EXAM REVIEW
Chapter 15: Nations and nationalism
Nation v. state:
A nation is not a state. The tendency to think they are the same is in large part the product of political discourse. Political leaders often speak of nations as if they are states. Ex. United nations. The State is a legal concept, determined by sovereignty and international recognition, while the nation is sociological in nature and represents therefore a more subjective concept characterized by identity. A state may harbor more than one nation. Ex. Spain has Catalonia and the Basque Country can be their own nation distinct from the Spanish one. A nation can also be spread into different states. Ex. The Kurds since as a group they exhibit a sense of solidarity that does not conform to formal citizenship, be it turkey, Syrian, Iranian, or Iraqi.
Nation v. ethnic group:
Nationalism uses the label “ethnic group” when discussing developing countries and “nation” when referring to industrialized democracies. Political scientist describe nations as developed,  modern, and democratic, while ethnic groups tend to be depicted as backward, exclusive, and a source of violence. Both are human communities united by a special sense of solidarity deriving from shared features, most importantly, language, religion, ancestry (real or imagined), history myths, and symbols. The definition of the nation also needs to highlight that this human community seeks, in the name of this solidarity, to gain or maintain a distinct political situation, usually autonomy or independence.
Nationalism:
4 sets of distinctions: 
Nationalism is inherently political while ethnicity can be strictly cultural.
Political scientist say that Nationalism is movement that makes political claims on behalf of a nation and on the basis on of national identity.
State nationalism refers to the nationalism of existing states. Just like sub-state nationalism it is characterized by a sense of solidarity that underpins a collective identity, but its aim is obviously not the creation of a new political identity. Rather, it involves the defense of that state’s sovereignty, or the nation’s identity, in the face or real or perceived threats, military, political, economic and cultural menaces.
Ethnic and Civic Nationalism:
The distinction between the two refers to the criteria used to determine membership. In the case of ethnic, the criteria are ascriptive, which means one is born with them and they cannot be readily acquired. Race and ancestry are two of the most rigid criteria. Language is probably the least. Ethnic nationalism is often associated with authoritative regimes, and conducive to violence. A situation considered favorable to ethnic nationalism is when a nationalist movement seeks the creation of an independent state. The general idea is that s sub-state nationalism needs, much more than state nationalism, to refer to objective markers in order to generate enough political mobilization to realize its objectives.
Civic nationalism refers to a type of nationalism that emphasizes choice as opposed to objective criteria. It his means that the only condition required to be included in a nation is to live within its territorial borders and accept its laws. Its inclusive nature makes it more conducive to liberalism. Nationalism is said to have more a chance of being civic in an already existing state because it is less likely to engage as heavily in nationalist mobilization as a movement seeking state creation.
3 problems when making the distinction between:
· Few nationalisms seem to be purely civic or ethnic.
· Sub-state nationalism can be mostly civic while state nationalism can be mostly ethnic. 
· Civic and ethnic distinctions suffer from western bias.
Modernism and Primordialism
This is the discussion on the origins and nature of nationalism.
Modernist:
First, nations and nationalism are modern rather than ancient. Nations are constructed. They have no significant pre-modern roots, and their emergence can be understood strictly in the context of a transition from traditional to modern societies that occurred at the earliest in late seventeenth-century Europe. Modernist argue that the fall of feudal society and the advent of capitalism and industrialization gave rise to nationalism.
Second, modernist argue that the origins of nationalism are European and the French revolution. This event vested sovereignty upon the people instead of the monarch. Modernist argue that nationalism spread through Frances influence and the military adventures of Napoleon. Modernist argue that all nationalism came from the French revolution.
Third, culture is not that important in the constitutions of nation. They argue that nations and nationalism are socially and politically constructed rather than culturally determined. What is important about cultural markers such as language is that they serve as a resource for the creation of symbols and myths that are central to nationalism and its popular appeal.
Primordialist:
Oppose modernist position that nations are constructed. Rather they suggest there is a certain naturalness to nations. They suggest rather, that here is a certain naturalness to nations. They argue that belonging to a cultural community is a fundamental need of the human condition, and that, nations are a permanent feature of human history. Nations ae naturally present in humanity, and nationalism is their logical consequence. Nations have direct ancestors; a genealogy. 
Obviously given the first difference, primodialists also disagree that nationalism is a European invention. They argue that nations represent the most fundamental form of collective sociopolitical organization and that, as a consequence, their existence is independent of any specific historical event.
Finally, primordialism considers that culture is the most important constitutive element of the nation and the foremost force behind nationalism. Language, has a natural symbolic meaning, and that it creates bonds that touch the very core of human beings. 
Compared:
Modernist do not view nations as “givens” of social existence but rather as the result of socio-political processes of identity construction and political mobilization. The modernist view that nations are socially and politically constructed makes nationalism better for the social sciences. Where primordialism is stronger is in its ability to tackle the emotional and a-rational dimension of nationalism. Example: Explaining how religion plays a large role in the shaping of nations (Islam and Iran and Central Asia).
