Topic 1

Basics

· Single-country focus:  case studies of foreign governments and their politics
· Oldest; still most common; criticisms; strengths
· Binary studies: two units of analysis [polities]
· Can be same one at different times; common; criticisms; strengths
· Multiple cases: selection; more reliable;  have own problems
· Large-N studies: many units of analysis; e.g. studies of correlates of democracy or economic development
· Has own problems & own advantages
Regimes
· Denotative vs. Connotative definitions
· What the concept connotes
· Power map
· Where power is, who can use it, through what instruments, for what means
· Presidential v. Parliamentary
· Authoritarian v. Hybrid v. Democratic
· Other indicators of regime characteristics
· Basis of legitimacy
· Accountability
· Influence and influentials
· Relationship between government and governed
· Legitimacy
· What gives the right to rule
· Examples
· Why this matters
· Accountability
· Government answers to…?
· Examples
· Why this matters
· Influentials
· Who has access to govt? Who has to be taken into account by govt?
· Examples
· Why this matters
· Governors and governed
· State-society-individuals
· Examples
Why this matters

· Why compare regimes?
· Broadest class of cases
· Understand what divides democracies, hybrids, and authoritarians
· Discover useful indicators
· Has costs: less detailed
How to Compare

· Not just academic
· The Logic of Comparison
· Ask and answer questions we couldn’t otherwise
· More material (data) and more cases, thus  better chance of know if conclusion is real or by chance
· How it works—note example of vouchers
· Two  basic approaches: Most Similar Systems (MSS) + Most Different Systems (MDS)
· Definitions
· Independent variable – presumed cause
· Dependent variable – what changes
· MSS
· Choose cases that are very similar on a a number of attributes but different on the one that you want to examine
· Note that no two cases (polities) are exactly alike
· Lets other factors enter to explain difference
· Further, there will be more than one difference between any two cases
· We can’t be certain what causes what
· Also the problem of multiple causation; i.e. many things interact to cause X.
· MSS has limitations but we still use it 
· To check if MSS are really similar
· Helps focus on differences ( really important
· MDS
· Different except for what interests us
· How do different systems ( same result?
· Efficient and effective
· As with MSS may find multiple, interacting causes
· In both MSS and MDS we must  be cautious, not jump to conclusions, and have appropriate evidence
· Case studies, binary studies, & multi-unit comparisons
· Case studies
· A case of what? How does a case fit into a bigger picture? Does it validate or question existing knowledge?
· We use them to look for other examples of what we examine
· Choose cases carefully, proceed with an eye to linking to broader issues
· Binary studies
· Careful selection of cases; favour hard cases, ones less likely to support your point
· Within-case comparisons – most reliable MSS design
· Bigger Ns
· If N is smallish rules for cases studies and binary comparisons apply
· If N is really large, e.g., all countries, you move from qualitative analysis to quantitative analysis
· Large N works for some things, e.g.,  correlates of democracy, but not others, e.g.,  policies for rapid economic development
· Choose carefully
Wrap-up questions
· Terminology of social sciences
· Use to know, as it is often used
· Also because it suggests a method of analysis that can be adapted to less formal circumstances.
· Yet this is not a magic wand
Main prescription: Be careful!

· For case studies ask, “A case of what?”
· This gives the study focus and makes it possible to test findings in other cases.
· For binary studies ask if the cases chosen
· Are the best
· If there are others that should be included
· And be sure to provide all pertinent information, even if it disconfirms your hypothesis.
· Qualitative (more detail) v. Quantitative (wider applicability)
· Remember that what Lim says applies outside of classroom
History

· Past shapes present
· Doesn’t “determine” it
· Path dependence: key concept
· How it works
· What it presumes
· Off-path changes
· In practice
· Two examples
· US and guns
· Source of the 2nd Amendment
· Per Joyce Lee Malcolm, 1994, To Keep and Bear Arms.
· Economic policy prescriptions
· Depth of roots of neoliberal model
Per Ha-joon Chang, 2004.  Kicking Away the Ladder.

2nd amendment

· A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.
· Why this? Why the 2nd?
· After free exercise of religion and freedom of speech, press, assembly and petitioning government
· Malcolm: right is English and pre-Norman Conquest
· Actually long a duty
· Becomes big issue w/restoration of Stuarts, 1660-89
· Standing army
· Fall of Stuarts and Bill of Rights, 1689
· In America
· Fear of standing army paramount
· Followed by arms to resist tyranny
· In context of 1789
· Normal
· Followed British practice
· When Britain changed and why
Kicking Away the Ladder

· Chang argues that most now developed countries [NDC] used state as engine or instrument of development
· Partial exceptions are Holland/Switzerland
· Some examples
· UK, US, Germany, France, Japan, Asian Tigers
· Once developed,  favour free trade & limited govt
· Why?
· He says same applies to institutions
· Central banks
· Anti-monopoly regulations
· Banking regulations
· And to social policy and political institutions
· What NDC built over time we require up front from developing nations
What these tell us about history

