

WHAT IS POLITICAL SCIENCE?

"POLIS" - Greek word meaning city; in the original sense, 'Politics' concerned the major affairs of the city

Aristotle (4th century B.C.) - 'political science' involved two major dimensions: 1/ the study of the affairs of various city-states and the differences between them; 2/ the moral dimension to social life: 'politics' is about finding the best way to organize a city in order to achieve the good life - this included understanding proper ethical living, since this is so related to the organization of city life 

In the ancient Greek view, 'political science' included what is now known as political studies, sociology, anthropology, psychology and ethical studies.

THE MODERN MEANING OF "POLITICS"

What is "POLITICS"?

- 'Politics is about who gets what, when and how.' (H. Lasswell)




This definition is interesting but note that it can also describe the workings of a purely free market economy (where there may be no consistent decision makers).

- 'Politics is the authoritative allocation of values in society.' (D. Easton)

- 'Politics is the activity of conflict resolution in which support is mobilized for collective projects.' (B. Jouvenel)

These definitions are better because they describe politics as something intimately connected with the idea of POWER and CONFLICT- those who have political power make the decisions which affect individuals and hopefully solve conflicts. 

As will be discussed later, one can talk about 'corporate politics' or 'church politics' according to the above definitions but what we are usually discussing in this course is 'territorial politics' (the politics of geographical units).








MODERN POLITICAL SCIENCE

Political science is a 'science' because it seeks to describe, explain and predict political outcomes.  It ideally seeks to be, like all sciences, 'value-neutral' (detached and objective) and not 'normative' (seeking values).  However, it is a 'soft' science since it has been far less successful in formulating universal laws to understand political behaviour.  For example, weather forecasters predict what the next day's weather will be and are often right.  They even make long term forecasts which are sometimes true.  Political observers find it more difficult to accurately predict any future political outcomes, especially long term events.  Consider that no one really predicted the fall of Communism until late in the 1980s.  The reason for the above is that political science deals with human beings: we do not study high pressure systems, molecules or gravity.  Human beings are moral actors whose 
behaviour does not easily fall into predictable patterns.  It has been said that if a theory of politics was ever discovered which successfully predicted all human decisions (and was made public knowledge), people would act in ways as to invalidate the theory - out of spite!     	






Political science has no 'paradigm' (an overwhelmingly accepted scientific framework or theory which seems to describe, explain and predict events).  Other disciplines have such paradigms: eg. palaeontology has evolutionary theory; earth sciences has plate tectonic theory; cosmology has the theory of relativity and so on.  Political science is a divided discipline.

Here are the 4 major current 'schools' of thought in political science:

1/ Political sociology and anthropology - understand social and cultural patterns (eg. voting attitudes, social movements) and you understand politics  

2/ Political economy (mainly Marxist economics) - understand macro-economic patterns and you understand politics

3/ Neo-institutionalism and neo-statism- builds on earlier legal and institutional studies (the first modern political science); understand institutions/politicians and you basically have the political picture

4/ Rational (public) choice - understand micro-economic patterns (rational individual choices) and you understand politics



BASIC CONCEPTS


1/ "Society"
 
- interactive groups of individuals who live in a common territory
- common ways of conduct
- often self-sufficient but not always

2/ "Government"

a/ Process

- activity of individuals/institutions which make and enforce public decisions that are binding on society
- can provide services but ultimately must keep peace
- needs obligation of society (subjects)
- must punish those who violate peace (break rules and regulations)

b/ Structure (Who Governs?)

- modern government: enduring, specialized structure, territorial in nature
- many different arrangements possible
- the more complex the society, the more need for government

NOTE: Any territorial government is political; but you can have 'politics' (conflict resolution) without territorial government (anarchy).

- an anarchic society might solve conflicts without resorting to punishment
- difficult in more complex and large societies
- if conflict ever disappears then there will be no need for government or 'politics' (utopia?; heaven?)
- in modern society, 'politics' is intimately associated with 'government' - so much so that they are commonly seen as the same thing

3/ "Power"

- the capacity to get what one wants
- 'the present means to obtain a future apparent good.' (T. Hobbes)

Types of power:

a/ Influence 

- the ability to persuade others to voluntarily follow a course of action
- appeals to intellect, passions, self-interest and group solidarity
- money an important resource: advertising, bribes, jobs, lobbying
- always present in government

b/ Coercion

- violence, fines, strikes, false information (manipulation)
- non-voluntary
- good and bad reasons for it but society cannot solely rely on it to achieve order (expensive)
- needed for those who do not heed authority

c/ Authority/Legitimacy

- based on respect and right
- government mainly relies on this for power
- Natural authority - eg. parents and children
- Public authority (created by society) - eg. government
 
4/ "Sovereignty"
- modern concept first introduced by Jean Bodin (1583)
- highest authority: in every polity (territorial governed area) a person, group or institution must have supreme power (although this power can also be said to be held by the 'people')
- did not exist in middle ages in Europe
- original meaning: sovereignty is undivided; it is not shared

The sovereign power: 

a/ makes laws
b/ provides justice
c/ ‘owns’ all land
d/ conducts foreign relations
e/ acts as or can remove governing executive

Types:

1/ Sovereign monarchies - power held by one individual 
2/ Parliamentary sovereignty - power held by representative assembly 
3/ 'Popular' sovereignty - power ultimately held by all individuals 

In most modern countries, 'sovereignty' is complex (i.e. delegated or shared): eg. in the U.K. (and Canada), 'sovereignty' is said to consist of the following: 

1/ 'Symbolic sovereignty' - Queen   
2/ 'Legal sovereignty' - Parliament (in Canada, the Parliament in Ottawa)
3/ but there are those in U.K. (and Canada) who say that what really counts is 'Popular sovereignty' since the 'people' elect Parliament

- federations like Canada make things even more complex: 'sovereignty' is further divided between the federal government and the provinces; Courts eg. Canadian Supreme Court can also be said to have 'sovereign powers'

The modern concept of sovereignty is therefore too flexible; however, it still is useful to describe polities vis a vis one another: eg. 'Canada is a sovereign nation.' (no foreign power 
can interfere in Canada's affairs without violating its sovereignty).  Also, a government can be said to be sovereign because it 'has a monopoly on the use of force' (M. Weber).  Even the U.S. government could legally declare a state of emergency and reinstate its monopoly on the use of force. 

5/ "The State"

Two meanings:

1/ A 'polity': in this sense, a state is a stable territorial area with population and is sovereign eg. the state of Canada

2/ The apparatus of government: in this sense, a state is more than just ruling authorities, it is the institutions which governments use to govern, such as the bureaucracy and the military; eg. the 'democratic state' 

In both the above meanings, governments may change but the state usually stays the same.

- it is a modern concept (N. Machiavelli, 1513 and Bodin and Hobbes - see above)  
- most pre-modern societies were 'stateless' (exceptions: eg. Roman Empire) as there were constant shifting borders, no sense of sovereignty and often no clear sense of who governed and by what means

How did the 'state' arise?

- primarily through warfare as the technological means became available to enforce order on territories from a central point

- at first, Europeans states were 'absolute' states with sovereign monarchs at the helm; later 'democratic' states began to replace these 

- democratic states are tied to the idea of citizenship - most people in a state are members of that state and have certain rights; most humans alive today are citizens of at least one of the 190 or so states in the world

6/ "The Nation"

- identity based on all or some of these: common race, language, religion, customs, history, gov't
- no need for common ancestry
- first modern nations: English, French, 'Spanish'
- 19th Century: nation-building in Europe - gov'ts tried to actively create a sense of nationhood out of disparate peoples in a territory through force, education and symbols 
- vital to nation-building was the creation of a common dialect eg. high German  
- the French Revolution (1789) was a true 'national' revolution 
- in 1861, Italy became a nation-state; in 1871 Germany became a nation-state

'Nation-state' - a state which is based on a sense of nationhood 
- most of the world's states are nation-states
- nation-building still going on in former Yugoslavia and USSR and much of the Third World
- many nation-states have a weak sense of nationhood eg. Great Britain is a nation-state; 'British' is the nationality but many Scots, Welsh and even English, do not feel 'British'
- Canada is also a vague 'nation-state' - many Quebeckers do not feel 'Canadian' (or 'Canadien')
- Canada may be a 'binational' or 'multinational' state
- 'nations' can also be part of many states eg. Germans have at least 4 nation-states: Germany, Austria, Switzerland and Liechtenstein





BASIC CONCEPTS (CON'T) 

7/ "Law"

a/ scientific laws -rule or regularity in behaviour of any body in the universe eg. law of gravity (unbreakable)

b/ societal laws - rules of human conduct (breakable)
- humans must obey laws through instinct, intellect, custom or coercion

The enforcement of law is necessary to achieve: 1/ retribution; 2/ restitution; 3/ rehabilitation; 4/ restraint

Main types of law:

1/ Customary law

- 'evolutionary' law based on tradition and custom which may have had its origins in a 'divine' source
- unwritten; often passed on in oral form
- main form of law in less complex or developed societies

2/ Common law

- based on judicial interpretation of customary laws
- characterized by judicial precedents (past legal decisions)
- mostly unwritten (not codified)
- required by more complex societies
- is flexible but often uncertain

3/ Legislation

- written law (codified)
- consciously created
- can exist with or replace common law
- applies to: a/ private law - legal relationships between citizens eg. business contracts; b/ public law - legal relationships between the state and citizens eg. criminal law
- more certain than common law but 'letter of law' still requires interpretation

All law in modern states is the creation of politicians although it is often the courts which give the impact and shape of law.