Contending theories:
Cultural: the idea that culture is a powerful force and that it fulfills the natural need for human beings to have cultural identity and to belong to cultural, national groups. 
Economic: holds that nationalism is ultimately the product of the uneven development of the capitalist economy. There are two explanations. The first tackles nationalism from a neo-Marxist perspective and suggest that it is the consequence of the deliberate exploitation and oppression of peripheral regions by a central state. Underdevelopment produced by exploitation is what gives fuel to nationalism. The second version, nationalism is the consequence of the territorial discrepancies in capitalist development. A group feels that they are being held back by the rest of the country gives rise to nationalism.
Political approach: nationalism is about power and features elites most prominently. The idea is that nationalist mobilization is a consequence of elites struggling for power. 1. Nationalism is a by-product of elite competition. Struggles for power between leaders of linguistics group would be more likely to structure politics around language and trigger processes of identity construction and nationalist mobilization. 2. Elites use nationalism to gain advantage in their power struggle. Leaders create identities to further their own immediate political objectives. Whatever version, political elites are instrumental in creating and using myths and symbols for the purpose of stimulating nationalist mobilization and constructing identities.
Nationalism and Globalization:
Does globalization stimulate or marginalize nationalism. State nationalism and sub-state nationalism are affect differently
State nationalism: is weakened by globalization. Economic interdependence, as well as transitional modes of communication and political activism resulting in large part from technological advancements, works to marginalize the importance of national communities and identities. Example: political integration of the European Union. Some political science says this could backlash however, resulting in stronger nationalism.
Sub-state nationalism: some view globalization as antithetical to the objective of political interdependence put forward by many nationalist movements. The trend is toward association and integration rather than dissociation and disintegration. The opposing view is that sub-state nationalist movements are spurred by globalization.
Chapter 17: Citizenship and Political Community
Rights-Based citizenship:
Marshall defined citizenship as a status conferred to individuals who enjoy certain important rights and entitlements as members of a community. Citizenship comprises three types of rights: civil, political, and social. Civil rights are institutionalized in legal doctrines and are meant to protect and uphold the individual freedoms of members of a political community, especially vis-à-vis the state. Political rights refer to the right to vote and the right to of or seek political office. Social right of citizenship are closely associated with the welfare state of the post-war era. These rights guarantee a citizen a certain standard of living to share fully in the social heritage of the community. The expansion of political and social rights expanded along with societies evolving from feudal to capitalist.


Limitations of the rights-based model:
Turner’s research distinguishes between active and passive forms of citizenship. Active citizenship, found in countries with a history of revolutionary struggle conceptualizes the citizen as “an active political agent” who has duties and responsibilities to the political community. The French revolution contributed to an important institutional development of the state as a separate entity with specific subjects called citizens. Passive citizenship, regards the citizen “as merely a subject of an absolute authority», whereby individuals claim rights and entitlements due to them as members of a political community. There is also exists private and public forms of citizenship in these countries, depending whether state intervention in social spheres is regarded in a favorable or in a negative light. United States: low state intervention as relegated the private sphere so the market and civil society are the primary site of citizenship activity. State tradition in France has led to a public form of citizenship.

Multicultural Citizenship and the Politics of Identity
The challenge of multiculturalism is how to balance the civil and political rights of individual citizen with the social and cultural rights of different communities in a given society. Multiculturalist argue that social unity in multicultural countries like Canada and Belgium not only rest on liberal principles of justice but also is contingent on the recognition and accommodation of “deep diversity”. “Multicultural citizenship” would place value n minority rights, including cultural rights, and in some instances the right of self-government. Quebec language laws and cultural policies are justified because they strive to elaborate and protect a collective identity.
Civil Society Theory and Active Citizenship
In this model, citizenship is regarded less as a legal status and more as a mode of political activity and participation. The emphasis here is on the deliberative or participatory dimension of membership. Displaced in the past by liberal models concerned with the rights and status of the individual, this conception of citizenship has been revived in the past 3 decades. Civic republicans and participatory democrats argue that we should abandon the notion and practice of passive citizenship denoted by the rights-based model in favor of a perspective that views the citizen as a political being actively involved in shaping a shared collective identity. By participating in political life, citizens learn about solidarity, social responsibility, and the common good. 
Post-National Citizenship and the Case of the European Union

Chapter 13: Democracy and Democratization
What is democracy?
Aristotle defined democracy as the political regime defined by the selfish rule of the many. In contrast to the best or ideal type of political regime, the polity, the Aristotelian definition of democracy clearly carries a pejorative connotation. Robert Dahl classifies political regimes according to two criteria: the degree of contestation of political power and the extent of popular participation in such contestation. Polyarchy being the most ideal with free competition and full participation. Political scientist today use this two-dimensional framework to measure the various degrees by which democracy is exercised.\
The History of Democratization:
Samuel Huntington identifies 3 waves of democratization.
Wave of democracy: sudden increase in the number of democratic regimes.
