Comparative Politics:

Methods, Theory and Practice
(PO934L)

Module Director
Dr. Renske Doorenspleet

Office: B0.14

Email: renske.doorenspleet@warwick.ac.uk

Tel. Ext. 22169

Office Hours: to be announced (see for more information: www2.warwick.ac.uk/fac/soc/pais/staff/doorenspleet/)
University of Warwick, Department of Politics and International Studies

2008-2009
Seminars in term 1, Wednesday 12-2 PM, in WT 1.05

Introduction: What is this Module about? Module aims

The aim of this course is to introduce students to key methodological and theoretical debates that underpin comparative research. The module will familiarize students with some of the main issues in comparative politics, such as how to compare countries, what is nationalism, and how to explain democratization. Students are expected to prepare a substantial piece of academic work that is well argued and well researched.
Method of assessment

Assessment is by the standard pattern for MA/Diploma option modules, namely one assessment essay of 5,000 words. For the assessed essay, you can either choose a title from the Assessed Essay title list below, or alternatively you can negotiate your own title. Consultation well in advance of the department’s title submission date allows preliminary proposals to be given proper consideration and refined as appropriate. It is essential that you carry out a library search in advance of choosing a title, even when a title is selected from the list included in this document. It is also essential to show in your essay that you fully understand the different comparative methods (as discussed during the course) and can apply them in an appropriate way. 
You are strongly encouraged to include the following elements in your essay: 

i) Introduction with your central research question. Attention for importance of question, both intellectually and politically; 
ii) Theoretical overview, and how your central research question relates to existing academic studies in your field of expertise. Formulation of hypotheses (or expectations); 
iii) Attention for concepts and measurements;
iv) What methodologies you will adopt. Most similar design with comparison of two countries, or case study of only one country is strongly recommended for assessment essay. Justification of case selection and description of expected consequences of this choice for own research;
v) Empirical analyses;
vi) Conclusion, answering research question, own contribution to literature, limitations of own research

Submissions of Essays
-  See MA Handbook for submission date of title of research essay 
- Research essay (see Handbook for submission time and date) is worth 100% of assessment. Maximum is 5,000 words.
Titles and final versions must be submitted in accordance with the schedule of dates specified in the relevant department’s MA Handbook. You should have your own personal copy of this handbook. Spare copies can be obtained from the PAIS Graduate Office; alternatively the Handbook can be found on the PAIS web-site. Please read all of it carefully, including all the advice it contains on essay construction, essay presentation and style – and in particular on plagiarism. According to University rules, late submission of an assessed essay will, unless an extension has been granted in advance of the deadline, result in the following penalty deduction from your mark: 3% per day (please see the Graduate Student Handbook for further details).

Plagiarism

There are severe penalties for cheating of any kind in all forms of University test. Plagiarism is a form of cheating, as it attempts to acquire a benefit from the work of others unfairly. The Department’s policy on Plagiarism is fully explained in the PAIS Graduate Student Handbook, available both in hard copy and on the PAIS website. The handbook explains how the University’s published regulation may be access on the web. If you are in any doubt about what constitutes plagiarism, you should consult your personal tutor or module director before submitting written work.

Please do not hesitate to ask the module tutor or the MA Programme Director if you have queries relating to material in the handbook, if the handbook is unclear or if you anticipate difficulties in complying with requirements laid down in the handbook.

Module structure and teaching methods

There will be 10 weekly seminars running through the first term of the academic year. These seminars are designed to provide, through student-led and tutor-facilitated discussion, an overview of the module syllabus within commentary on the literature. Student presentations should enable the students to develop their skills in constructing and substantiating an informed and nuanced argument. Students will present papers and are expected to actively contribute to the discussions. Students are further expected to engage in independent study, employing the reading lists and other sources to deepen their knowledge of the subject. Together with the assessed essay, presentations will improve critical analysis, as well as investigative and information retrieval skills.

Monitoring performance

As in all other MA/Diploma modules, the tutor for this module is required to fill out a report form on your attendance, participation, written work, verbal skills and provide an overall assessment. These report forms are considered by the relevant MA programme director.