Philosophy of law:

1/ ‘Divine Law’

- idea that law is from a god (or gods) and is revealed
- law is not to be questioned
- Islam is very dependent on this notion (Christianity less so)




2/ 'Legal Positivism'

- idea that what qualifies as law is that which is set down (posited) as law; only what lawmakers say is law is law 
- fits in well with idea of parliamentary sovereignty

3/ 'Natural Law'

- idea that there are 'laws' which exist in nature and can be known by reason (are self-evident)
- if states create laws which do not conform to natural laws then such laws are wrong and must be eliminated
- natural law thinking largely behind concept of international human rights

8/ "Constitutionalism"

'Constitution' 

- set of rules that: 1/ establish branches of gov't and their roles; 2/ clearly divide powers between levels of gov't; 3/ establish 'bills of rights'; 4/ establish amendment procedures

- has legal force but also comprises conventions (practices) which are not legally binding



'Unwritten constitution'

- an uncodified set of rules based on conventions and sporadic legal documents (eg. Magna Carta in Great Britain)
- best example: the U.K.

'Written constitution'

- largely codified although there may be some conventions
- subject to much judicial interpretation
- best example: the U.S.

9/ “Democracy”

- from the Greek (‘people rule’)
- who are the ‘people’ – citizens? (who are citizens?) – is this a broad or narrow category of humans? NOTE: the Ancient Greeks had a narrow perception of the citizenry 
- is people rule direct (all people decide political things) or indirect (the people’s representatives decide political things)?
- how should decisions be made: by a minority, simple majority or a qualified majority of all stakeholders?

- positive view: people rule creates accountability, efficiency,  transparency, responsiveness and legitimacy and is much preferable to non-democratic forms of gov’t
 NOTE: the positive view has been prevalent in the West for over 100 years and is becoming stronger in parts of the world 
- negative view: people rule creates pandering to the lowest common denominator (what is bad for the people), is corrupt, inefficient and creates state weakness; it may be elitist if it is not inclusive or direct (even then, it may have the problems above)
NOTE: the negative view dates back to many Ancient Greek thinkers and was strong, even in the West, until about 100 years ago; it is still strong in parts of the world 
 



















IDEOLOGY


1/"Ideology"

-value or belief system accepted as truth by a group or by an individual
- it is a worldview (German: weltanschauung)

'Political Ideology' - beliefs about governmental/political activity

- mostly normative in nature (what 'ought to be')
- can be simple or complex
- can be founded on knowledge (what can be proven to be true) and opinions (what may be true but is not proven)
- usually an organized and logical set of beliefs

Most people do not really have an ideology according to the above criteria: their beliefs are too fragmented and are logically inconsistent and their belief systems are easily destroyed when closely examined.  However, many people do hold genuine ideologies.






2/ "liberalism"

'liberal' (Latin: liber) - free, freedom, giving

-first used in a political sense during the Napoleonic period

Philosophical background: John Locke (1637-1704); Adam Smith (1723-90); American Founding Fathers; John Stuart Mill (1806-73)

Main ideas: 1/ humans are responsible (basically ‘good’) by nature; 2/ personal freedom (to do anything so long as it does not directly hurt anyone else); 3/ limited gov't; 4/ equality of right; 5/ consent of the governed (popular sovereignty)

1/ 'classical liberalism' (Locke, Smith)

a/ freedom as the absence of coercion ('negative liberty' - 'freedom from')
b/ private property (laissez-faire economics)
c/ minimal state ('nightwatchman state')
d/ all are equal before the law
e/ popular sovereignty (although universal suffrage is not necessary - a property based franchise is enough)


Historical reasons for classical liberalism: 1/ opposition to absolute monarchy; 2/ the need for religious tolerance; 3/ desire to own property and use it (capitalism) - which was difficult in feudal Europe ('life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness'); 4/ wish to eliminate elitist laws and medieval 'caste' system; 5/  the wish to live lives uncontrolled by outside influences (eg. Church) and the belief that uncontrolled individuals know what is best for themselves; 6/ the desire to prevent the state from interfering with the market

2/ 'reform liberalism' (began in late 19th Century: T.H. Green, J. Dewey, J.M. Keynes)

a/ freedom as absence of coercion and the means to enjoy it ('positive liberty' -'freedom to')
b/ private property but market heavily regulated by the state ('Keynesianism')
c/ large state (welfare state) which can create 'positive liberty'
d/ equality of opportunity as well as equality before the law
e/ popular sovereignty

Historical reasons for reform liberalism: 1/ the need for social justice as markets began to produce vast extremes between rich and poor; 2/ the need to soften 'boom and bust' cycles of 
the market; 3/ the desire to eliminate property based voting (which favoured the rich); 4/ the need to ward off radical socialism/communism and thus keep 'negative liberties' intact

Liberal Party in Canada - originally classical liberal; by mid-20th Century became reform liberal
Conservatives and U.S. Republicans - mostly classical liberal

Today's true 'classical liberals' are 'libertarians' like Milton Friedman (economist) and Robert Nozick (political philosopher); in U.S., 'liberalism' means 'reform liberalism'    

NOTE: modern classical liberalism is often called ‘neo-liberalism’ 


“Freedom” 

- what should people be allowed to do by gov’ts and others in society?

- J. S. Mills’ idea of actions:

a/ ‘self-regarding actions’ – actions which only directly impact on the author of such actions (the individual)
- gov’t should not regulate such actions – they are the sphere of liberty for individuals
- gov’t should not regulate behaviour for the good of the individual carrying it out (he rejected paternalism)

b/ ‘other-regarding actions’ – actions which directly affect others
- gov’t might regulate such actions (and often should) eg. laws
To prevent harm to society

Mill preferred, as much as possible, for self-regarding behaviour to be the norm in a society.

Each society will likely disagree on the content of what constitutes ‘self’ and ‘other’ regarding actions.

Which of the following should be regulated by gov’t and how much regulation is needed?

a/ free speech

b/ pornography

c/ prostitution

d/ gambling

e/ drugs of pleasure

f/ smoking





“Property”
  
- how much is freedom tied to the idea of the individual ownership of land, capital, infrastructure and material goods? 

Note: At one time in the West, certain human beings were considered property too (slavery) 

Locke saw property as an integral part of both freedom and rights (including voting rights)

Why should individuals own property?  Should property not be held in common?  

Why should there be inequalities of property?

John Rawls argued that inequalities of property were permissible in a political society if the least fortunate were better off in an unequal distribution than they would be in an equal distribution of wealth. 

a/ is freedom meaningless without the power to sell, trade and acquire property?

b/ is freedom meaningless for those who do not have property or not enough of it? 


“Rights”

Rights are claims a person has against others in society or in gov’t.  If individuals have rights, gov’ts and individuals in society must respect such rights.

Rights are of two main types:

a/ ‘negative’ rights – the idea that you should be left alone to exercise certain actions if you wish i.e. free speech, mobility rights

b/ ‘positive’ rights – the idea that you may have the right to certain (material) things so that you can have ‘negative’ rights i.e. social programs to prevent you from living in abject poverty

What makes people deserving of rights?  Do they need to earn them?

Sources of rights: 1/ divine source – i.e. God; 2/ human rationality (this explains why children may not have all rights); 3/ tradition; 4/ legal positivism

Are some rights inalienable (they cannot be given up)?
Usually, we consider the right to life in this fashion, but even this is problematic (i.e. the death penalty).

Do rights conflict with responsibilities?

What is the political context of rights?

a/ local; b/ provincial; c/ national; d/ continental; e/ global (human rights)

NOTE: National rights have tended to be the strongest conception.

Are there any group rights?

What is the proper remedy for the violation of rights?















IDEOLOGY (CON'T)

3/ "conservatism"

'conserve' - save, keep the same, keep from being destroyed

Philosophical background: Aristotle 4th Century BC, Christian thinkers, Edmund Burke (1729-97)

Main ideas: 1/ humans are flawed by nature (no earthly paradise is obtainable); 2/ what is proven by experience is vital for knowledge; 3/ abstract reasoning is not productive and may lead to tyranny eg. French Revolution; 4/ progress must be evolutionary not revolutionary; 5/ traditions, conventions and customs must be the guide to the best life possible - the past is key to the future; 6/ political order is vital; 7/ public virtue is paramount

Essentially, modern conservatism is not a pure ideology: it only takes its form as a reaction to liberalism.  E. Burke was a harsh critic of liberalism, especially the liberalism of the French Revolution, which he believed led to the Terror.  However, Burke agreed with many liberal ideas such as limited suffrage, limited monarchical power and private property (although he was not a supporter of laissez-faire economics).