First wave was from 1828 to 1926. Longest of the three. The expansion in the number of democracies in this period, however, was followed by the collapse of a number of new democracies in the inter-war period, mainly in Europe, for instance, in Germany and Italy. Second wave was the shortest. It lasted from the end of the Second World War until 1962. Democratization during the period was the result of both the reconstruction of the post-war European order and the general move toward decolonization. Colonies in Asia and Africa became independent states adopting democratic constitutions but very few of the new democracies established in the ex-colonies survived. The collapse of these democracies with the rise of dictatorships in Latin America accounted for the second reverse wave that lasted until 1975. The third wave started in 1974 with the overthrow of the fascist dictatorship (Portuguese revolution) the largest change was the democratization of the formerly communist states of eastern and central Europe.
Types of Democratization: Majoritarian and Consensus Democracies
Majoritarian is based on the assumption that the majority of the people should be responsible for governing. Consensus democracy rests on the assumption that the government belongs to and must be practiced by as many people as possible. Representative democracy in which the political will of the people is exercised through the decisions and choices of the agents whom they select to present them.
Theories of democratization and democratic consolidation:
How do democratic regimes emerge and stabilize?
Modernization: guessed that the more modernized a state, the better chance it would have at sustaining democracy. Stable democracies were found to be modernized while the opposite was also true (unstable democracies were not modernized.)
Structural: Barrington Moore said that the route to modernity has proceeded via three historical roots of political development: a bourgeois revolution that leads to democracy; a revolution from above leading to authoritarian dictatorship and a peasant revolution leading to socialism and communism. The historical route to democracy was characterized by a strong bourgeoisie, the commercial and industrial middle class, which managed to break away from the powerful elites.
Rational Choice: this approach seeks to understand how an agreement on democracy becomes an equilibrium in the interaction between the authoritarian leader and the reformers. It is the middle ground between the incumbent elite and the opposition elite, their preferences, and the payoffs they associate with the particular outcomes that their chosen strategies yield.
Liberal democracy: the type of democracy that emphasizes the protection and unhindered practice of the political and civil rights and liberties of individual citizens.
Chapter 14: Globalization
Economic Dimensions of Globalization:
Globalization is often said to describe the increased integration and internationalization of economic affairs facilitated by rapid technological change in information gathering and communication. The emergence of supranational decision making bodies dealing with issues such as monetary policy and trade (WTO). There’s also the phenomenon of multinational or transnational corporations. Proponents of globalization argue that everyone benefits in a global economy. Developed countries have a larger market for their good while developing countries reap the benefits of participating in global production via multinational corporations. This is a neo liberal position. Others argue that globalization is skewed in favor of wealthier countries. Because of the low cost of labor, developing countries are usually given the labor intensive parts of the global production process. This impedes them from investing in industries that drive economic development. This leads to a greater disparity between rich and developing countries. Also because labor is so cheap elsewhere, firms in developed countries will hire their workers there. This creates an even larger gap between skilled and unskilled workers because unskilled workers will not be able to find jobs. They will have to compete with the cheap labor elsewhere.
Globalization and state sovereignty:
There are three perspectives on this issue.
Hypeglobalist believe that economic globalization is bringing about revolutionary change to prevailing political institutions and processes. Authority of the state is being shifted to global finance and corporate capital. 3 areas are mainly affected defense finance and welfare. Finance: states are constrained by global market forces when setting interests rates and inflation rates. High interest rates mean high exchange rates which diminish international competitiveness of export-oriented industries.
The skeptics argue that economic globalization has been propelled by the most powerful capitalist states to secure their global dominance. Global capitalism and imperialism. Propagates liberal market principles.
The transfomationalist focuses on the way globalization is transforming social values, practices and institutions around the world. It is an uneven process that reorganizes political, economic and cultural power. Roles and functions of the state are being reconfigured within its new global system.
Welfare state:
Nations put more emphasis on being an economic player by cutting public spending. European union. But they need it more as explained earlier.
Culture
Either have universal culture or greater cultural fragmentation. Rejection of western ideas and jihad. Or people become more connected so they form a universal culture.
Civil Society
[bookmark: _GoBack]Referes to a domain or sphere that is parallel to but separate from the state. At the center of civil society are NGO’s. advocacy groups dedicated to the public interest causes such as environmental protection. They have increased in number with globalization. Their social and political agendas have extended beyond the nation with globalization. For many, civil societies are replacing  the nation state as a defender of democratic values and principles. NGO’s challenge traditional state based notions of political community and citizenship, and advance the idea of a cosmopolitan democracy in which members of different societies come together as world citizens.
Ideologies:
An ideology is a value or belief system that is socially constructed possesses considerable scope, is formally articulated, internally consistent and durable. An ideology serves as a normative framework for understanding politics. Ideology differ in a few ways. How active should the government be in the redistribution of wealth? Those who want a more intrusive government tend to be on the left. Those who want a less intrusive government and a free market tend to be on the right. How active should the government be when it comes moral behaviour? If you think that the government should heavily regulate moral behaviour than
 Chapter 4: Liberalism and Conservatism
What is it to be liberal or conservative?
