Graduate Seminar: Comparative Politics
Political Science 760
Department of Political Science

San Francisco State University

Spring 2012
Instructor:  Dr. Sujian Guo
Office:  HSS 131
Phone:  (415) 338-7523

E-mail: sguo@sfsu.edu

Website: http://bss.sfsu.edu/sguo 




Office Hours: TTH 14:10-15:30
Class Hours: Saturday 13:00 - 16:00 
Classroom: HSS 246







Required Reading Materials
The reading materials adopted for this core seminar are carefully selected from academic journals and book chapters to reflect the rich literature, particularly the classical writing by many best-known scholars who have shaped the development of the field. Reading materials are all placed on the library electronic reserves. You can access the e-reserved material from https://ilearn.sfsu.edu  You need to make your own copies of all these reading materials. Reading all the assigned texts and materials is mandatory and will be tested in both writing assignments and exams.
Recommended:

Karl R. Popper, The Logic of Scientific Discovery (Routledge, 1959/2000)
Thomas S. Kuhn, The Structure of Scientific Revolutions (The University of Chicago Press, 1962/1996).
Adam Przeworski and Henry Teune, The Logic of Comparative Social Inquiry (New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1970)

D.P. Warwick & S. Osherson, eds., Comparative Research Methods (Englewood-Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall, 1973)
Bernard Susser, Approaches to the Study of Politics (New York: Macmillan Publishing, 1992)

Louis J. Cantori and Andrew H. Ziegler, Jr., eds., Comparative Politics in the Post-Behavioral Era, (Boulder: Lynne Rienner, 1988) 

Ronald H. Chilcote, Theories of Comparative Politics: The Search for a Paradigm Reconsidered (Boulder: Westview Press, 2nd ed., 1994)

Ruth Lane, The Art of Comparative Politics (Boston: Allyn & Bacon, 1997)

Mancur Olson, The Logic of Collective Action (Harvard University Press, 1965)

B. Guy Peters, Comparative Politics: Theory and Methods, (New York University Press, 1998)

Samuel P. Huntington, The Third Wave: Democratization in the Late Twentieth Century. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1991)

Course Objectives and Descriptions

This course emphasizes substantial reading, intensive writing, careful analysis, systematic evaluation, rigorous training in conceptual ability, research ability, critical thinking, and writing, speaking and leadership skills.
This is the graduate core seminar in the field of comparative politics. It examines fundamental issues in the field of comparative politics and provides a broad coverage of the central themes in comparative political studies. It is designed to help students of comparative politics think theoretically and critically about the study of comparative politics – its historical development and trends, its logic, scientific objectives, epistemological assumptions, and methodologies. Within the context of this broad purpose, we will study the core concepts, approaches, theories and debates that characterize comparative politics, such as systems theories, state theories, political cultural theories, rational choice theories, institutionalism, political economy theories, theories of development and underdevelopment, theories of democracy and democratic transition, etc. The goal in this seminar is to help students develop a foundation for the advanced study of comparative politics. The course should help students gain the breadth of the field through a comprehensive and systematic study of the most important subject matters in the field, and thus help students prepare for comprehensive exams in the field of comparative politics.
Course Requirements and Policies

(1) Oral presentation, participation and Leadership of Discussion (20%). We will have only one seminar meeting every week. Your careful preparation of the assigned readings and active participation in weekly discussions are required for each class. “Preparation” entails that you are required to read carefully all the assigned materials prior to each weekly meeting. All students are responsible for all of the reading assignments each week. “Participation” means that each of you will rotate responsibility for leading discussions and participate actively in weekly discussions. Although every student is expected to do the reading, the discussion leader should go beyond simply summarizing the weekly readings as all students should have read them. The leaders should briefly point out the general issues or problems under study in the weekly readings and the major points of each of readings that attempt to address those issues. The presentation should last about 20-30 minutes and utilize an overhead projector, audio-visual equipment, or something most of you will have to do whatever career you pursue after college. At the end of presentation, the leaders should propose some most important questions that appear worthy of attention in class discussion. The discussion leaders should prepare a one page guideline for the discussion that can be shared with other seminar participants. Absence of class could affect your exams adversely as the issues, problems, and questions in the class discussion would be most likely to appear in the exams.
A schedule of your responsibility for presentation and leading discussions will be established early in the semester. There will be a sign-up sheet for you to choose the topic of weekly readings. Active and effective participation in seminar discussions is a vital component of this course. Your oral presentation and class participation will constitute 20%. Due to the very limited number of seminar meetings, absence of class will affect your overall participation grade adversely.