History of 'conservatism':

Pre-17th Century - feudalism/traditionalism in Europe (most of the world was 'conservative' as things barely changed after the Agricultural Revolution circa 10 thousand years ago); strong notions of hierarchy

18th Century - Burkian conservatism - a mix of some liberal ideas with strong residues of feudal traditionalism

20th and 21st Centuries - 'conservatism' is now largely 'classical liberalism', especially in an economic sense; 'neo-conservatives' wish to go back to an earlier sense of public morality ('social conservatism') and the political and economic framework of the late 19th Century in the West (except on the suffrage issue) i.e. before reform liberalism had reshaped the political landscape; they favour: a/ deregulation; b/ privatization; c/ less gov't debt; d/ small gov't bureaucracy; e/ religion; f/ nuclear family  eg. Reagan, Thatcher, S. Harper

- others have been critical of the laissez-faire market in the Burkian tradition; these 'conservatives' believe government has a large role to play to protect the poor - known as 'Red Tories' or 'Christian Democrats' 
- 'conservatives' of the pre-modern type continue to exist in places like Iran and Saudi Arabia   


- Islamic extremism/'fundamentalism' is essentially a reaction to (Western) liberalism

- in Canada, the Conservative Party is 'neo-conservative'
- the old PC Party was once 'Red Tory' but changed to a mixture of 'neo-conservatism' and 'reform liberalism' by 1970's

Note: there is much overlap between ‘neo-conservatism’ and ‘classical liberalism’ (neo-liberalism) but less with libertarianism

4/ Fascism

- almost a 'religion of nationalism': it sees the individual as secondary to the nation
- sees the nation as indivisible: all groups and classes must be harmonious (all must be done for the good of the whole)
- dictatorship: by a party and a leader
- can be imperialistic (Italy and Germany were; Spain and Portugal were less so); also usually strongly protectionist (but pro-capitalist)
- strongly anti-Marxist and anti-liberal
- World War 2 largely discredited this ideology

What was 'National Socialism' (Nazism)?

- technically, Nazism was not really fascist because it is based more on the idea of 'race' than 'nation'; however, German Nazis always felt a tension between the above concepts, leading A. Hitler and others to declare that the Germans were the highest expression of the 'Aryan' (white) race - (so they were nationalistic fascists after all)
- Nazism has been called a 'conservative' (reactionary) philosophy; a 'populist' philosophy (anti- big gov't, anti-big labour and anti-big business mass movement); a 'socialist' philosophy; and a 'fascist' philosophy  - about the only thing it has not been associated with is liberalism

















5/ "socialism"

- the basic notion is a political society based on co-operation

Philosophical background: Plato (4th Century BC), Thomas More (16th Century), 'Utopian Socialists' (early 19th Century), Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels (mid to late 19th Century), 'Anarchist Socialists' - Bakunin and Proudhon (19th Century), V. I. Lenin (early 20th Century)

Main ideas: 1/ humans are co-operative by nature or can easily made to be co-operative; 2/ planning; 3/ common ownership; 4/ equality of result; 5/ international brotherhood of man

The most influential socialist was Karl Marx (1818-1883).  Most of what we now refer to as 'socialism' is directly traceable to the ideas of Marx.

'Marxism':

1/ all politics is the result of economic structures (the 'mode of production')
2/ history is marked by class struggle which is a product of economic conflict
3/ the dominant 'mode of production' is currently the capitalist system: it produces and is characterized by two antagonistic classes - a/ the bourgeoisie (those who own the means of production and control the state) and b/ the proletariat (those workers who must sell their labour power on the open market - mainly the industrial working class)
4/ capitalism is plagued by contradictions: too much is produced and not enough is consumed since the workers are increasingly too poor to buy products
5/ in time, capitalism will collapse as almost the whole society becomes proletarianized
6/ masses of impoverished workers will seize the capitalist state and set up a 'dictatorship of the proletariat'
7/ the masses will create a rational planned socialist state which will be more humane and efficient than the capitalist system
8/ within a short time period, the state will 'wither away' (it will no longer be required) ending the period of 'socialism'

6/ "communism"

'Marx's communism'

9/ after the state (gov't) disappears, there will be very little conflict - just the 'administration of things'
10/ society will be classless; people will totally co-operate
11/ there will be no division of labour: wealth will be plentiful and so people will be able to work at whatever pleases them
12/ there will be no greed and no scarcity: 'from each according to his ability, to each according to his need'

Marx's notion of 'communism' sounds like a 'utopia' (no place), but Marx insisted that his vision was 'scientific' and would come to pass.  Therefore the question was: did workers need to organize and create socialism/communism or would it happen without the conscious effort of anyone?  It appeared that some effort was needed, so even in Marx's lifetime, workers began to organize politically.

7/ Socialism after Marx

History of the Marxist movement:

1/ First International (1864-72)

- split into Marxist and anarchist wings

2/ Second International (1889)

- large meetings produced socialist parties all over Europe
- most parties resolved themselves to seize the capitalist state by the ballot box and not by revolution
- by the outbreak of WW1 (1914), there was a split into those who supported the war (the social democratic parties) and those who did not (the Leninist camp)




3/ Leninism

- V. I. Lenin and his Russian Communist Party took over Russia in 1917 by violent means
- Russia was not expected to become socialist since it had barely achieved capitalism
- Lenin felt that the capitalist stage could be skipped in Russia
- ironically, Lenin's group was the only party of the 2nd International to achieve lasting success

Main points: 1/ authoritarian party discipline; 2/ revolutionary; 3/ secretive; 4/ strict state planning; 5/ one-party state; 6/ swift punishment for offenders

4/ Social Democracy

- by the mid-20th Century most social democratic parties eg. Labour in the U.K. and the Social Democrats in Germany, gave up the goal of achieving 'socialism' in order to win more votes - which they did; many formed governments in several European countries but did not destroy capitalism

Main points: 1/ similar to reform liberalism; 2/ committed to free elections and pluralism; 3/ at most, desire a slow evolution to socialism; 4/ strong notion of a mixed economy; 5/ strongly support unionized labour


5/ Stalinism

- an extreme version of Leninism created by J. Stalin (means 'steel'), dictator of the USSR from the late 1920's to 1953
- based on a 'cult of personality'
- nationalist

6/ Maoism

- an extreme version of Leninism created by Mao Tse-Tung, dictator of Red China from 1949 to 1976
- based on a 'cult of personality'
- stresses role of peasants in creating socialism

NOTE: When people say that the USSR was a 'communist' country, this is technically not correct: the Union of Soviet (Council) Socialist Republics was just that - a 'socialist' federal union; the Communist Party of the Soviet Union only claimed to be 'building communism'.

The Canadian New Democratic Party originally started out as the pseudo-Marxist Co-operative Commonwealth Federation in 1933.  By 1961, the party (now the NDP) was clearly a social democratic party.  It remains one today.

With the fall of 'communism' in 1989-1991 in Eastern Europe and the USSR, many 'communist' (Leninist) parties disbanded.  Many quickly changed into social democratic parties.  A Leninist party remains strong in Russia.  


8/ "feminism"

- ideology which centres on the position of women in society
- main idea: women are disadvantaged in society and lack political power

Types of 'feminism':

1/ 'liberal feminism' (M. Wollstonecraft-1792, J.S. Mill-1869, 'suffragettes'-late 1800's to early 1900's)

- also known as the 'first wave of feminism'
- women should have equal legal rights eg.right to vote
- accepts that women may work or hold public office but does not insist on it; it is still consistent with a sexual division of labour (women work at home; men outside of the home)
- accepts that women are men are different in certain ways eg. women better childcare providers; men better at physical labour, but that these differences do not justify unequal laws
- is supportive of the basic family unit with wives treated as equals by husbands
- struggle for equal legal rights largely achieved in West




- some 'reform liberal feminists' wish to see the state use its power to correct abuses eg. more public shelters for battered women; employment equity programmes; more emphasis on cultural change; some refer to these as ‘radical feminists’
- most Canadians are 'liberal feminists' whether the realize it or not

2/ 'socialist feminism' (Fourier, Marx, Engels)

- women are enslaved by men (are men's property) in the way the proletariat is enslaved by the capitalist class
- socialism will free women from household duties as wealth increases; they will be seen as valuable additions to the workforce
- in communist countries, women did enter the workforce in large numbers, but few women made it to the top positions of leadership in those countries

3/ 'extreme feminism' (S. Firestone, S. Brownmiller, V. Solanas)  - some call this ‘radical feminism’