Regulation 13: “…failure to attend prescribed classes or to complete prescribed coursework may result in a student being required to submit additional assessed work, or to sit an additional written examination, or in the student being required to withdraw from his/her course of study.” (Regulation 13.1 Section 1)

Student feedback

Towards the end of the programme all participants in the module are requested by the department to complete a questionnaire in which they can evaluate the module. The questionnaire is devised and administered by the Graduate Office of the Department of Politics and International Studies. The responses are read electronically so as to guarantee complete anonymity. The department believes that these evaluations can be extremely helpful to furthering the improvement of its modules and programmes overall. Your cooperation in this is greatly appreciated. The data from the questionnaires is not released to module tutors until after all the assessed essays have been marked and after your mark for the module has been considered by the relevant Board of Examiners.

Core reading

Subject to the legal requirements of copyright law, copies of all core readings are available in the Student Reserve Collection (SRC) in the Library. If a core reading is not available in the SRC you should consult your module tutor.
Required Books: selection, so please see also below in course outline
* Caramani,  Daniele (2008). Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press
* Geddes, Barbara (2006). Paradigms and Sand Castles; theory building and research design in comparative politics, Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press
* Hague, R. and M. Harrop (2007). Comparative Government and Politics, An Introduction, London: Palgrave
* Landman, T. (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, (3rd ed), Routledge
* Lijphart, Arend (1999). Patterns of Democracy: Government Forms and Performance in 36 Countries, New Haven: Yale University Press
Required Journal Articles: see below in course outline

Additional Journals Articles:

A great deal of useful reading material is to be found in a wide range of science journals or periodicals. As a matter of routine you should consult the most recent issues of a number of journals as they come into the library and establish for yourselves whether they contain pertinent articles. Examples of journals with mainly articles in the field of comparative politics: World Politics, Comparative Political Studies, Comparative Politics, Journal of Democracy. Other important journals with quite a few articles in comparative politics: American Political Science Review, American Journal of Political Science, European Journal of Political Research, British Journal of Political Science, International Security, Electoral Studies, Democratization, Journal of Politics, Party Politics, West European Politics, etc.  

Web-sites:

These web sites were all valid at the time of writing this reading list. Changes may have occurred subsequently.

* Afrobarometer: http://www.afrobarometer.org

* Comparative study of electoral systems (CSES): www.umich.edu/~nes/cses/cses.htm

* Eurobarometer surveys: www.europa.eu.int/en/comm/dg10/infcom/epo/eb.html

* Political Regime Characteristics around the World 1800-2003:

www.cidcm.umd.edu/inscr/polity/

* World value surveys: http://wvs.isr.umich.edu/
* Consortium on Qualitative Research Methods: www.asu.edu/clas/polisci/cqrm/ - 

* http://achive.allacademic.com/publication/apsa_index.php  APSA papers

* http://data.fas.harvard.edu/hdc/ Harvard Data Center.

* APSA newsletters for comparative politics: http://www.nd.edu/~apsacp/ and http://www.nd.edu/~apsacp/backissues.html
* APSA newsletters for qualitative methodology: http://www.asu.edu/clas/polisci/cqrm/Newsletter.html

Some examples of assessment essay titles

The list below is indicative of topics that some students have chosen to write about in the past. It is not a list from which you are required to choose a title and not a list from which you are recommended to choose a title. It is a list to give you an idea about the possibilities. Please choose your own title on the basis of your own interests and theoretical notions.

- The relationships between democracy and economic development: a comparison of the Asian Tigers

- Support for the European Union in France, the UK and Germany

- Explaining political instability in Latin America

- Nationalist movements and state-building: a comparison of two ex-colonies

- Building democracy in post-conflict countries; a comparison of Cambodia and Ethiopia

- The rise of extreme right in Western Europe

- The impact of ethnicity on democratic sustainability in sub-Sahara Africa
- Civil society and democratic consolidation in Central and Eastern Europe
- Civil-military relations and democracy in Chile and Argentina

- Ethnic heterogeneity and war in Africa

Seminar Program

1. Theory and Methods Part 1: Why Compare and How to Design a Research Question

2. Theory and Methods Part 2: Designing Qualitative and Quantitative Comparative Research

3. Democracy Part 1: the Concept
4. Democracy Part 2: Waves and Theories 
5. States, Nations, and Nationalism
6. Reading Week
7. Political Institutions Part 1: Consensus and Majoritarian Systems 

8. Political Institutions Part 2: Electoral Systems, Parties and Party Systems, Parliamentary and Presidential Systems
9. Ethnic Violence, Conflicts and War 

10. The Future of Comparative Politics

Week 1. Theory and Methods 1: Why Compare and How to Design a Research Question

· What is a good research proposal?