· Guns
· Explanation
· New questions 
· Canada, Australia, NZ, the most similar cases?
· Countries where arms’ ownership restricted?
· Development policy
· What seems to have worked
· What might be behind current prescriptions
· Do these two sets of facts matter?
· How?
· Why? 
Spain& Venezuela

· Spain
· Remote 
· Reconquest, Conquest of Americas, Decline and decay
· 19th century
· 1st Republic, 1873-74, civic oligarchy
· 20th century
· Primo de Rivera (1923-30), 2nd Republic (1931-9), Civil War (‘36-9), Franco (‘39-75)
· Stable democracy w/constitution of 1978
· Two-party competition: PSOE (Social Democrats) + PP (centre-right) + regional parties
· Compare to Portugal or Italy, Uruguay or Costa Rica
· Venezuela
· Independence (1821) to 1945: no democratic govt
· 1945-8: democratic interlude
· 1948-57: military dictatorship
· 1958-98: First democratic constitution
· “Partydocracy”
· Two dominant parties: AD (Democratic Action) + COPEI (Christian Democrats)
· Spain and Venezuela v. Canada/other historic democracies
· Democratic history
· Political trajectory to mid-/late XX century
Regimes: Basic Forms

· Currently distinguish among three
· Democratic
· Authoritarian
· Hybrid
Democratic
· Legitimacy
· Winning free elections
· No unreasonable restraints on competition: rules to qualify, funding, access to media, harassment 
· Vote is unhindered: no pressure, enough polling stations, easy registration
· Votes counted and reported accurately
· Winners allowed to take office
· Adherence to rule of law
· Procedural due process: no politicized justice,--don’t single out opponents; ;all subject to same penalties, all have access to fair trial w/legal assistance,
· Government bound by constitution and ordinary laws
· Government attentive to majority but not bound by the majority: Government can lead and go against public opinion
· Accountability
· To citizens via elections + providing sufficient information + free media
· To other parts of government: courts, parliament (votes, interpellations, information)
· Continuing
· Influentials
· Controls via enforced laws against bribery, influence peddling, etc
· Do not exclude opponents, even if given only formal access
· Government & governed
· Broad freedom for citizens to organize to seek public ends (right of petition)
· Tolerant of political expression, including protest
· Pluralism
· Structure—Power Map
· Many variants. Main ones:
· Parliamentary: Canada, UK, Spain
· Presidential: US, Costa Rica
· Parliamentary-Presidential: France, Poland
· Includes as  well territorial ordering
· Federal: Canada, US, Germany, India
· Unitary: France, Chile, New Zealand
· Devolved: UK, Spain
· What matters is that the structures chosen 

· Encourage pluralism

· Permit/enhance competition

· Demand accountability and compliance with the rule of law

· Authoritarian
· Any non-democratic regime
· Runs the gamut
· From those that run fraudulent elections to maintain power
· But generally do not abuse most people; e.g., Mexico until 1997
· To those that rule through fear and coercion; e.g., Pol Pot’s Cambodia
· May be too broad
· But there are some shared attributes
· Legitimacy
· Not from free elections
· Power is not up for grabs
· No practical way, short of insurrection, to remove government
·  Possible sources
· Heredity – monarchy
· De facto 
· Saving the motherland or restoring stability
· Revolutionary victory – ousted corrupt
· Accountability
· Not to general citizenry
· If a military regime to the military
· If a party state to the party
· If a personal dictatorship or absolute monarchy not necessarily to anybody
· Influentials
· Varies with specific regime type
· Structure – Power Map
· Usually executive-centred
· May have legislature, licensed opposition parties, and demonstration elections
· Can be monarchy, military, party-based, or personal dictatorship
· The key is that the ruler does not put power on the line
· Semi-authoritarian regimes
· Some aspects that resemble democracy
· Multiple parties, elections, and legislatures
· Don’t work as in democracies
· Not necessarily just for show
· May be a way to co-opt or control opposition
· May be a way channel dissent into observable channels
· Historically common
Hybrids
· These mix democratic and authoritarian elements
· The democratic part is usually acceptably free elections

· How far can an election deviate from democratic ideal and still be democratic?
· No election/electoral system is perfectly democratic
· What’s too undemocratic?