- idea of embedded 'patriarchy' (women’s oppression is the fundamental form of all oppression)
- men control money (and the family) and have political power - they discriminate against women and attack them through rape and pornography
- some solutions (not all agree with all of the following): abolish the 'patriarchal system' by abolishing the traditional family; women must be freed from their biological roles as child bearers; artificial insemination, abortion and lesbianism should be encouraged; communes of women should be established - political power will then drain away from men 
- there is often some cross-over with 'socialist feminism' and ‘reform liberal feminism’ 
- most Western women have rejected the extremist ideology but many 'radical' ideas have become more acceptable: eg. public child care; women-run rape crisis centres; public access to abortion; suspicion of the traditional family
- when people say they are not 'feminist', they usually mean the extremist brand of it














9/ "environmentalism"

- sees the natural environment as paramount

1/ 'conservationist environmentalists'

- wish to preserve the environment; do not want all resources to be fair game for the market economy eg.national parks 
- main idea: take care of the environment better and we will have resources for future growth
- supports voluntary recycling and replanting programmes
- supports some government regulation
- many of us are now at least 'conservationist environmentalists'

2/ 'reform liberal environmentalists'

- main idea: we must take care of the environment for our own health; strong government intervention is often needed to do so
- we must avoid the 'tragedy of the commons' (for example, everyone pollutes the air because we rationalize that our polluting alone causes the costs to be less than the benefits of polluting: the problem is, when everyone does this, the costs do outweigh the benefits) through governments which can 
strongly regulate the environment and punish offenders or 'free market environmentalism' which argues that more natural 
resources should be made private so people will look after them properly

3/ 'deep ecology environmentalists'

- radical 'human welfare ecologists'
- main idea: environment is an end in itself - we have no right to exploit it
- anti-materialistic (reject both capitalism and socialism)
- believe strongly in animal rights/liberation, rain forest preservation, organic foods, vegetarianism
- often characterized as 'tree-huggers'

NOTE: An organization such as Greenpeace would have elements of all three groups above.













"International Politics"

Differing viewpoints:

1/ 'state-centric approach' ('realist')

- sees the sovereign nation-state as the dominant unit in international relations
- sees the world as anarchic 
- sees nation-states as self-contained and self-interested actors
- international order through common rules which benefit states is viewed as the ideal

2/ 'non-state-centric approach' ('liberal')

- sees nation-states as less than unitary actors (states often do not speak with one voice or follow consistent goals)
- sees non-governmental organizations (NGOs) as relatively autonomous actors in the international arena
- international co-operation among states, sub-state governments and NGO's is viewed as the ideal

a/ 'Multi-polar world system'

- several strong states which dominate the international arena
- existed in 1914
- supporters of this viewpoint argue that since the early 1990's, the world is once again multi-polar

b/ 'bi-polar world system'

- two strong states which dominate the international arena and are rivals for power
- existed from 1945-1991
- supporters argue that a new bi-polar world is emerging between the U.S. and China

c/ 'uni-polar world system'

- one dominant state in the international arena
- supporters argue that the U.S. is the sole 'superpower' in the world today














The United Nations 

- founded in 1945 mainly for reasons of international security
- has had most successes with humanitarian programmes eg. UNICEF
- it has been a failure at stopping armed conflicts since 1945, although it has kept the peace in certain areas eg. Cyprus and is still vital as a forum for international dialogue on conflict 
- the U.N. really exists to protect state sovereignty; this makes it difficult to interfere with states’ internal affairs (i.e. human rights)
- the U.N. is far from a world state

Main parts of the U.N.:

1/ General Assembly: all U.N. members
2/ Security Council: 5 permanent members (U.S., U.K., France, Russia and China – they have veto powers); the other members rotate
3/ Secretariat: the U.N.'s leadership – very limited in power; Secretary-General is Ban Ki-Moon of South Korea
4/ International Court of Justice - tries to uphold international law but often has no force to punish offenders
5/World Bank - largely beholden to rich U.N. members?





The European Union

- began in 1950's as the European Coal and Steel Community; in 1967, became the European Community; in 1992, became the 'European Union'
- began as a free trade zone but now is a large single market less restricted than even the North American Free Trade (U.S., Canada and Mexico) area
- now has 28 member-states (Germany, France, Italy, Netherlands, Luxembourg, Belgium, Denmark, the U.K., 
Ireland, Greece, Portugal, Spain, Finland, Sweden, Austria, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, Poland, Hungary, Czech Rep., Slovenia, Slovakia, Malta, Cyprus, Bulgaria, Romania and Croatia)
- unlike NAFTA, the EU has supranational institutions: a real executive government with some independent powers - the Commission (in Brussels); the legislature is divided between the appointed Council of Ministers and the elected European Parliament (in Strasbourg); there is also a European Court 
- a common currency ('Euro') exists in many of the member-states
- most Europeans are now EU citizens 
- the EU is still mainly a minimal state; there is not even a European army
- in the future, EU government may still grow in size, although most observers do not predict that Brussels will resemble the governments of the EU nation-states
Some Major International Concerns:

1/ War and Terrorism - this is a constant threat; we can still blow up the world

2/ Globalization (the global nature of economics) means that states must increasingly co-operate to benefit from economic growth; free trade is both a cause and a consequence of globalization; many international organizations are basically economic in nature eg. OPEC, NAFTA, IMF and GATT

There is also a strong cultural component to globalization.  Values, styles, choices etc. are becoming more homogenized over time.

There are pros and cons to all aspects of globalization.

3/ Human Rights 

- claims that human beings have against society or the state by the virtue of being human
- generally apply to individuals and not to groups (NOTE: one notable exception can be the right to national self-determination)
- are universalistic: they apply to all human beings in every time period
- generally involve equality: rights are to be the same (or very nearly the same) for all regardless of sex, race, ethnicity, language, nationality, creed etc.
- have ancient origins but are a fairly recent phenomenon
- generally involve rights to live an unmolested life in freedom ('negative liberty') and can involve rights which allow one to enjoy that freedom ('positive liberty')
- the politics of Human Rights is all about making the societal and gov't respect for Human Rights real (enactment and enforcement); it has both a domestic and an international dimension 

















FORMS OF GOVERNMENT


- classifying government is an ancient idea and practice

One ancient Greek classification: (based on who rules, and how)
                                                             How is rule conducted?
                                         Lawful(common good)                 Lawless(private interest)

Who rules?   One                           monarchy                                      tyranny
                     Few                          aristocracy                                    oligarchy
                    Many                         polity                                             democracy

NOTE: Ancient Greeks such as Plato and Aristotle had a low opinion of 'democracy' (people rule); 'democracy' was seen as mob rule - there was little respect for the law and private interest prevailed over public concerns.  In this way, 'democracy' usually made a city-state weak and decadent and therefore vulnerable to attack from other city-states.










1/ "liberal democracy"

- 'democracy' (Greek - people rule)
- not very precise: most modern states claim or claimed to be 'democratic' eg. German Democratic Republic
- main idea: majority rule - what the majority of people want shall be done
- in the West, 'democracy' is intimately connected with 'liberalism' to produce 'liberal democracy' (constitutional democracy)
- there is a tension between 'democracy' (majority rule) and 'liberalism' (individual rights and freedoms): majorities can 
easily vote to nullify the freedom of individuals or minority groups ('tyranny of the majority' that the Ancient Greeks also feared; remember that Socrates was condemned to death because he was unpopular in democratic Athens)
- therefore, 'liberal democracies' temper majoritarianism with safeguards for individual rights

Main ideas:

1/ equality of political rights

- constitutional safeguards for rights eg. bill of rights

2/ majority rule

- can include: unanimity (100%); pure majoritarianism (51%); qualified majoritarianism (eg. 67%); concurrent majorities (mutual territorial or social group vetoes); bicameralism (two legislatures must give consent)

3/ political participation

- direct democracy: ('town hall meetings', referendums, initiatives, recall)
- indirect democracy: (representative democracy)
- most Western states are mostly representative in nature, with some uses of direct democracy

4/ political freedom

- right to peacefully oppose those in power 
- periodic elections

Types of 'liberal democracies':

1/ 'pluralist' (R. Dahl)

- open competition between groups for political goals
- no one group or party consistently dominates the state; Dahl's 'polyarchy'
- state is not autonomous: it is an 'arena' only
- power well dispersed in society
- classic example: the U.S.