Liberalism:
Classical liberalism, as we know it today, first emerged in seventeenth-century Britain when the rapidly growing bourgeoisie were trying to take political power away from the monarch. It is strongly associated with the development of parliaments. When James II denied the bourgeois and their parliament that they made power, he was kicked out it was called the glorious revolution. This victory changed British politics forever because the input of parliament in politics was never to be denied again. Political power was no longer absolute and concentrated but rather fragmented and held in check (form of federalism). This was classical liberalism and it is defined in relation to a later version of the ideology, reform liberalism. 
Classical Liberalism: 
There are four main principles when it comes to defining classical liberalism.
The first principle is that political power should be limited. Liberals argue that political power that is absolute, extensive, and arbitrary is problematic since it is self-serving and unpredictable. John Locke argued that the government needed the consent of the governed. He argued that it was the responsibility to withdraw their consent and to repudiate a government that stopped acting in their best interests. Liberalism is closely linked with the notion of government by representation. Individuals are rational and self-interested. (First and second tenets)
The second principle has to do with freedom. Liberals argue that if individuals are free, society’s wealth prosperity and the good life will follow. Early liberals conceptualized freedom as the absence of obstacles. Scholars now call this negative freedom which is freedom from something (or liberated). In liberal states, it is reflected in the protection of fundamental liberties (freedom of religion, speech, thought) and by such legal provisions as habeas corpus, which protects against arbitrary searches and seizures.
The third principle of liberalism is equality of rights. A primary concern was that political leaders be legally treated no differently from ordinary citizens. Liberals call this the rule of law. It means that nobody is above the law, not even the ones who create them. Classical liberalist sort of failed to make this a political reality though since they limited the right to vote to males who owned property. In this sense, liberals were not democratic because they only allowed men with land to vote.
The fourth principle of liberalism is the free market economy. Liberals believe that capitalism is the economic system that complements best the political principles of their ideology. Liberalism holds that the market itself- not the state- is the most efficient instrument of economic regulation. Think of Adam Smith’s concept of the invisible hand. This positive view of the market makes liberalism favor economic competition and free trade. 
A fifth principle of liberalism could be that they believe that there should be a separation between church and state.
Reformed Liberalism:
Liberalism changed in the 19th century. Liberalism, however is no longer limited to these 4 principles. They refashioned the ideologies in four ways. The first way they did this as that they added the idea of positive freedom. Positive freedom is not “freedom from” but “freedom to.” It entails the capacity and power to do something. The liberals added the notion of empowerment to their notion of freedom. Second, reform liberals boosted classical liberalism’s conception of equality. Liberalism added to equality of rights the equality of opportunity. The idea was that meaningful equality involved leveling the playing field, that is, creating conditions that would allow individuals to effectively exploit their legal entitlements. Third, reform liberalism looks more favourably toward state intervention. This makes sense since the reformulation of the concepts of freedom and equality require it. Fourth, reform liberals advocate universal suffrage, thereby reconciling the liberal ideology with democracy.
Liberalism in contemporary politics:
Dominant ideology in western societies. Canada is predominantly liberal. For example: our government has limited political power (the executive needs to explain its actions to a legislative assembly; Federalism, which formally dividing power between federal and provincial governments fragments political powers and provides a check on power of both levels of government. Also the charter is a strong liberal feature in Canadian politics because it guarantees liberal rights and freedoms. Canada is also committed to a market economy but not without some government intervention. Classical liberals want to lower taxes (weak economic regulation), eliminate the deficit, reducing debt, controlling public spending, privatizing crown corporations, and creating a good business environment. Many liberal party members of parliament are classical liberals, as are most elected reps from the conservative party. Reform liberals put more emphasis on social spending and rely on the state to redistribute wealth and correct the deficiencies of the market. They speak of social justice and equality.
Neoliberalism is classical liberalism with the added element of international free trade, which was not discussed to the same degree by early liberals. Neoliberalists are also increasingly pressuring developing countries to adopt the political elements of liberalism, such as guarantee of rights and freedoms. After the fall of the Soviet Union the west sees an opportunity to have a liberal order. In this sense they export liberalism 

Conservatism: 
The conservative ideology underpinned feudalism. Its core principles are decidedly different from those of liberalism. 
The first distinctive feature of conservatism is the importance it gives to order. Order, rather than freedom or equality, is the key value of conservatism. Conservatism as a bias for the status quo. This that have existed for a long time have inherent value. It is wary of rapid change because it sees change as leading to disorder. However, it is not fair to say that conservative ideology is entirely against change, although some forms of conservatism could certainly be described this way.
The second distinctive feature of conservatism is its conceptualization of individuals and society. Conservatives view society as an organic whole. They reject the liberal view that society is simply a collection of individuals. The conservative ideology also suggest that individuals need to be grounded in customs and tradition to make sense of the world around them and to fit into society. The importance that conservatives give to tradition and structure is reflected in the institutions they value, namely the church, the army, and the family.