(2) Critical Short Essays (10%). You will be writing one critical and analytical essay on the topic you are responsible for leading discussions. Your essays should be approximately 4 single-spaced pages, with all direct quotes properly footnoted. Simply stapled – not to use paper clips. Unstapled essays will have point deduction. Your essays, along with one-page guideline for discussion, will be due to your instructor in the class you lead the discussion. Below are instructions and grading criteria.

You essays will be evaluated on the following basis: in the essays you summarize (1) the major problem or question under study, (2) the main arguments of each reading addressed to the problem, (3) the conclusions of each reading, (4) and your critical comments or analysis on the overall readings. The following questions will help you develop your critical thinking: What are the thesis, key arguments/assumptions, evidence/examples in support of arguments, and conclusions in each of assigned readings? Is the thesis/argument of each author clearly stated and readily understood? Does the author provide sufficient evidence to support his or her main argument? If not, what appears to be lacking? Are there any unanswered questions you think the author should address in the work? Do you have any suggestions for the future research?  These writing assignments will not only familiarize you with the issues, problems, theories in the field and prepare you for the effective class participation but also help you develop the conceptual ability, creative and critical thinking, and writing skills in political science.

(3) Midterm Exams (30%). A take-home essay exam will constitute 30% of your final grade. You must demonstrate your mastery of the course materials, writing skills, and conceptual ability to develop logical arguments about political questions and issues. In the interest of fairness to all students, all assignments are due on the date indicated. No late exam will be accepted since the topics will be given two weeks in advance and no excuses can be established for not being able to complete the work within the two weeks, unless you are seriously ill and hospitalized throughout this period of time. A take-home exam turned in after the time and date due will receive a zero. No exception!

(4) Research Paper (40%). You are also required to write a research paper on the course theme and countries under study, which accounts for 40% of your final grade. Your paper should be typed in double space, on standard margins, and 15-20 pages in length. It will be always helpful to search the Internet for the reference. But your main sources of citation must be academic journals and books. At a minimum you should use 15 sources of academic journal articles and books. You must use correct citation for your paper. Plagiarism is when you use someone else’s words or ideas without attributing the proper source. Feel free to rely on someone else’s words, concepts, arguments, ideas, explanations, or descriptions, but make sure that anything you cite from the literature or anything that is not yours must be properly footnoted. Students will receive a score of zero for plagiarized work. Your paper must conform to college-level standards of quality. Poor grammar or spelling and improper citation style will be counted against your grade. Visit my personal website for more detail information on paper guidelines and paper grading criteria: bss.sfsu.edu/sguo   Your paper should be emailed to me with your full name before or on the due date.
You should be free to choose a topic on your own. But, do not turn in a paper that was prepared for a different class. As a general rule, a topic for the paper must be closely related to the course theme or some aspects of the subject matter covered in this course. Therefore, a self-selected topic for the paper must be submitted in writing and approved by the instructor as early as possible. Your paper with a self-selected topic will not be accepted without my pre-approval (you will receive a zero score). You are required to submit a topic proposal, via email, which includes such key research elements as “what is your paper topic,” “what is your research question,” “why this question,” “how to solve this question,” and “a list of the major academic literature on the topic,” before or on April 1. Your paper is due May 11. Late paper will not be accepted.

The written work, participation, and leadership of discussion will offer you a good opportunity to practice writing and thinking analytically and critically, maximize your potential of conceptual ability and writing and speaking skills, and prepare you for work in a world of increasing complexity and diversity or for life as “productive and responsible democratic citizens” and leaders in your political, cultural, and professional communities.