2/ 'neo-corporatist' (P. Schmitter)

- state favours certain groups over others: these groups are represented in the state and are usually influenced by a relatively autonomous state
- main actors: the state, 'peak' business and labour groups (and parties representing these groups)
- limited competition in an attempt to create economic order but much protection for liberty
- classic example: Germany

3/ 'consociationalism' (A. Lijphart)

- anti-majoritarian ('elite accommodation')
- deeply divided or 'segmented' societies on ethnic, religious, linguistic lines, although may be dispersed throughout the country
- a/ 'segmental autonomy' ('segments' have certain functions which the state must leave alone); b/ 'proportionality' 
('segments' are to be all proportionally represented in government); c/ 'mutual veto' (each 'segment' can veto decisions affecting it); d/ 'grand coalitions' ('segmental' parties are to co-operate in government by forming governing coalitions)
- classic example: the Netherlands


FORMS OF GOVERNMENT (CON'T)


2/ "totalitarianism"

- the state totally dominates society in an attempt to radically transform it

C. Friedrich and Z. Brzezinski's definition: a/ an official ideology; b/ single party state led by one person; c/ terroristic police state; d/ state communications monopoly; e/ state weapons monopoly; f/ centrally directed economy
Main examples: USSR under Stalin, Nazi Germany

- anti-pluralistic
- acts in the name of the 'people' eg. mass rallies
- propaganda essential to it
- state above law
- usually despotic (rule based on coercion)
- North Korea the last totalitarian state left

3/ "authoritarianism"

- similar to totalitarianism but less state control and less radical or utopian

1/ 'right-wing authoritarianism'

- conservative in nature
- fairly tolerant of a pluralistic society and a market economy
- 'statist': 'state corporatism' - state dominates official groups eg.labour, business
- anti-socialist
- militaristic

examples: many Latin American countries, South Korea before 1988, Taiwan before mid- 1990's, Iran, 

2/ 'left-wing authoritarianism'

- lean towards socialism and nationalism
-gentler, kinder form of totalitarianism
- militaristic  
 
examples: Libya, Syria, Cuba, several African countries











FORMS OF GOVERNMENT (CON'T)

'separation of powers' - political power is divided between executive (day to day governing); legislative (law-making); and judiciary (legal branch)

- liberal democracies have different separation of powers

4/ "parliamentary systems"

'Parliament' - 'talk-shop', French: 'parle'
- representative chamber, usually based on territorial 'ridings' (constituencies)

Evolution of British Westminster model of Parliament:

Middle Ages - power held mainly by aristocracy (lords) who force King (Queen) to make concessions to them eg. Magna Carta of 1215

late Middle Ages - King (Queen) has all power, Parliament (the earlier representative chambers of the aristocracy and commoners) is now largely advisory only

early modern period - Parliament asserts itself; begins to challenge the monarch's laws and decisions


1689 'Glorious Revolution' - Parliament fully takes legislative powers from monarch; is able to defeat monarch's decisions ('responsible government'); beginnings of independent judiciary after 1689 - King (Queen) becomes increasingly 
symbolic figure; executive power taken over by Parliament; House of Lords begins to be secondary to House of Commons

20th Century - the creation of a party system of gov't based on party discipline fuses legislative and executive power in the governing Parliamentary party; Prime Minister begins to become almost as powerful as monarchs had been in the late Middle Ages; House of Lords becomes almost powerless in practice; more independent judiciary but subordinate to Parliament

- British model exported to British Empire: Canada has a parliamentary system based on the Westminster model (with an appointed Senate instead of an aristocratic House of Lords)

NOTE: Canada is still a 'constitutional monarchy'; the Queen is still officially our head of state; she still rules the country (in theory) through her agent, the Governor-General.  For example, the Governor-General must sign all bills for them to become law.  He (she) must approve all government appointments.  However, the Governor-General's approval is a 'rubber stamp'.


- there are parliamentary systems not based on the Westminster model which are similar to it but are different eg. Germany (not based on constitutional monarchy)

- all parliamentary regimes have in common idea of 'responsible government' - the executive is responsible to the legislature; if those who hold the executive power lose the confidence of the legislature (51%+), the executive must 
resign (and a new one chosen from an existing Parliament or new elections called to create a new Parliament)

- the problem is that responsible gov't is largely a dead letter in Canada because the government (led by the executive - the Prime Minister and the Cabinet) almost always holds more than half the 'seats' in the legislature; with party discipline, the government Members of Parliament are unlikely to lose confidence in the executive

'majority' government - party which holds 51%+ seats in the Parliament (in Canada, the House of Commons)

'minority' government - usually largest party which holds less than 50% of the seats in the Parliament (in Canada, the House of Commons); it needs the support of one or more minor parties to control more than half the seats; such a government is more likely to lose the confidence of the legislature   


'bicameralism' - Parliament is composed of two legislatures (in Britain: House of Lords, House of Commons; in Canada: Senate, House of Commons)
- in the Westminster model, the 'lower house' (House of Commons) has basically become the real legislature

NOTE: In Canada, the unelected Senate still has great powers in theory.  It can reject all commons legislation (it must approve all legislation) and can initiate most types of legislation.  However, the Senate, like the Governor-General is mainly a 'rubber stamp' in Canada.  If it actually rejected any legislation, this would not be seen as a 'vote of non-confidence' in the government.  Also, the judiciary has become very powerful since the 1982 Charter of Rights and Freedoms.  Canada's judiciary now is more like the American judiciary; it therefore departs from the Westminster model. 

Problems of modern parliamentary systems: 

1/ loss of separation of powers because of party discipline (PM and Cabinet too powerful)

2/ even lower house of Parliament now largely a 'rubber stamp'; non-government MPs and 'backbench' MPs largely useless in representing their constituencies 



5/ "presidential systems"

- first developed in the U.S., also used in Russia, France and many Latin American countries
- basically replaced the British monarch with an elected President as governing executive
- not based on idea of responsible government 
- main idea: 'balance of powers' (checks on power)
- less party discipline

U.S. Presidential system:

Three branches: a/ executive (President and Cabinet); b/ legislative (Congress: House of Representatives and Senate - both directly elected); c/ judiciary (Supreme Court and lower courts)

1/ President: (head of state; head of executive)

- appoints Cabinet (but must be approved by Senate)
- makes treaties, presents budgets, executes laws. (but most items must be approved by one or both houses of Congress)
- appoints Supreme Court justices and federal judges (but must be approved by Senate)
- can veto congressional legislation 
- must report periodically to Congress ('state of Union address')
- can initiate legislation
- can pardon citizens

NOTE: The President (and Vice-President) is not directly elected in the U.S.  He (she) is elected by the Electoral College (538 members).  A majority of electoral votes is sufficient to win the Presidency.  If no one has a majority, the House of Representatives decides the outcome.  The College members are to vote according to which candidate had the most votes in a State.  For example, if candidate A won the most votes in Alaska, he (she) would have 'control' over that State's 3 electoral college votes (the members of the College are usually party members who have promised to vote for the winning candidate in a State or in the District of Columbia).  However, College members have voted for someone they were not supposed to support (rare).  

2/ Congress (House of Representatives, Senate)

- House 435 members (based on State population)
- Senate 100 members (2 for each State)
- since 1913, Senate directly elected
- both pass all legislation 
- can override a presidential veto (need 2 thirds majority)
- House can 'impeach' the President - trial before Senate and Chief Justice (need 2 thirds majority to throw President out)
- establishes lower federal courts and number of judges
- can 'impeach' federal judges
- can propose constitutional amendments 

3/ Judicial branch (Supreme Court and lower federal courts)

- can declare Congressional laws unconstitutional
- can declare Presidential acts unconstitutional
- these powers are known as 'judicial review'  

Problems of presidential systems:

1/ 'Gridlock' - difficult to get things done with all those checks and balances

2/ gives the judiciary too much power - creates a legalistic society














FORMS OF GOVERNMENT (CON'T)

6/ "federalism"

'federal' - Latin: foedus - covenant, union, compact

decentralized                                                                                                            centralized

sovereign states            confederations           federations        devolution       unitary states 

eg. U.N.                      U.S. 1776-1787         U.S. 1787 -        Spain 1975 -         France

Modern 'federalism' - powers and responsibilities divided between at least 2 constitutionally protected levels of gov't (federal gov't, 'provinces', 'States', 'cantons', 'laender', etc.)

- sovereignty is shared: each level is 'sovereign' within its own constitutionally defined sphere of control; no level is supreme
- powers can be rearranged only by consent of both constituent units and federal gov't
- goes against idea that 'sovereignty' is indivisible

'confederalism' - constituent units are sovereign; general gov't only has powers which are given by constituent units; these powers can be taken back by constituent units alone 

'devolution' - sovereign central gov't gives significant powers to lower levels; these powers can be taken back by central gov't alone

'unitary state' - central gov't totally dominates; only minimal powers given to lower levels; can be taken back by central gov't alone

History of 'federalism':

- Switzerland a 'confederation' in 1291
- Holy Roman Empire of Middle Ages a 'confederation'
- modern 'federalism' invented by Americans in 1787 (J. Madison, A. Hamilton, J. Jay)
- many federal states now operate on the American model, including Canada
- others are a variation on the American model eg. Germany (which has less formal divisions of functions)
- some federations have been facades eg. USSR
- the European Union now somewhere in-between a 'confederation' and a 'federation'
-federalism usually characterized by bicameralism: the upper house often represents constituent units) eg. Bundesrat in Germany; Senate in U.S., Senate in Canada (based on equal regional representation - but Senate is a poor regional chamber of representation because Senators are largely politically impotent appointees of the PM)
-in Canada: Section 91 of Constitution Act 1867 - federal powers; Section 92, 93 - provincial powers; Section 95 - concurrent powers 

NOTE: Canada has been called a 'pseudo-federation' because of the federal powers of 'reservation', 'disallowance' and the 'declatory' power.  These were significant powers given to the federal government in 1867 to keep the new Canadian union strong.  The power of 'reservation' allows the federal gov't to reserve provincial legislation for approval by the federal Cabinet.  The power of 'disallowance' allows the federal gov't 
to disallow provincial legislation outright.  The 'declatory' power allows the federal gov't to declare certain local works to be under federal jurisdiction.  These powers have not been used for over half a century (the Charlottetown Accord, had it passed, would have abolished them) because they are against the spirit of federalism.