· What is comparative politics?

· What are the primary aims of comparative political analysis?

· Why do we compare?

· Is there a science of politics?

Required Literature:

· Beyme, Klaus von (2008). ‘The Evolution of Comparative Politics’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 1

· Geddes, Barbara (2006). Paradigms and Sand Castles; theory building and research design in comparative politics, Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, chapter 1
· Landman, Todd (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London: Routledge, chapter 1
· Social Science Research Council’s guidelines, http://fellowships.ssrc.org/art_of_writing_proposals/
Recommended Literature:
· Burnham, Peter, Karin Gilland, Wyn Grant, and Zig Layton-Henry (2004). Research Methods in Politics, Palgrave, chapter 1, 2 and 3
· Grigsby, Ellen (2002). Analyzing Politics, Wadsworth, pp. 1-16 and pp. 24-32
· Laitin, David (2002). ‘Comparative Politics: The State of the Subdiscipline’ in Ira Katznelson and Helen Milner, State of the Discipline, New York, Norton
· Punch, Keith F. (2000). Developing effective research proposals, London: Sage
Week 2. Theory and Methods 2: Designing Qualitative and Quantitative Comparative Research

· What are the main alternative research designs available in comparative politics?

· What are the advantages and disadvantages of single-nation, two-nation, and multi-national comparative studies?

· Statistical analyses: how, why, advantages and disadvantages

· Small N analyses: how, why, advantages and disadvantages

· Case studies: how, why, advantages and disadvantages

· Outline the main theoretical approaches in comparative politics 
· Choose countries or regions in which you are interested. Those countries may be used as central topic in your final paper. Why is your comparison useful? 

Required Literature:

· Landman, Todd (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London, Routledge, chapter 2, 3, 4 and 5
· Lijphart, A. (1971). ‘Comparative Politics and the Comparative Method’ in The American Political Science Review, vol. 65, pp. 682-693
Recommended Literature:
· Collier, David (1999). ‘The Comparative Method: Two Decades of Change’ in Dankwart Rustow and Kenneth Paul Erikson, Comparative Political Dynamics, New York, Harper Collins, pp. 7-31
· Chilcote, Ronald H (1994). Theories of Comparative Politics: The Search for a Paradigm Reconsidered, 2nd edition, Boulder: Westview Press, Chapter 1-4
· Denzin, Norman K and Y.S. Lincoln (eds), (1998). Collective and interpreting qualitative materials, chapter 24-25

· Dogan, Mattei and Dominique Pelassy, (1994). How to Compare Nations: Strategies in Comparative Politics, 2nd edition, Boulder: Westview Press, Part 1
· Geddes, Barbara (2006). Paradigms and Sand Castles; theory building and research design in comparative politics, Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, chapter 3
· Gomm, Roger, Martyn Hammersley and Peter Foster (eds), (2000). Case study method: key issues, key texts, London: Sage
· Grigsby, Ellen (2002). Analyzing Politics, Wadsworth, pp. 12-24
· Hague, R. and M. Harrop (2007). Comparative Government and Politics, An Introduction, London: Palgrave
· King, Gary, Robert O Keohane and Sidney Verba, Designing Social Inquiry
· Peters, B. Guy (2008), ‘Approaches in Comparative Politics’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 2
· Przeworski, A. & H. Teune (1970). The Logic of Comparative Social Inquiry, New York: Wiley, pp. 3-46

· Ragin, Charles (1987). ‘Case-Oriented Research and Variable-Oriented Research’ in Ragin, The Comparative Method: moving beyond qualitative and quantitative strategies, Berkeley: University of California Press, pp. 34-68 (see also pp. vii-xv, pp. 1-18)

· Verba, Sydney, Norman H. Nie, Jae-on Kim (1978). Participation and Political Equality; a Seven-Nation Comparison, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 23-44 (Chapter 2 ‘Comparing Participatory Systems’)
· Yin, Robert K. (2000). Case study research: design and methods, London: Sage 
· ‘The Role of Theory in Comparative Politics: A Symposium’, contributions by Kohli, Evans, Katzenstein, Przeworski, World Politics, vol. 48, Oct 1995, pp. 1-21

Week 3. Democracy Part 1: the Concept

· What is democracy? How can democracy be defined? Describe the definitions of Schumpeter, Dahl, and others. Which definition do you prefer? Why?
· Is there a single best set of democratic institutions?