(4) Incomplete grade. According to the university policy, an “incomplete” grade (I) can only be given when the student has completed 75% of the course and the student has a passing grade. An incomplete is a grade that should only be given in circumstances where students cannot attend in a situation that is beyond their control – “only given for documented emergencies.” But the student can instead withdraw (W) from class. The student who does not withdraw properly gets a U grade (administrative grade) that turns into an F after a year if the student does not make up for it.

(5) Syllabus and email account. You must read the syllabus for this course very carefully and clearly understand the course objectives, requirements, policies, and schedules. Any other additional announcements verbally given in class, email, or online concerning lecture schedules and other course-related matters are equally binding as the written directions contained in this syllabus. Failure to observe them simply because of absences or tardiness does not excuse the student. All students are required to set up a SFSU email account with forwarding files that will redirect emails to the personal preferred email account if you do not check your SFSU email regularly (go to SFSU website, click on “Technology,” and then select “Internet Account Services”). Your SFSU email address must be shown in faculty rosters within the second week of the semester.  It is the student’s responsibility to be kept abreast of them. Group projects, communication between the group and the instructor, instructions on your academic work will rely heavily on the email communication, because we will only meet once during the evening class sessions. How to forward your emails from SFSU email account to your non-SFSU email account? Click here: http://www.sfsu.edu/online/forward/forwards.htm 

(6) Use me to facilitate your goal. Should you have any question about any aspect of this course or experience difficulty, please do not wait until the last minute to discuss it with me. You may reach me either during my office hours or via email.
(7) Plagiarism Policy. Plagiarism is academic dishonesty and will not be tolerated. Any student who attempts to plagiarize or to cheat in any other manner will receive a score of zero, and a letter will be sent to the Chair of Political Science Department and the Dean of Graduate Studies. 


Department Plagiarism Policy (Visit my website for details)

Plagiarism, defined broadly, is the presentation of another's words and/or ideas as one's own without attributing the proper source. It is grounds not only for failure of a given piece of work, which could result in failure for the entire course, it could also result in being reported to the administrative body responsible for student conduct violations and being subject to disciplinary action, which includes expulsion, suspension, and/or probation. 

The department regards any form of cheating including plagiarism as a serious matter of academic dishonesty which threatens the integrity of the assessment process and award of grades and/or the degree, to the detriment of all other students and graduates of the University. 

Outline of the Course

Jan 28

Introduction

No Reading

Feb. 4
 
Historical Development and Overview of the Field
Readings:
♦Howard J. Wiarda, “Comparative Politics: Past and Present,” in Howard J. Wiarda, ed., New Directions in Comparative Politics (Boulder, Westview, 1991).
♦Sidney Verba, “Comparative Politics: Where Have We Been, Where Are We Going?” in Howard J. Wiarda, ed., New Directions in Comparative Politics (Boulder, Westview, 1991).
♦Roy C. Macridis, “Major Characteristics of the Traditional Approach,” in Bernard Susser, Approaches to the Study of Politics (Macmillan, 1992).

♦Robert A. Dahl, “The Behavioral Approach in Political Science: Epitaph for a Monument to a Successful Protest,” American Political Science Review (APSR), vol. 55, no. 4 (Dec., 1961), pp. 763-772

♦David Easton, “The New Revolution in Political Science,” APSR, vol. 63, no. 4. (Dec., 1969), pp. 1051-1061.
♦Atul Kohli et al. “The Role of Theory in Comparative Politics: A Symposium.” World Politics, vol. 48, October, 1995, pp. 1-49.