The third distinctive feature of conservatism is the belief in the existence of an objective moral order. Liberals tend to judge the virtues of an idea or policy in utilitarian terms: does this idea or policy work? Conservatives contemplate their righteousness, their moral standard. This concern with morality explains the importance of religion in conservative thought. Conservatives are skeptical toward the rigid secularism of Liberals. Rather, they believe that politics must be imbued with the moral guidance provided by religion; politicians must do the right thing. In contemporary politics, this aspect of conservatism typically translates into an anti-abortion position, the rejection of gay right, and opposition to such things as reproductive technology and cloning.
Finally, conservatism involves a distinctive view of the state as a benevolent and slightly paternalistic entity. Conservatives believe that the state has a substantial role to play in society. At the broadest level, this role is the protection of society, both in terms of physical society and socio-economic needs. Obviously liberalism and conservatism believe that the state should be in charge of maintaining law and order in society as well as protect it from externals threats. Conservatives in contemporary politics push for an expanded police presence and a tough justice system. On socio economic issues they are different from classical liberals since they do not shy away from the state as an agent of redistribution. The perspective here is not of equality but rather one of social compassion; providing for the needy is the right moral thing to do.
Neoconservatism want to lower taxes, control and reduce spending, eliminate deficits and reducing the debt but still stress morality
Conservatism in contemporary politics:
Some western countries do exhibit conservative trends. This is strongest in the United States, where politics is imbued with a strong sense of righteous morality. This is most apparent in foreign policy, where it’s good (US) vs. evil (anyone else). Conservatism is most significant in the republican political party where many influential members are close to the religious establishment. (Note on republicans: tend to be anti-abortion, stress family values, and the importance of moral leadership; they advocate a strong military; they also favour a small state, with low taxes and minimum redistribution.) Conservatism is also part of the European political landscape. The connection between the church and politics is embodied by a family of parties generally known as “Christian Democracy.” These parties are strong in countries such as Belgium and Germany and they take political stances that are informed by the conservative ideology: a stress on moral and family issues (marriage, divorce and abortion); state interventionism for purpose of enforcing morality (education), strengthening traditional institutions (the family), supporting small businesses, farms, and so on; and a suspicion toward change and politics that challenge the status quo.
Chapter 5: Socialism and communism
There are two main branches of socialism: Communism and social democracy. While communism may have diminished in the last two decades, social democracy continues to influence government policies throughout the world.
Basic tents of socialism:
Karl Marx thought that private property should be eliminated and that the means of production should be publicly owned.
Socialism places the greatest importance on equality. Socialism strives for some measure of equality of conditions. It is not sufficient to level the playing field, for equality to meaningful, there cannot be major discrepancies between actual living conditions, even if everyone has a roughly similar opportunity to accumulate wealth. Accordingly, social democracy stresses positive rather than simply negative freedom. They suggest that freedom involves dimensions of empowerment that can result only from state action. Socialist advocate substantial redistribution of wealth in society. So do reform liberals but not as much as social democrats. Socialist don’t mind taxing the rich. This is why they see a need for the state to act nor only as an agent of redistribution, but also as a regulator of the economy. 
The second key idea of democratic socialist thought: the state playing an active and positive role in society. Substantial redistribution of wealth.
Social democracy and communism compared:
1. Communism seeks to eliminate private property so that no one group has an economic advantage over another group. Socialism, however, safeguards the rights of individuals to own consumer goods. It is only the means of producing these goods that are publicly owned.
2. While social democracy upholds the principle of equality and seeks to diminish economic disparities, it stops short of eliminating them altogether, it stops short of eliminating them altogether. This means that not everyone will make the same wage but will be based on what they do (fare). Communism on the other hand, aims towards a classless society. Individuals would do whatever work they wanted and they would receive the same wage as anyone else.
3. They also distinguish themselves by the means used to achieve social change. Communist want change through revolution by the proletariat. Social democrats believe that socialism could evolve, over time, within democratic institutions. (elections in order to effect change benefiting the working class)
4. Social democracy and communism are also associated with different types of political regimes. Social democracy is found in constitutional democracies, where people directly take part in making policies. Communism on the other hand, is associated with totalitarian forms of government.

Chapter 6: Fascism
1. Nationalism: Fascism as an ideology is found at the extreme right of the political spectrum. Unity and power are central features of fascist doctrine. They reject individual liberty and instead, focus on the needs and aspirations of the nation. Acts on emotion and feeling rather than reason by rejecting facts. Fascism’s political goal is to establish a new social and political order based on a unified national and/or ethnic race identity. (Nazism is much more intense when it comes to nationalism ex. Holocaust)
2. Totalitarianism: Fascism views the state as having ultimate moral and political authority. Fascism regards the individual and the state as inseparable, making no distinction between the private and public spheres of life (back to nationalism). Desires and aspirations of the individual come second to the needs of the state and should not interfere with its advancement. 