· What is the meaning of democracy in other cultures, for example in Senegal or China?
· Is democracy primarily a Western ideal or are the values universally shared in other cultures?

Required Literature on the Concept:
· Doorenspleet, Renske (2005). Democratic Transitions: Exploring the Structural Sources during the Fourth Wave, Lynne Rienner Publishers, Chapter 2 
· Mair, Peter (2008), ‘Democracies’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, Chapter 5
Required Literature on the Universality of the Concept:
· Chan, J., (1997). ‘An Alternative View’ in Journal of Democracy, vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 35-48
· Dalai Lama, (1999). ‘Buddhism, Asian Values, and Democracy’ in Journal of Democracy, vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 3-7
· Emmerson, D. K., (1995). ‘Singapore and the “Asian Values” Debate’ in Journal of Democracy, vol. 6, no. 4, pp. 95-105
· Kausikan, B., (1997). ‘Governance that Works’ in Journal of Democracy, vol.8, no.2, pp. 35-48
· Ng, Margaret (1997). ‘Why Asia Needs Democracy’ in Journal of Democracy, vol. 8, no.2, pp. 24-34
· Schaffer, F.C., (1998). Democracy in Translation, Cornell University Press, Chapter 1 (pp. 1-13), Chapter 3 (pp. 54-85), Chapter 6 (pp. 139-146)

· Sen, A., (1999). ‘Democracy as a Universal Value’ in Journal of Democracy, vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 3-17
Recommended Literature:

· Coppedge, Michael, (July 1999). ‘Thickening Thin Concepts and Theories; Combining Large N and Small in Comparative Politics’ in Comparative Politics,  pp. 465-476
· Debate on concept formation. See APSA newsletters for qualitative methodology: http://www.asu.edu/clas/polisci/cqrm/Newsletter.html
· Dahl, R.A., (1971). Polyarchy, Participation and Opposition, New Haven and London: Yale University Press, pp. 1-9

· Zakaria, F. (1997). ‘The Rise of Illiberal Democracy’, Foreign Affairs 76/ 6: 22-43

Week 4: Democracy Part 2: Waves and Theories 
· What are the trends of democratization over time?

· How can we explain these waves?

· Are there indications of a reverse wave?

· How can we explain transitions to democracy after 1989?
· How can we explain democratic consolidation?

Required Literature:
· Doorenspleet, Renske (2005). Democratic Transitions: Exploring the Structural Sources during the Fourth Wave, Lynne Rienner Publishers, Chapter 3 and 4
· Landman, Todd (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London, Routledge, chapter 6 and 9
· Lipset, S.M., (1959). ‘Some Social Requisites of Democra​cy: Economic Develop​ment and Political Legitimacy’ in American Politi​cal Science Review, vol. 53, pp. 69-105
· Mair, Peter (2008), ‘Democracies’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 5
Recommended Literature:

· Bollen, K.A. (1983). ‘World System Position, Dependency, and Democracy: The Cross-National Evidence’ in American Sociologi​cal Review, vol. 48, pp. 468-479
· Brooker, Paul (2008), ‘Authoritarian Regimes’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 6
· Burnell, Peter (2008). ‘Promoting Democracy’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 25
· Diamond, L., (1999). Developing Democracy: Toward Consolidating, Baltimore: John Hopkins University Press, chapter 5, pp. 161-218
· Haggard, S. and R. Kaufman, (1995). The Political Economy of Democratic Transitions, Princeton: Princeton University Press, pp. 24-74

· Huntington, S.P., (1991). The Third Wave; democratization in the late twentieth century, Norman and London: University of Oklahoma Press, pp. 13-26
· Rueschemeyer, D., Stephens. E., Stephens, J., (1992). Capitalist Development and Democracy, Cambridge: Polity Press, pp. 12-39

Week 5: States, Nations, and Nationalism 

· What is a state? What are the most important characteristics of a state?

· What is -for example- the difference between the UK, Wales and multinationals like Shell?

· What is the difference between a state and a nation?

· What is nationalism?