Pros and cons of federalism:

Pros:

a/ can create good checks and balances and help to promote liberty

b/ can help to accommodate regionally concentrated minority groups and give them some protection/autonomy (i.e. good for diversity)

c/ can help very fragile nation-states stay together


Cons:

a/ may be inefficient due to overlap issues, jurisdictional rivalries, confusion 

b/ may lead to a lack of accountability as levels blame one another for problems in shared areas of powers

c/ may make courts too powerful in shaping federal constitutions

d/ may inflame the passions of minority groups for more power (‘slippery slope’ idea that federal states may lead to breakups of states)

e/ may hurt local minorities where regional majorities oppress such minorities

7/ “Multi-level governance”

Basically, this is a term that can apply to unitary states, federations or confederations.  As long as a political entity has multiple levels, these levels may, in practice, share many policy areas.  For example, in Canada, the issue of homelessness cuts across health policy, housing policy, unemployment insurance, welfare policy, family policy, job training, and the Criminal Code (to name some areas).  It also cuts across three levels (federal, provincial and municipal – and maybe a fourth beyond Canada due to globalization) in terms of the above areas as they concern jurisdictional oversight, program delivery and funding.

The challenge is to make multi-level government manageable and efficient to get the best outcomes for things like homelessness.  This requires political trust, co-operation and learning.  Federalism actually might be a barrier to good multi-level governance if constitutional powers are too rigid or difficult to change.  
 

















THE POLITICAL PROCESS

1/ "the political system"

- based on model of D. Easton (1965)
- main idea: politics is best understood as a  dynamic 'system' (regulating patterns) of human interactions; understand the 'system' and you understand political outcomes
- politics like the workings of an aquarium

basic model:

INPUTS (demands, supports)  - POLITICAL SYSTEM    -   OUTPUTS (policies, laws)
                                                  (political actors, institutions)

-outputs then create new demands and supports
- basic flow: society to political level and back again 
- ignores the idea of a relatively autonomous 'state'; the political system reflects societal wants; there really is no firm 'state' as the political system is a shifting mix of individuals, groups and institutions

2/ 'political culture'

- individual attitudes, beliefs, orientations and behaviour towards gov't and politics
- more broad than ideology

G. Almond and S. Verba's classic study of political culture (1961):
Types:

1/ 'parochial' - populace is mainly ignorant of politics eg.many African countries

2/ 'subject' - populace is aware of politics but is passive towards those in authority eg. Nazi Germany

3/ 'participatory' - populace is aware of politics and participates in governing eg. U.S.

Main idea: If political institutions are not congruent with a certain political culture, then those institutions are unstable; political culture changes slowly.

Main concern: Do liberal democracies need a participatory political culture to survive?  For example, will Russia revert to authoritarian politics because the dominant political culture is 'subject' in nature?

Criticisms of this approach: a/ assumes there is one political culture in a nation - are there not powerful 'subcultures'? b/ heavily dependent on survey research which can be biased

'Post-materialism'? (R. Inglehart)

Main idea: Western political cultures used to be characterized by 'materialistic' concerns, for example, people wanted politicians to provide welfare and jobs.  Since the 1970's, the political culture of most first world states has become 'post-materialist' - people now have many political demands which go beyond narrow material needs eg. preservation of animals, national parks.























3/ "the media"

- 'communications media': newspapers, magazines, pamphlets, books, radio, television, recordings, films, Internet, direct mail
- in our age of mass democracy, the media is vital for political information since representatives now have so little direct contact with constituents
- political actors realize how powerful the media is; they need to manipulate it - a/ 'spin doctors' (political public relations specialists); b/ televised debates; c/ paid political advertising; d/ public-opinion polling; e/ direct mail campaigns

Role:

- the media usually tries to be objective but it must make certain value judgements

1/ agenda-setting - the media selects what is newsworthy

2/ priming - the media must select certain phrases to describe persons and events: these are often value-loaded eg. is Yugoslavia fighting a 'civil war' or is it engaged in 'ethnic cleansing'?

- the modern Western media is very influential - consider that it was originally two reporters at the Washington Post who ultimately brought Richard Nixon down in 1974; however, libel laws often force the media to be careful when making 
certain accusations (although the National Enquirer never seems to learn this lesson)
- the media, especially the print media, in most liberal democracies is not generally state-controlled but many newspapers are or have been controlled by wealthy individuals    
- in totalitarian countries, the state controls the media
- in authoritarian countries, the state often dominates the 'free media'

Polling

- is generally an accurate reflection of public opinion; politicians often have their own pollsters
- based on random sampling (usually of about 1000-2000 persons, by phone)
- example of a poll: 65% of Canadians want lower taxes, margin of error: + or - 3% 19 times out of 20 (this means the actual result - if all 30 million Canadians were polled - is between 62% and 68%, 19 polls out of 20 - there is a 1 in 20 chance that the sample poll is totally off)
- problems with politicians who take polls too seriously: a/ snapshot of public opinion (opinions can easily change); b/ public is often uninformed; c/ politicians should not always be about doing what the public immediately wants (there are long term goals to be considered) 




THE POLITICAL PROCESS (CON'T)

4/ 'interest groups'

- collection of individuals who aim for common political goals - also known as 'pressure groups'
- voluntary, part of any pluralist democracy
- wish to influence government through lobbying or working with political parties
- have grown tremendously since WWII in Western countries
- includes 'new social movements' (eg. gay liberation, feminist groups, environmental groups)

Types:

1/ 'anomic' - specific issue group, disappears after the issue is resolved eg. demonstration groups

2/ 'associational' - continuing groups which seek policies for long periods of time eg. labour, farm, business groups - often lobby for their private interests

3/ 'institutional' - groups closely related to gov't; 'corporatist' countries have many of these; internal gov't groups eg. military - also federally funded groups eg. until recently, NAC in Canada

4/ 'non-associational' - non-organized, large groups which can exert political pressure eg. French-Canadians

lobbying - activity of approaching politicians for political goals

Who is successful?

- those with money, numbers, organization, leadership, access to media, popularity of issue
- 'logic of collective action' (M. Olson): idea that tight knit, small, private interest groups which provide immediate benefits to members will be more successful in organizing than large-scale, 'public' (those that provide broad public benefits - actually, most groups claim this) interest groups because such large groups encourage individuals to 'free ride'












THE POLITICAL PROCESS (CON'T)

5/ "political parties"

- formal organization whose purpose is to place in public office persons (some of its members) who will govern in a certain fashion
- recent phenomenon: grew with the extension of the franchise (vote) in the 18th and 19th Century
- started as elite cadres/clubs and evolved into mass parties
- parties becoming formal-legal entities eg. tax deductible to donate to them; laws regulating contributions, etc.

Functions:

1/ recruitment of party leaders; 2/ aggregation of demands into party platforms; 3/ intermediaries between gov't and populace; 4/ training of party leaders; 5/ formation of policy (less so in Canada); 6/ provide legitimacy

Types:

1/ 'pragmatic' party - non-extremist, weak ideological, pragmatic 'brokerage' parties eg. Liberals in Canada
- try to appeal to broad section of voters

2/ 'ideological' party - ideological eg. Communist parties

3/ 'interest' party - narrow in focus, usually one interest eg. Peasant Party in Poland

4/ 'personal' party - founded around a charismatic leader eg. Gaullists in France

5/ 'movement' party - originally a 'movement' (a broad interest group) which becomes a party eg. Congress Party in India

Political Party Systems:

1/ 'one-party system' - a/ simple party systems (no opposition allowed) eg. CPSU in pre-1989 USSR; b/ one-party dominant systems (opposition allowed) eg. Liberal Democratic Party in Japan

2/ 'two-party system' eg. U.S. (Republicans/Democrats); Canada for many years (Liberals/Conservatives) - 'two and a half party system': basically a two-party system with a relatively powerful third party which is always in opposition eg. Canada for many years (NDP as the third party)

3/ 'multi-party system' eg. France, Italy 
- often characterized by coalitions and can result in instability




THE POLITICAL PROCESS (CON'T)

6/ "elections and electoral systems"

Elections 

- source of legitimacy
- way to avoid political violence
- often specified in constitutions
- should be 'open' (pre-1989 USSR had elections but they were not closed ballot and they did not offer electors a real choice)
- measure 'will of the people' 
- periodic

Types of electoral systems:

1/ 'first past the post' (single-member plurality system)

- one-seat districts (single-member)
- winner is one who wins a plurality of votes in a district
- system tends to overcompensate winning parties or parties that are strong regionally eg. BQ in Quebec
- system penalizes small parties and independents
- often produces 'landslide' victories for parties with less than 50% of the popular vote
- can tempt politicians to draw up electoral districts in such a way as to favour certain parties ('gerrymandering') 
- still in use in Canada, U.S., U.K.
Example:

A country has 100 ridings which translates into 100 'seats' in the legislature.  4 main parties run candidates in each riding.