3. The leader is seen as invincible and embodying the aspirations and will of the people. It rejects democratic institutions. A fascist leader manipulates the people with propaganda. Given the lack of democratic institutions, the leader is not subject to any checks or controls.  The leader is able to convince the individuals of the state that they should maintain a strong military so that they can use force against their opposition.
Chapter 7: Feminism and environmentalism
Feminism:
Feminism is an ideology and political project based on the belief that men and women are treated unequally socially, politically, and economically. It aims to identify and abolish the sources of women’s oppression in all spheres of life. “Gender” is an important concept in feminism. It is used to describe those characteristics of men and women that are socially constructed rather than biologically determined. Another important concept in feminism is patriarchy. Patriarchy is an institutionalized system of male domination and power, which subordinates and marginalizes women. Feminist seek to abolish patriarchy through social and political activism.
First-wave feminist movement focused on equal rights and they gained the right to vote in elections in 1920-21. Second-wave feminist of the 1960s argued that women needed economic opportunities as well as civil liberties to achieve equality. The 1990’s ushered in the third wave of feminist movement, which gives greater recognition to diversity and identity, focusing in the unique experiences of women. 
Basic Tenets:
Women are a social category
Freedom and equality are evaluated in terms of gender
Rejection of the public and private dichotomy
Environmentalism:
Environmentalism is defined as a belief system and political project that seeks to protect the quality and continuity of life through the conservation, preservation, or protection of the natural environment and its inhabitants. Two central concepts: anthropocentrism and econcentrism. Anthropocentrism is based on the principle of a human-centred world. The natural environment exist to serve the needs of humans. Ecocentrism recognizes the interdependence and interconnections between humans and nonhumans.
Branches of environmentalism:
The branches of environmentalism that exist can be placed on this “shallow ecology-deep ecology” spectrum. 
Shallow ecology is made up of reform environmentalist and personal environmentalist. Personal environmentalist seek to make a positive impact on the environment through individuals incorporating sensible and earth-friendly practices in their day-to-day lives. Reform environmentalism has a political mandate and seeks to achieve these objectives within the policy process.
Deep ecology supporters call for a fundamental change in the relationship between humans and the environment. Today’s environmental problems are deep rooted in industrial capitalism. It is a political ideology based on the position that nature and wildlife are worthy of moral consideration, and that this principle should govern social, economic, and political relations. 

Lecture 1:
Chapter 1: tradition, discipline and definition
Politics as power. It’s not about a consensus. Politics is about demonstrating power. 
Power: A has power over B if A can get B to do something that B would not otherwise do.
The sources of power come from influence, coercion and authority. Authority is almost always there when exercising political power. It is authority that has the greatest significance for political governance. When westerners see Putin still in power in Russia, they ask why. Westerners only see the coercion yet there is a lot of authority. Read chapter 1 excerpt. A government can use their influence to persuade the citizens of a country to do something, but the obedience of the citizens is voluntary and there is no assurance that the goals of the government will be implemented. Coercion, on the other hand uses force to make citizens comply with its orders. This only shows success in the short run. After a while this type of government would probably lose legitimacy. It is only authority that we can truly count on. Authority is vested in individuals by virtue of their office. However, authority is not possible without legitimacy. If authority is the right to command than legitimacy is the response to command, in order for a government to be successful, its citizens must see it as legitimate. That is, it must be obeyed.  


3 source of authority according to weber
-Legal
Comes from having rules and processes that are widely accepted. We accept the outcome because we accept the procedure. We want authority to be derived from a legal procedure such as an election.  
-Traditional 
Comes from long time honoured practice. These things have always been done this way so they gain legitimacy. Example religion: religion is not a product of individual charisma nor is it a legal procedure in which we all decide and agreed upon. We listen to someone because he/she leads an institution that has been around for a long time. Shapes attitudes of societies all over the world. Monarchy is also traditional.
-Charismatic
You have somebody who is especially brilliant or an especially good communicator. It leads to rapid changes in time. You don’t have the conformity of the legal or traditional form of authority. It’s simply about personality (perhaps in some context more than others). Anyone in political power needs some sort of charismatic power.

Chapter 2: Contending approaches:
How do we approach the study of politics? How should I see it? 
The field of political science
· After WW1 we see the formation of the field. 
· Studying how politics works by reading laws and material things.
· The problem was it was too descriptive. It is seen as narrow.
In the 1950’s this approach came under some fire
Systems analysis:
David Easton crafted what was known as system analysis. Systems analysis represented a break with earlier work in PoliSci for 3 reasons. 1 – Focused on political actors rather than institutions. 2 -  It provided a theoretical model of politics. 3 – This model was general (meaning it could be used all over the world. Very influential. Politics is a system. You have a black box that is government. You have an arrow going into the box called societal influence then it comes out of the box as policies.
Structural functionalism (Gabriel Almond):
Let’s look at politics like the human body. How do we know what the liver does? We are looking for a function. Let’s do the same with politics. If we wanted to know what something was we needed to know what it did. How does politics work generally? Social needs determine the structure of politics. Explaining these structures requires an understanding of the social roles they play.