· Is the British population nationalistic? 
Required Literature:

· Alter, P. (1989). Nationalism. London: Edward Arnold, chapter 1
· Anderson, Benedict (1991). Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationalism, London: Verso, chapter 1 and 3
· Poggi, Gianfranco (2008). ‘The Nation-State’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 4

· Sørensen, Georg (2008). ‘Globalization and the Nation-State’, in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 24

Recommended Literature:

· Brubaker, Rogers and David D Laitin (1998). ‘Ethnic and Nationalist Violence’ in Annual Review of Sociology, vol. 24, pp. 423-52

· Jackson, Robert and Carl Rosberg (1992). ‘Why Africa’s Weak States Persist’ in World Politics, pp.1-24
· Fukuyama, Francis (2004). State-Building: Governance and World Order in the 21st Century, Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University Press 
· Gellner, Ernest (1983). Nations and Nationalism, Ithaca NY, Cornell University Press, chapters 1, 4, 5

· Grigsby, Ellen (2002). Analyzing Politics, Wadsworth, pp. 50-65

· Rotberg, Robert (2002). ‘Failed States in a World of Terror’ in Foreign Affairs, vol. 81, no. 4, pp.127-140

· Sargent, Lyman Tower (2003). Contemporary Political Ideologies, Thomson Wasworth, pp. 21-41

· Skocpol, Theda (1982). ‘Bringing the State Back In’, Items, vol. 36, nos.1/2, pp. 1-8 (or see Bernard E. Brown 2000: pp. 150-158)
· Weber, Max (1994), ‘What is a State?’ in P. Lassman and R. Speirs (eds), Weber, Political Writings, Cambridge: Cambridge Univeristy Press, pp. 309-369 (or see Bernard E. Brown 2000: pp. 146-150)
Week 6: Reading Week

Week 7: Political Institutions Part 1: Consensus and Majoritarian Systems 
	· Which two models of democracy does Lijphart describe?

· What are the characteristics of the two models?
· Which model is recommended by Lijphart in heterogeneous societies?
· What is your opinion about Lijphart’s recommendations? 
· What are the advantages and disadvantages of Lijphart’s approach? 


Required Literature:

· Landman, Todd (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London: Routledge, chapter 10
· Lijphart, Arend (1984). Democracies, New Haven: Yale University Press, chapter 1, 2, 3, 9 and 13

· Lijphart, Arend (1999). Patterns of Democracy: Government Forms and Performance in 36 Countries, New Haven: Yale University Press, read the introduction and conclusion

Week 8: Political Institutions Part 2: Electoral Systems, Parties and Party Systems, Parliamentary and Presidential Systems
	· Describe and compare the following electoral systems: systems with proportional representation (list systems and STV) on the one hand, and majoritarian systems (simple plurality and absolute majority) on the other hand. What is the procedure in the different electoral systems? In which countries do they exist? What are the advantages and disadvantages of the systems?

· Describe and compare the parliamentary and the presidential system. What are the characteristics? What are the advantages and disadvantages of the systems? In which countries do they exist?
· Describe the characteristics of the semi-presidential system. 
· Compare two countries and decide whether they can be classified as consensus or majoritarian democracies.


Required Literature:
· Lijphart, Arend (1984). Democracies, New Haven: Yale University Press, entire book, but focus on chapter 4, 7 and 10

· Hague, R. and M. Harrop (2007). Comparative Government and Politics, An Introduction, London: Palgrave, read the chapter ‘legislatures’ and the chapter ‘the political executive’  and the chapter ‘elections and voters’

Recommended Literature:
· Caramani, Daniele (2008), ‘Party Systems’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 13

· Gallagher, Michael (2008). ‘Elections and Referendums’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 10
· Grigsby, Ellen (2002). Analyzing Politics, Wadsworth, pp. 215-232
· Katz, Richard S. (2008). ‘Political Parties’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 12
· Kreppel, Amie (2008). ‘Legislatures’ in Daniele Caramani (ed), Introduction to Comparative Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, chapter 7
Week 9: Ethnic Violence, Conflicts and War 
· Under what conditions may nationalism or ethnicity lead to violence and succession?
· Does democratization lead to conflict?

· Which factors are most important determinants of conflict and war?