Riding 16

Party A candidate 35%
Party C candidate 31%
Party B candidate 26%
Party D candidate   8%

Party A candidate is elected in riding 16.  All 100 ridings are decided in this way.  An outcome might look like this. Note that the popular vote (all the votes for a party across a country) might not match the percentage of seats.

Party C - 56 seats (but 38% of vote - unfair?) MAJORITY
Party A - 34 seats – one of which is Riding 16 (32% of vote)
Party B - 4 seats (but it got 24% of vote – unfair?)
Party D - 6 seats (6% of vote)

Advantages:

1/ - usually produces 'majority governments' (those with more than 50% of seats in the legislature

2/ - does not usually give small, extremist parties parliamentary power

Disadvantages:

1/ - in a party system with more than 2 major parties it tends to poorly reflect the popular vote

2/ - encourages regional parties instead of broad based parties   

3/ - gerrymandering can easily happen

2/ the 'runoff system'

- like 'first past the post' but winner must win a majority of votes in a district 
- if no candidate has a majority, lowest ranking candidate is dropped and another ballot is held; ballots continue to be held until one candidate has a majority
- a variant of the runoff system is used in France 

Example:

Riding 87

Candidate 1 - 40%
Candidate 2 - 37%
Candidate 3 - 23%
- no winner; Candidate 3 is dropped; new result after new ballot:

Candidate 2 - 57%
Candidate 1 - 43%

NOTE: Candidate 2 won because most of the supporters of Candidate 3 switched to her 

Advantage:

1/ - better reflects popular vote

Disadvantage:

1/ - time consuming and expensive 
2/ gerrymandering still possible

3/ 'preferential or alternative ballot system'

- like 'first past the post' but voters rank choices (1st, 2nd, 3rd, and so on)
- if no candidate has a majority in a district, the lowest ranking candidate is dropped and his/her votes are examined to see 
which other candidate was chosen 2nd; those candidates then get the votes of the dropped candidate - process continues until one candidate has a majority 
- used in Australia (House of Representatives)
Example:

Riding 62

Candidate 1 - 43% (first votes)
Candidate 2 - 39% (first votes)
Candidate 3 - 18% (first votes)

- no winner, Candidate 3 is dropped: it is determined that 50% of the ballots which chose Candidate 3 first, chose Candidate 1 second and 50% chose Candidate 2 second; votes are transferred; new result:

Candidate 1 - 52% 
Candidate 2 - 48%

Advantage:

1/ -votes are not split and lost between parties which are similar because voters can vote in a strategic manner (the Reform and the PC Party largely gave Ontario to the Liberals in 1993 and 1997  because 'right-wing' voters split their votes between these parties leaving the Liberals with a plurality of votes in most Ontario ridings - this might not happen in Australia as voters could simply rank Reform or the PC party second)  


Disadvantage:

1/ - too complex for many voters?

2/ - gerrymandering still possible

4/ 'proportional representation' (PR)

a/ list system

- vote for parties not candidates in multi-member constituencies (usually regions or just one country-wide consituency)
- x percentage of votes generally gives x percentage of seats in legislature (different formulas used to determine how many votes equals one seat)
- seats filled by party members on party lists (ranked by the parties themselves)
- Netherlands and Israel use pure list system
- some countries have a 'threshold' that a party must achieve in order to get seats eg. 5% of popular vote







Example:

Multi-member consituency (whole country); no 'threshold'; 100 seats in legislature

Party A 35% of vote - 35% of seats
Party B 30% of vote - 30% of seats
Party C 20% of vote - 20% of seats
Party D 10% of vote - 10% of seats
Party E 4.95% of vote - 5% of seats
Party F 0.05% of vote - no seats because party did not meet formula requirement: this party would get 1 seat in a legislature with 2000 seats

Advantages:

1/ - more reflective of popular vote
2/ - gives small parties parliamentary representation
3/ - few votes are 'wasted'
4/ - little to no ‘gerrymandering’

Disadvantages:

1/ - rarely produces majority governments
2/ - the representative loses contact with his/her constituents; makes parties too powerful


b/ single transferable vote 

- voters vote for candidates
- like alternative ballot (voters rank choices) but not single-member constituencies
- uses voting 'quotas' to establish winners (eg. 30,000 votes needed to be elected) - once a candidate has reached his/her quota, surplus votes are transferred to other candidates (those ranked 2nd); the candidate with the lowest ranking is also dropped and his/her votes transferred; process continues until no more quotas are reached
- complex formulas to establish quotas 
- used in Ireland; Australia (Senate)

Example:

multi-member constituency; 100,000 valid votes cast; 4 seats; quota - 20, 001  

Candidate A - 35, 001 first votes (elected - 15, 000 surplus votes) 
Candidate D - 22, 001 first votes (elected - 2, 000 surplus votes)
Candidate B - 19, 001 first votes
Candidate C - 10, 001 first votes
Candidate E - 10, 001 first votes
Candidate F -    3, 995 first votes (dropped)

- only 2 of 4 seats filled; second choice of surplus votes and second choice of dropped candidate's votes are considered; new result:

Candidate B - 29, 001 (elected)
Candidate E - 20, 001 (elected)
Candidate C - 10, 996

- now all four seats are filled

Advantages:

1/ - very mathematically accurate; reflective of popular vote (almost every vote factors into the outcome in some fashion)

2/ - avoids party domination and some gerrymandering

Disadvantage:

1/ - complex for some voters










THE POLITICAL PROCESS (CON'T)


6/ “political economy”

Political Economy – the idea that politics is largely driven by large scale economic factors/events

a/ general strength – since economics is a powerful variable, political science cannot ignore it

b/ general weakness – economics is not the only variable to consider (we cannot reduce everything to it): perhaps other things like history, culture, religion, psychology etc. are independent variables  

2 main types:

1/ liberal political economy

· notion that capitalist ‘free’ markets shape domestic and international political outcomes
· sees capitalism as a mainly positive force for wealth creation and redistribution

pros – capitalism does shape the world (increasingly as globalization) and can be dynamic in wealth creation
- capitalism tends to encourage liberalism but not always

cons – capitalism can lead to vast inequalities between and in societies

- capitalism can lead to too much materialism and create problems for environmental sustainability (among many things) 


2/ Marxist and neo-Marxist political economy

· critical of the liberal view, although it sees capitalism as the crucial force shaping all politics
· sees socialism as the solution to problems of capitalism

pros – this view may explain many class structures in societies; it may provide a humanistic solution to problems of material existence

cons – in practice, socialism (as a replacement for capitalism) has not worked too well in terms of wealth creation or political freedoms





3/ Development

There are 3 main paths to economic development for states.

a/ Capitalism

i/ Import Substitution Industrialization (ISI)

- this is basically state protectionism and promotion of key industries within a capitalist framework to encourage strong diverse manufacturing economies

- many states have used this strategy to great effect (eg. Japan and even Canada in the beginning) but it may create outdated industries, inefficiencies and lead to the loss of comparative advantages in production; it may lead to trade wars

ii/ Free Trade

- states embrace free trade on a continental or even global basis to get the benefits of comparative advantages; this should create more wealth in the long run

- this may work but states may find they develop ‘underdevelopment’ as key sectors lose out in the marketplace; states may become too dependent on other states’ economies; too many inequalities may result

b/ Socialism

- by ‘socialism’, what is meant here is a rejection of capitalism to embrace some sort of centrally planned economy (usually) which is not based on market forces but human needs

- this was (and still is) tried by many states and can lead to growth but it tends to be inefficient (in most sectors), corrupt and politically unfree

Can a type of ‘socialism’ be developed which is not the model above and is not part of capitalism?

NOTE: ‘Comparative Advantage’ is the notion that states should ideally produce only what they are good at producing and trade with other states which produce other things (which they produce well) – the outcome should be more wealth for all










7/ "representative assemblies"

Functions: 1/ to legislate (pass laws), sometimes to initiate them; 2/ in parliamentary systems - to help form a governing executive; 3/ keep executive in check ('responsible government'); 4/ to create alternative executive if one is required; 5/ to represent constituents; 6/ for opposition members - to criticize the gov't ; 7/ debate all issues

Bicameralism: a/ 'lower house' - based on representation by population eg. House of Commons, House of Representatives, Bundestag;  b/ 'upper house' - often based on regional representation eg. Canadian and American Senate, Bundesrat - can be appointed by federal gov't (Canadian Senate), regional governments (Bundesrat) or legislatures (American Senate pre-1913); or can be directly elected (American Senate after 1913).