Political Culture (Gabriel Almond):
The idea behind this approach is that political systems can be explained by a society’s culture.
· Broaden the scope of discipline. Not just us and uk. 
· Idea that different cultures have different ideas about politics.
· Not all cultures are suited for democracy.

Lecture #2:
Chapter 2 Contending approaches: (cont’)
Political Economy: 
The idea is that it’s really the economic forces that shape politics. Marxism is the most well-known economical political approach. At the broadest level, political economy is concerned with the relationship between states and markets. There are two branches:
1. The first draws from Marx’s theory of conflict which suggests that in a capitalist economy there are two antagonistic classes, and that these classes are determined by ownership of the means of production. It is openly critical of capitalism. 
2. The second branch of political economy derives from the work of classical economists such as Adam Smith. Suggested that the free market is the best tool of social and economic development rather than have a central planner for prices, such as the government. 
Rational approach: 
It involves the basic assumption that things happen for a reason. There’s the assumption that you see individuals in the world as rational. People will look at their own benefit then make cost effective decisions. (Rational self-maximizing individuals.)
· Lots of support: this is science, logic and mathematical.
· Critics: analyzing politics without taking into account of the culture ideologies. Too dispositional, less situational. Critics say they oversimplify.
New Institutionalism:
PoliSci looked at institutions as too descriptive and prevented scholars from generalizing since all institutions were different. Theoretically, to study politics we need to look at institutions to figure out what’s happening because they matter. We look at why institutions matter, by looking at its impact on society. The state influences society, not the other way around.
· Scholars looked at USA and Canada differently through our institutions. Why is there public health care?
Post modernism: (not asked about in the exam)
 Questions where there are truths to be found. Assumes the world exists for us to be discovered and if we use the appropriate methods, we can find how the truth happened. No reality and no truth to be uncovered. 
3 types of political researchers: 
1. The scientists: the one that uses the scientific method by gathering qualitative data.
2. The economist: the ones that believe that politics can be studied through logic and math.
3. The idiot philosopher: the ones that believe that PoliSci cannot be studied and it’s impossible due to the vast number of factors.
Chapter 3 Methodology:
Comparative analysis
· Most researchers look at once country for a single project
1. Single case study (one country):
This method emphasizes the in-depth study of a single country, or a single political institution or political behaviour in a single country. Its advantages is that it allows for a truly detailed and intensive analysis of the case under investigation. The problem with this is that we won’t be able to make generalizations from its findings (theories). This type of study is often deployed to debunk existing theories. There is also a diachronic comparison which is when you compare political dynamics in one single country but during different time periods.
2. Multiple case studies.
What countries are you going to compare and how will you choose them. You need to be selective.
Area studies: choose countries from the same area (Middle East, Western Europe, Latin America, etc.)
· Less of a cost to compare countries this way. Focus on countries that very similar systems so that you can really compare the differences.
· Countries that share a common outcome
· Countries that share a different outcome
· A lot of political scientist are interested in the generalization of being able to answer question regardless of time and place.
3. Categories of multiple case study.
A) Area studies: comparing countries with similar histories, culture, economic development, religion, legal systems....
Most similar systems comparisons: consists of choosing countries that are similar in many ways allows the researcher to control many variables and facilitates the linkage between difference in outcomes and its cause.
B) Studies across regions (or areas): comparing countries from different regions. Most different systems comparisons: consists of choosing countries that are very different but where one common outcome can be found, and then looking for one of the few shared features to explain that common outcome.



Lecture 5: (will be on test)
Parliamentary system:
· Comes from Britain – also called Westminster system
· historically the power from the monarch was transferred to parliament
· Dual executive power: head of state and the head of government. 
· Head of government: prime minister, chancellor, the head of government needs an office to make decisions
· Head of state: (monarch)
· Once the head of government is chosen, the head of governments appoints the ministry.
· In some instances the head of state holds power. Called monarchies. 
In a parliamentary system, apart from the head of state, there needs to be some form of legislative branch, members of the executive branch can also mean members form the legislative = there is a fusion
If a party has the majority seats in the house they are executives
3. Responsible government 
A. a government cannot exist without the consent of the house
B. the house must have full confidence or else the government fails
C. the support = the full support of the political party
D. in Canada, we do not vote for a government, we vote for the parliament (the house of government) and then it is the parliament that chooses the government
E. if a party wins a majority of the seats = the party will form the government
F. the party that wins the most seats does not win the majority of the seat: who forms the government. The party can command the confidences of the house. The head of state would ask the party who won the election if they want to form a government. He has two options
	i. Form a coalition government with some other government. Will be agendas formed through negotiations. The government will be at mercy of the house
	ii. Go with a minority government, which can easily be defeated. The house can ask a question of confidence. Do you have confidence in the government? If the majority answers yes, the government survives and the government fails.
	iii. If this government fails, the head of the state figures out what happens. In this situation, the head of state will approach the leader of the second most important party and ask if they can form a government.
	iv. The head of government can request the head of state to dissolve the parliament. Question can be asked.