· Choose a relevant research question on the basis of the literature of this week. Compare two countries and answer your question. What are your most interesting findings? 
Required Literature:

· Chandra, K. (2005). ‘Ethnic Parties and Democratic Stability’ in Perspectives on Politics, vol. 3, no. 2, pp 235-252

· Hegre, H., T. Ellingsen, S. Gates and N.P. Gleditsch (2001). ‘Toward a Democratic Civil Peace? Democracy, Political Change, and Civil War, 1816-1992’ in American Political Science Review, vol. 95, pp. 33-48
· Landman, Todd (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London, Routledge, chapter 7
· Mansfield and Snyder (2002). ‘Democratic Transitions, Institutional Strength, and War’ in International Organization, vol. 56, no. 2, pp. 297–337

Recommended Literature: 
· Addison, T. and M. Murshed (2003). ‘Explaining violent conflict: going beyond greed versus grievance’, Journal of International Development, vol 15, pp. 391-96 
· Bermeo, N. (2003). ‘What the democratization literature says – or doesn’t say – about postwar democratisation’, Global Governance, vol. 9, pp. 159-77

· Brown, Michael (2001). ‘The Causes of Internal Conflict: An Overview’ in M. Brown, O. Cote, S Lynn-Jones and S. Miller (eds.) Nationalism and Ethnic Conflict. MIT Press. pp. 3-17

· Collier, P. and A. Hoeffler, ‘Greed and grievance in civil war’, World Bank policy research paper at www.worldbank.org/research/conflict/papers/greedandgrievance.htm

· Fearon and Laitin (2000).  “Violence and the Social Construction of Ethnic Identity.” International Organization, vol. 54, no. 4, pp. 845-877
· Gurr, T.R. (1993). ‘Why Minorities Rebel: A Global Analysis of Communal Mobilization and Conflict since 1945’ in International Political Science Review, vol. 14, pp. 161-201

· Horowitz, Donald (1985). Ethnic Groups in Conflict, Berkeley: University of California Press
· Kaufmann, Chaim (1996), “Possible and Impossible Solutions to Ethnic Civil Wars,” International Security 20, no. 4, Spring 1996, pp. 136-75 (39)
· Lichbach, M. (1989). ‘An evaluation of “does economic inequality breed political conflict?” studies’, World Politics, vol. 41, no. 4, pp. 431-70
· Mansfield and Snyder, J. (2004) Electing to Fight: Why Emerging Democracies Go to War. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press
· Snyder, Jack (2000). From Voting to Violence: Democratization and Nationalist Conflict, New York: Norton

Week 10: The Future of Comparative Politics

· What are the main challenges facing comparative politics today?

Required Literature:

· APSA-CP newsletters (1990-now), Newsletters of the American Political Science Association Organized Section in Comparative Politics: http://www.nd.edu/~apsacp/backissues.html
· Landman, Todd (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, London, Routledge, chapter 13 and 14
· Lieberman, E.S. (2005). ‘Nested Analysis as a Mixed-Method Strategy for Comparative Research’ in American Political Science Review, vol. 99, no. 13, pp. 435-452
Recommended Literature: 
· Creswell, J.W. (2003). Research design; Qualitative, quantitative, and
mixed methods approaches, Thousand Oaks: Sage
· de Meur, Gisele, and D Berg-Schlosser (1996), ‘Conditions of Authoritarianism, Fascism and Democracy in Inter-War Europe : Systematic Matching and Contrasting of Cases for "Small N" Analysis’ in Comparative Political Studies, vol. 29, no. 4, pp. 423-468

· Fearon, James (1991). “Counterfactuals and Hypothesis Testing in Political Science”, World Politics, vol. 42, ppp.169-195
· George, Alexander and Andrew Bennett (2005). Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social Sciences, Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, read i.e. chapter 8 and 10
· Goertz, G. (2006). Social Science Concepts: A User’s Guide, Princeton: Princeton University Press
· King, Gary et al (1994). Designing Social Inquiry, Princeton: Princeton University Press, read i.e. chapter 4
· Onwuegbuzie, A.J. and Leech, N.L. (2005). ‘Taking the "Q" Out of Research. Teaching Research Methodology Courses Without the Divide Between Quantitative and Qualitative Paradigms’ in Quality and Quantity, vol.39, no. 3, pp. 267-295

· Pierson, Paul (2000). ‘Increasing Returns, Path Dependence, and the Study of Politics’ in American Political Science Review, vol. 94, no. 2, pp. 251-267
· Tarrow, S. (1995). ‘Bridging the quantitative-qualitative divide in
political science’ in American Political Science Review, vol. 89, no. 2, pp. 471-474
· More recent articles on concept formation, field research, the combination of qualitative and quantitative research, data problems and case selection: 

See e.g. the newsletters

· APSA newsletters for comparative politics: http://www.nd.edu/~apsacp/ and http://www.nd.edu/~apsacp/backissues.html
· APSA newsletters for qualitative methodology: http://www.asu.edu/clas/polisci/cqrm/Newsletter.html
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