Canadian legislative system:

- bills (proposed legislation) usually originate with individual Cabinet Ministers (including the Prime Minister - they are known as government bills) although any Member of Parliament may introduce legislation through private-members' bills (these are rarer)
- Senators may introduce bills (again, these are rare) but not money bills
- if a bill gets Cabinet Committee approval, and approval of full Cabinet, bill gets first reading in the House of Commons (announces bill)
- second reading leads to debate and vote on principle of bill
- if accepted, bill usually goes to a relevant parliamentary committee which may propose amendments to bill
- full House votes on original or, if agreed, an amended bill (third reading); a majority vote is needed to accept bill
NOTE: Majority governments, because of strict party discipline, can easily get a bill through these stages.
- bill then goes to Senate for a repeat of process
- Senate usually goes along with House of Commons but still has the right to defeat a bill (bill is then dead); Senate can amend a bill (rare - bill then goes to House in amended form for reconsideration)
- once Senate approves bill receives Royal assent from Governor-General (a formality - but Gov.-Gen. can refuse to sign bill); bill is now law and is proclaimed 

- most bills are public bills (apply to public as a whole); private  bills involve legal rights for certain individuals and corporations (mostly dealt with by Senate) 
    
Make-up of Canadian House of Commons:

Speaker (MP elected by whole House) - regulates debate; votes in a tie

- 'governing' party (usually the largest party) including the Prime Minister and Cabinet, sit to Speaker's right
- on Speaker's left: the next largest party (official opposition, including leader of the opposition); other parties, independents, and excess members of 'governing party'
- 'whips' are MPs assigned to keep party discipline
- if MPs vote against their party, they are usually punished in a variety of ways

NOTE: The defeat of the government on an important bill means the legislature has lost the 'confidence' of the ruling executive.  The executive must resign and the legislature is usually formally dissolved.  If there is any controversy as to the importance of a defeated bill, a formal vote of non-confidence can be taken.  The defeat of the PC government's (a 'minority govt' elected in 1979) budget led to new elections in 1980.  When a government has a bare majority, as does the current Conservative Party, party discipline is still paramount. 










8/ "the political executive"

- make the day-to-day governing decisions: 1/ in some countries, often initiates policies; 2/ supervises the administration of gov't; 3/ makes appointments, etc.

The Canadian Executive:

Head of State: Queen (Governor-General) - Canada's formal executive (check Constitution), although not in practice

Head of Gov't: Prime Minister

Rest of Executive: a/ Cabinet (25-40 members) - these are usually Members of the House of the ruling party picked by party leader (who is or becomes PM) who become head of a major government Ministry; one Senator is usually picked as a Cabinet member, sometimes others are picked to create better regional or gender Cabinet composition; b/ Secretaries of State to assist Cabinet; c/ Cabinet committees 

Central Agencies: - main organs which assist/advise executive

1/ Prime Minister' Office - powerful, since the PM is basically 'king' in Canada - largely watches over PM's political standing

2/ Privy Council Office - assists Cabinet in dealing with bureaucracy - Clerk of PCO is head of bureaucracy

3/ Treasury Board - watchdog over federal budget and federal civil servants - since 1966, separate from Department of Finance

4/ The Department of Finance - the largest Ministry, makes economic policy (fiscal, trade etc.) and long-term economic forecasts 

NOTE: In theory, the PM is supposed to be 'first among equals' and is not to dominate the Cabinet.  In practice, the PM largely controls the gov't.  Cabinet decisions, made in secret, are often heavily influenced by the PM; once a decision is made under the principle of cabinet solidarity, no Cabinet member is to dissent from that decision.  Remember, the PM appoints Cabinet Ministers in the first place.  As well, he/she often 'reshuffles' the Cabinet. 

'ministerial responsibility' - idea that Cabinet Ministers are accountable for the actions of their departments (the bureaucracy) and may have to offer to resign if there is a major scandal  

'responsible government' - again, the idea that executive is responsible to the House of Commons (not Senate) and must resign if confidence is lost: the 'fusion' of the executive and legislative in Canada means that an executive that has lost support of the House results in the dissolution of the House and new elections
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9/ "the administration"

- government needs administration to implement policies  
- bureaucracy: 'office holders' - vital to Western governments in 21st Century
- bureaucratic expertise and advise essential to elected politicians
- generally, in the West, the 'size' of gov't has expanded greatly in the last 40 years: main idea - gov't must do what the private sector cannot do or does poorly

Bureaucrats: 1/ specialized positions; 2/ career positions marked by tenure; 3/ merit recruitment or patronage; 4/ should be non-partisan; 5/ hierarchical ('top' to 'bottom'); 6/ follow rules

Canadian administration:

-over 200,000 federal civil servants (500,000 work for federal gov't in some fashion) 
- federal, provincial and municipal gov'ts employ 1 in 4 Canadians ('public sector' workers) - many more have 'private sector' jobs which directly depend on gov't contracts  
- it is often difficult to say where the 'public service' begins and ends: some take a narrow view to say that the 'public service' are only those who help the gov't govern; others say that it also includes functions carried out/contracted out by gov't (eg. police work, teaching) 
- substantial federal cutbacks to the federal 'public service' have occurred since 1995
- there have been provincial cutbacks as well (eg. Ontario)
- staffing of the public service in Canada is supposed to be based on merit (although affirmative action is becoming a factor) but patronage (granting of position because of political connections) remains a reality
- in Canada, a change in gov't often leads to minimal changes in top level bureaucrats (unlike U.S.)

Types of federal bureaucratic structures in Canada:

1/ federal government departments - implement federal policies; headed by Minister; Minister is responsible for the workings of the department under the principle of ministerial responsibility; Deputy Minister (unelected) is often the most influential person in departments (even more so than the Minister); eg. Department of Finance, Department of Health, Department of Justice

2/ Crown agencies - are not generally responsible to a Minister but usually report to Parliament; 

a/ Crown corporations - corporations under federal control which perform a certain social or economic function which usually is deemed too important to be left to the private sector alone; semi-autonomous; eg. Canada Post, CBC, The Bank of Canada, National Film Board

b/ regulatory agencies - help to define and enforce gov't regulations (laws which affect private corporations); semi-autonomous, 'quasi-legislative'; eg. CRTC, Atomic Energy Control Board

c/ advisory bodies - advise politicians on major issues; mostly temporary; eg. Royal Commissions, task forces 
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10/ "the judiciary"

- legal branch of state
- interprets laws passed by politicians
- interprets common laws and practices
- essential to any state based on rule of law
- hierarchical series of courts which decide cases - highest court: Britain (House of Lords); U.S. (U.S. Supreme Court)
- 'judicial review': idea that laws can be declared unconstitutional by courts; essential for federal states and states with written bill of rights
- most Western judicial systems based on 'adversarial system' (defendants vs. accusers)

Canadian Judiciary:

Highest Court: The Supreme Court of Canada (since 1949 - before this time, Judicial Committee of the Privy Council in Britain)
 - 9 members (3 traditionally from Quebec)
- judges selected by Cabinet (really, PM)
- judges cannot easily be removed  
- do not have to retire until age 75
- hears many appeals from all lower courts


Lower Courts: 

a/ Federal Court of Canada (trial and appeal branches) 
- federally created and appointed 
- hears cases against federal gov't

b/ Provincial Superior Courts (various names)
- provincially created and federally appointed
- handle appeals from provincial courts, more serious criminal offences, divorce cases, and larger civil cases 

c/ Provincial Courts
- provincially created and appointed
- handle less serious criminal offences, small civil cases and Young Offenders Act cases 

NOTE: In Canada, criminal law is a federal matter so the most serious cases are held in the federally appointed Provincial Superior Courts.  Civil law is basically a provincial power, so most cases are held in Provincial Courts.  Divorce is an exception to this as it is explicitly a federal concern.  There is much legal overlap in our federal system.

The influence of the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms (1982):

- since 1982, the Charter has had a tremendous influence on the Supreme Court 
- the Court has been the final authority on the rights of Canadians since this time
- it has gained power at the expense of Parliament and the provincial legislatures
- without going into the specific cases, the Court has shaped the political landscape concerning things like abortion, common-law marriages, the rights of foreigners, gay rights and so on - and will continue to do so
- since a majority is needed to declare a decision (usually 5 out of 9 judges), who the judges are and how they will vote 
becomes very important for interest groups, political parties and politicians - the legal system becomes politicized
- the U.S. Court system has been politicized for about 200 years - this is why Supreme Court appointments in the U.S. are often media events, as the Senate scrutinizes judge-candidates for their political views  
- in Canada, there is no strong process of reviewing judges appointed to the Supreme Court
- Section 33 of the Charter gives legislatures some room to override Court decisions (U.S. has no such provision)



















































