What if the government (conservatives have a minority (40%). But after the election, the NDP and liberals merged to form (55%)? What will happen? They take power.
Dissolve parliaments means you end the life of that parliament
Presidential system:
A. One center of executive power
i. The president Is both the head of government and the head of state
ii. In this system, the people vote directly for the government 
iii. No ambiguity regarding who governs since it’s  one central place of executive authority
iv. The president is not a member of the legislative branch, neither are the members of his cabinet. No members of the legislative branch can be part of the executive branch.
v. No need for Vote of confidence 
vi. An American president is elected for a fixed mandate
vii. Only one way to overturn the government, which is to see if they’re guilty of certain crimes. You can’t remove a president through legislature, you have to come through a vote.
viii. The president cannot dissolve the house. The legislative branch cannot dismiss the president.
B. The election process
C. The legislation starts in the house and then goes onto the president = a consent from both
Semi presidential system:
A. has a dual executive
B. The president is directly elected, and elections for a parliament where a governor and a cabinet is formed.
C. Created in France.
D. If you have a situation where the president and house are of different political families, then you have a more complicated system. Have a situation where the PM commands the house 
E. The president can dissolve the house and formally appoints the Prime Minister.
F. Russia putting is both
7. Political parties are geared towards fighting for and maintaining political power. Are represented as machines with roles to take political power.
8. Party: formal organization who primary purpose is to place and maintain office people who will control the government. 
A. there are two types of government. ‘Catch all parties’ and ideology parties
I. “catch all parties” are parties that attempt to attract a larger number of supporters by having a wide range of beliefs so that they can accommodate more people.
		II. Ideology party tries to become a catch all party but fail
B. authoritarian regimes:
	I. parties try to change and challenge political regime
II. Other times there are parliament
III. The political party can be so 
C. Democracy: what’s their role?
	I. aggregate and articulate interest
1. How should they work and how should they be financed?
II. Training ground for leaders 
1. Where do politicians come from?
2. Typically most politicians come from powerful families or they’re experienced in the field
III. Make elections work
1. Can you imagine parliamentary elections without political parties?
9. Crisis of political parties
A. decline in membership
I.  There are multiple groups that involve politics but not using political parties
II. Are the parties less relevant compared to years ago? Yea, of course!
B. loosening of party identification
I. When people are asked about identity, people would talk about their political view (NDP, liberal, green)
C. anti-party parties
I. surge in Europe, not N.A.
II. Populists: all the other parties are corrupt and the same. We’re different and we want and we want a radical change. They have gained a shitload of popularity in Europe.
III. Rise in the number of supporters and the parties are getting voted in




10. Types of party systems: the way political parties are organized, their relative strength and nature of the coalition they make. The size is also considered
A. single party systems
I. where only party s authorized to operate. Authoritarian system where there is no competition and the other parties are illegal
II. China
B. One party dominant system
I. doesn’t mean only party in existent but it is one party that systematically wins the election. This party is a dominant party that has power for a long period of time. This does not talk about ridings, but more about the bigger picture. The NDP dominance of Peter Julian does not count. The liberals during the Paul Martin’s tenure, they were predicted to win for another 10 years. This is and example of one party dominant system.
C. Two party system, two party plus system
I. Two big parties that rule the country
II. Liberals and conservatives in the past (next 8 or maximum 12 years will be one party before a change)
III. Two big parties and a third smaller party who is a threat
IV. Two parties with a reasonable chance to form a 
D. Three party system

Lecture #7 (week 4)
Federalism and Federations:
Federations is a type of state where there are 2 states where both have their own sovereignty.
Federalism is more of an idea.
An important issue in federations is money. Half the revenue goes to the federal government. Another issue comes with federations and federalism. Because federalism centralizes political power sometimes the rich get richer and the poor get poorer. Figures out a fiscal capacity for each province. Then it provides payments who are below this average. So all provinces below this average fiscal policy will receive payments so that they reach the average. Territories work with a different formula. Territories are much more dependant.
What is federalism used for? (Primarily for the USA) because the American Revolution was a reaction to what they saw as tyranny. So the Americans devise a federal system to provide different and sovereign sources for political power.  US insisted that Germany become federalist after WW2… because it would be harder for a dictator to take control. (Fragmented power). 
Centralization: if the federal government seems to be relatively more powerful than constituent units
Decentralization: if government of constituent units relatively more powerful than federal government
In a symmetrical federation you expect to see all constituent units to have at least a similar political status,
Asymmetrical federation comes about because we have some constituent units that want to become they’re own state.
European Union
Federalism that is not a federation
The 6 main members decided to pool their sovereignty into a super national institution. The biggest reason they did this was actually for peace (in Europe). If you get countries that are democratic who trade with each other, war is very unlikely. A big part of that mission was to make a free trade with the members. So the eu began with 6 states and it began to expand