Feb.  11
The Logic of Comparative Political Inquiry

Readings:
♦Adam Przeworski and Henry Teune, The Logic of Comparative Social Inquiry. New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1970, Ch. 1.
♦Giovanni Sartori, “Concept Misformation in Comparative Politics,” APSR, vol. 64 (December 1970), pp. 1033-53.
♦David Collier and James E. Mahon, Jr., “Conceptual ‘Stretching’ Revisited: Adapting Categories in Comparative Analysis,” APSR, vol. 87 (December 1993), pp. 845-55.
♦John P. Frendreis, “Explanation of Variation and Detection of Covariation: The Purpose and Logic of Comparative Analysis,” Comparative Political Studies, vol. 16, no. 2, 1983, pp. 255-272.

Feb. 18
Methods, Strategies, and Designs
Readings: 
♦Arend Lijphart, “Comparative Politics and the Comparative Method,” APSR, vol. 65, no. 3, September 1971, pp. 682-93.

♦Arend Lijphart, “The Comparable-Cases Strategy in Comparative Research,” Comparative Political Studies, vol. 8, no. 2, July 1975, pp. 158-77. 
♦David Collier, “The Comparative Method: Two Decades of Change,” in Dankwart A. Rustow and K.P. Ericksom, eds., Comparative Political Dynamics (HarperCollins Publishers, 1991), pp. 7-31.
♦Adrian Prentice Hull, “Comparative Political Science: An Inventory and Assessment since the 1980s,” PS: Political Science and Politics vol. 32, no. 1, (March 1999), pp. 117-24.
♦Adam Przeworski and Henry Teune, The Logic of Comparative Social Inquiry. New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1970, Ch. 2.
Feb.  25
Systems Theories
Readings:
♦David Easton, “An Approach to the Analysis of Political Systems,” World Politics, vol. 9, no. 3, April 1957, pp. 383-400. 

♦Alan C. Isaak, “Systems Theory and Functional Analysis,” in Alan C. Isaak, Scope and Methods of Political Science (Homewood, IL: The Dorsey Press, 1975).
♦Gabriel Almond, “Comparative Political Systems,” Journal of Politics, vol. 18, no. 3, 1956, pp. 391-409.
♦Ronald H. Chilcote, Theories of Comparative Politics (Westview, 1994), Ch. 5, pp. 121-38
♦ Anatol Rapoport, “System Analysis: General Systems Theory,” International Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences, 1968, vol. 15, pp. 452-458.
♦Talcott Parsons, "Systems Analysis: Social Systems," International Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences, 1968, vol. 15, pp. 458-473.
Mar.  3
State Theories
Readings:
♦J.P. Nettl, “The State as a Conceptual Variable,” World Politics, vol. 20, no. 4, 1968, pp. 559-592.


♦Theda Skocpol, “Bringing the State Back In: Strategies of Analysis in Current Research,” in Peter B. Evans, et al., eds., Bringing the State Back In (Cambridge University Press, 1985), pp. 3-37.


♦Peter B. Evans, et al., “On the Road toward a More Adequate Understanding of the State,” in Peter B. Evans, et al., eds., Bringing the State Back In (Cambridge University Press, 1985), pp. 347-366.

♦Joel Migdal, Strong Societies and Weak States: State-Society Relations and State Capabilities in the Third World (Princeton University Press, 1988), Ch. 1, pp. 3-40.

♦Timothy Mitchell, “The Limits of the State: Beyond Statist Approaches and Their Critics.” APSR, vol. 85, no. 1, 1991, pp. 77-96

Mar. 10
Political Culture Theories
Readings: 
♦Stephen Chilton, “Defining Political Culture,” The Western Political Quarterly, vol. 41, no. 3, September 1988, pp. 421-445.
♦ Arend Lijphart, “The Structure of Inference,” in Gabriel A. Almond and Sydney Verba, eds., The Civic Culture Revisited (Newbury Park, CA: Sage Publications, 1989), pp. 37-56.
♦Edward N. Muller and Mitchell Seligson, “Civic Culture and Democracy: The Question of Causal Relationships,” APSR, vol. 88, no. 3, September 1994, pp. 635-652.
♦Harry Eckstein, “A Culturalist Theory of Political Change,” APSR, vol. 82, no. 3, September 1988, pp. 789-804.
♦Ronald Inglehart, “The Renaissance of Political Culture,” APSR, vol. 82, no. 4, 1988, pp. 1204-1230.

