, intellectual property is enforced while in others it is not

The existence of property rights and how they are enforced or not are a good indicator of freedom and equality in a regime because States may:
i. Fail to enforce the rights of individuals to protect their own property from other individuals by failing to make/enforce laws against counterfeiting or stealing
ii. Acquire private property as and when they please without due regard to law or paying the necessary value for the property
iii. Claim ownership of property like airwaves, oil, land, and businesses while in other states there are all privately held

Components of Political Economy: Public Goods/Services
Public goods and services are provided for the benefit of all citizens irrespective of economic, political, social, and cultural background. Examples of public goods include;· Peace
· Safety
· National defense

· Street lights
· Clean air
· Roads

Sometimes, these goods/services are inherently not profitable, but the state continues to provide them nonetheless. Public goods and services can therefore lead to greater equality, as the broader public is able to benefit from them.

Role of the State in Providing Public Goods/Services
States differ in how they perceive public goods, who should pay for these goods even if these goods are necessary. This is informed by the role of ideology in the relationship between states and markets that exist
· Ideologies from the political right believe that state should play a very small and minimal role in the market and the provision of public goods/services.
· Ideologies from the political left on the other hand believe that the state should play a big role in the market and see the provision of public goods/services as critical to creating equality

Examples;
a) In the USA, healthcare is not seen as a public good while in Canada, it is a public good
b) In Iran and Saudi Arabia, oil is seen as a public good while in Canada/USA it is not
c) In Cuba, most businesses are owned by the state, making them public goods
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