Mar. 17
Rational Choice Theories
Readings:
♦John C. Harsanyi, “Rational-Choice Models of Political Behavior vs. Functionalist and Conformist Theories, World Politics, vol. 21, no. 4, 1969, pp. 513-538. 

♦Thomas Christiano, “Is Normative Rational Choice Theory Self-Defeating?” Ethics, vol. 115, October 2004, pp. 122-141. 

♦Kaisa Herne and Maija Setälä, “A Response to the Critique of Rational Choice Theory: Lakatos’ and Laudan’s Conceptions Applied,” Inquiry, vol. 47, pp. 67-85.
♦Hélène Landemore, “Politics and the Economist-King: Is Rational Choice Theory the Science of Choice?” Journal of Moral Philosophy, vol. 1, no. 2, 2004, pp. 177-196.
♦Chalmers Johnson and E.B. Keehn, “A Disaster in the Making: Rational Choice and Asian Studies,” The National Interest, vol. 37 (Summer 1994), pp. 14-22; Responses (Fall 1994), pp. 99-104.
♦Francis Fakuyama, “How Academia Failed the Nation: The Decline of Regional Studies,” SAISPHERE, 2003, http://www.sais-jhu.edu/pubaffairs/publications/saisphere/winter04/Fukuyama.html

March 19-24 Spring Break

Mar 31
Institutionalism and New Institutionalism
Readings:
♦James G. March and Johan P. Olsen, “The New Institutionalism: Organizational

Factors in Political Life,” APSR, vol. 78, no. 3, September 1984, pp. 734-49.

♦Kathleen Thelen and Sven Steinmo, “Historical Institutionalism in Comparative Politics.” in Sven Steinmo, et al., eds. Structuring Politics: Historical Institutionalism in Comparative Analysis (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1993), pp. 1-23. 
♦Peter Hall and Rosemary C. R. Taylor, “Political Science and the Three New Institutionalisms.” Political Studies, 44, 1996, 936-57.
♦Ellen M. Immergut, “The Theoretical Core of the New Institutionalism,” Politics & Society, vol. 26, no. 1, pp. 5-34.
April  1: Your research proposal is due today!

(EMAIL your research proposal with your full name before 11:59pm)

April  7: Your take home midterm exam is due in class!
April 7
Political Economy Theories
Readings:
♦Barry Clark, Political Economy: A Comparative Approach (Boulder: Praeger Publishers, 1998), Ch. 1 “Politics, Economics, and Political Economy.”
♦James A. Caporaso and David P. Levine, Theories of Political Economy (Cambridge University Press, 1992), Ch. 1 “Politics and Economics.” 

♦Robert Gilpin, The Political Economy of International Relations (Princeton University Press, 1987), Ch. 1 “The Nature of Political Economy.”
♦Charles E. Lindblom, “The Market as Prison,” Journal of Politics, vol. 44, no. 2, 1982, pp. 324-336.
♦Douglas A. Chalmers, “Corporatism and Comparative Politics,” in Howard J. Wiarda, ed., New Directions in Comparative Politics (Westview, 1991).

♦Robert Wade, Governing the Market (Princeton University Press, 1990), Ch.1 “States, Markets, and Industrial Policy.”
April 14 
Theories of Development, Underdevelopment and Dependency

Readings
♦Samuel P. Huntington, “The Goals of Development,” in Myron Weiner and Samuel P. Huntington, eds., Understanding Political Development (Boston: Little, Brown, 1987)
♦Howard J. Wiarda, “Concepts and Models in Comparative Politics: Political Development Reconsidered – and Its Alternatives.” in Dankwart A. Rustow and Kenneth Paul Erickson, eds., Comparative Political Dynamics (New York: HarperCollins, 1991), pp. 32-53. 
♦James A. Carporaso, “Dependency Theory: Continuities and Discontinuities in Development Studies.” International Organization, vol. 34, no. 4, Autumn 1980, pp. 605-628.
♦Theotonio Dos Santos, “The Structure of Dependence,” American Economic Review, vol. 60, no. 5, 1970, pp. 231-236.
♦J. Samuel Valenzuela and Arturo Valenzuela, “Modernization and Dependency: Alternative Perspectives in the Study of Latin American Underdevelopment,” Comparative Politics, vol. 10, no. 4, 1978, pp. 535-557.
♦Immanuel Wallerstein, “The Capitalist World-Economy,” in Roy C. Macridis and Bernard E. Brown, eds., Comparative Politics: Notes and Readings (Chicago, IL: The Dorsey Press, 1986)
April 21
Democracy, Democratic Transition and Consolidation

Readings: 
♦Phillippe C. Schmitter and Terry Lynn Karl, “What Democracy Is… and is Not,” Journal of Democracy, vol. 2, no. 3, Summer 1991, pp. 75-88
♦David Collier and Steven Levitsky, “Democracy with Adjectives: Conceptual Innovation in Comparative Research,” World Politics, vol. 49, no. 3, 1997, pp. 430-451.
♦Doh Chull Shin, “On the Third Wave of Democratization: A Synthesis and Evaluation of Recent Theory and Research,” World Politics, vol. 47, Oct. 1994, pp. 135-170.

♦Gerardo L. Munck, “Democratic Transitions in Comparative Perspective,” Comparative Politics, vol. 26, no. 3, April 1994, pp. 355-375.
♦Richard Joseph, “Democratization in Africa after 1989: Comparative and Theoretical Perspectives,” Comparative Politics, vol. 29, no. 3, 1997, pp. 363-382.
♦Larry Diamond, “Introduction: In Search of Consolidation,” in Larry Diamond et al. Consolidating the Third Wave Democracies (Baltimore and London: The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1997).
Larry Diamond, “Is the Third Wave Over?” Journal of Democracy vol. 7, no. 3, 1996, pp. 20-37
April 28
Transition Theories

Readings:
♦Seymour Martin Lipset, “Some Social Requisites of Democracy: Economic Development and Political Legitimacy,” APSR, vol. 53, no. 1, March 1959, pp. 69-105.

♦Herbert Kitschelt, “Political Regime Change: Structure and Process-Driven Explanations?” APSR, vol. 86, no. 4, December 1992, pp.1028-1034.
♦Patrick H. O’Neil, “Revolution From Within: Institutional Analysis, Transitions from Authoritarianism, and the Case of Hungary,” World Politics, vol. 48, July 1996, pp. 579-603.
♦Stephan Haggard and Robert R. Kaufman, “The Political Economy of Democratic Transitions,” Comparative Politics, vol. 29, no. 3, April 1997, pp. 263-283.
♦Omar G. Encarnacion, “The Politics of Dual Transitions,” Comparative Politics, vol. 28, no. 4, 1996, pp. 477-492.
♦Sujian Guo, “Democratic Transition: A Comparative Study of China and the Former Soviet Union,” Issues & Studies, vol. 34, no. 8, August 1998, pp. 63-101. 

May 5

Modes of Transition
 

Readings:
♦Samuel P. Huntington, The Third Wave: Democratization in the Late Twentieth Century (Norman, University of Oklahoma Press, 1993), Chapter 3 “How? Processes of Democratization”
♦Terry Lynn Karl and Philippe C. Schmitter, “Modes of Transition in Latin America, Southern and Eastern Europe,” International Social Science Journal, vol.43, no.2, 1991.
♦Gerardo L Munck and Carol Skalnik Leff, “Modes of Transition and Democratization: South America and Eastern Europe in Comparative Perspective,” Comparative Politics, vol. 29, no. 3, April 1997, pp. 343-362

♦Juan Linz, “Transitions to Democracy,” Washington Quarterly, vol.13, Summer 1990
May 11:  Your paper is due today! No late paper accepted!!
(EMAIL your paper with your full name before 11:59pm)

All students should visit my personal website for the instructional information
http://bss.sfsu.edu/sguo/courses/Default.htm 
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