· The most frequent authoritarian parts
· Extreme executive-centredness
· Restrict media freedom
· Not bound by rule of law
· Restrict pluralism
· As with elections, many to all governments do the above.
· Where to draw the line?
· Legitimacy: from free elections
· Accountability: more circumscribed than in most democracies
· Does exist through elections
· Compromised by hyperexecutivism
· Influentials
· How many from outside governing party? 
· How are they controlled
· Govt – governed
· Less pluralistic than most democracies
· Harder to organize independent political action
· Civil society suspect and hobbled
· Structure: Variable
· Executive-centric; courts politicized
· Relatively hard to access
· NB: “Hybrid” is sometimes used to describe a mix of any two regimes
Spanish Democracy
Trajectory

· Path dependence
· Inertia
· Can be stopped
· Eight Spanish constitutions since 1812
· Canada, 3 w/3 big revisions; US, 3 (inc. CSA) w/2 big revisions
· Four of Spanish democratic or proto-democratic: 1812, 1873, 1931, 1978
· First three replaced by absolutist or authoritarian govts
· Why?
· Spanish interpretations:
· No industrialization—old class structure stable
· Other parts of power structure, too
· Politicized military
· Why different now? Social change
· Economic development, post-1958
· Bigger middle class; better off working class
· Challenges to old agrarian elite; mfg & commerce
· Social change (base for democracy
· European Union
· To enter EEC (now EU) had to be democratic
· Europe=Spain’s ticket to development
· Nature of Franco’s regime
· Personalist
· Chosen successor killed in 1973
· No institutional structure
· Internal + external factors
· Little experience w/ dem  govt
· But basis for & commitment to by significant part of political elite
Democratic Transition

· Democratic Transition & Consolidation
· Transition
· Top-down or pacted: Spain & Venezuela
· What a pacted transition does
· Bottom-up: Hungary or Czechoslovakia
· What a bottom-up transition does
· Key role of transition election
· Can be misleading
· Consolidation
· What it means
· Road to regular liberal democracy
· Far more problematic
· Democracy with adjectives
· Stalls at electoral democracy
· Can slide back from electoral democracy
Spain’s Transition

· Pacted w/in political elite dedicated to changing regime
· Options somewhat limited: monarchy + not federal + not too centralized + liberal democratic; otherwise open
· Included ex-Franquistas: Suárez & Fraga
· Also from banned parties: González, PSOE, and Carrillo (PCE)
· Note: mix not unusual
· What was unusual
· Degree of cooperation and consensus
· Very realistic assessment by pols
· Consolidation
· Successful
· ETA now apparently really ready to lay down arms
· Politics almost entirely w/in democratic framework even before
· And Venezuela?
· Appeared to be, 1958-1989
· Withstood/defeated guerrilla insurgency in ‘70s
· Stable, competitive, two-party politics through ‘80z
· Crisis, post-1989
· Austerity
· Charges of corruption
· Ineffective government
· Second democratic constitutional government ends in 1998
· New model comes with Chávez and 1999 constition
Institutions
· What political institutions are
· PS: Repeated patterns of interaction designed to influence people’s behaviour
· What they do
· Common sense: long-lived organizations with legal base that are linked to or part of the state
· How they are structured
· Parts of state
· Constitution
· Legislature, executive (formal=crown + elected=pm & cabinet + bureaucracy), courts, elections
· Linked to state
· Parties, interest groups, civil society organizations
· In Spain, insurgents=ETA
In Spain

· Much from scratch 
· Carryover in bureaucracy
· Some but less in courts
· New
· Constitution itself
· Democratic
· Decentralized
· Constitutional monarchy
· Spanish Constitution far easier to amend than Cdn or US. Why? 
· The executive
· Formal executive: Monarch (Governor-General)
· In Spain is actually weaker than here
· What is prerogative here – left to G-G’s discretion – is obligatory there
· The political executive: PM+cabinet
· President of the Government=PM
· Always one-party govts; minority govt common (5/8)
· Not so in AC: 14/17 have had coalitions
· Even so some AC had same party ruling for over 20 years
· Two saw string starting in 1982 broken in 2011, 29 years,
· Compared to Canada
· Very few provinces with coalitions: BC, Man, Sask
· Only fed was during WWI, 1917-21, Unionist (pro-conscription)
· Will ask later if this is due to electoral system
· The President of the Government (PM)
· All to date (4) have been fairly strong figures
· Adolfo Suárez, UCD, 1979-83, Felipe González, PSOE, 1982-93, and José María Aznar, PP, 1993-2004, especially so
· PSOE and PP won absolute majorities in Congress of Deputies
· Canada has had more weak PMs
· Bowell, Abbott, Diefenbaker, Clark, Turner, Campbell, Martin
· Legislature: Cortes General (General Court)
· Bicameral
· Congress of Deputies: 350 seats; dominant chamber.
· Senate: 256 seats; represents historic provinces; weak but elected
· Somewhat like Canada
Elections

· Electoral system
· How votes are turned into seats
· Or victory for a president
· Four systems
· Plurality—Canada, USA, UK
· First-past-the-post or Single Member Constituency – Plurality
· Used in some presidential races
· Modified plurality – threshold 
· Majority – 50%+1
· Common for presidential races
· Often with runoff – France
· Also by Alternative Vote = preferential vote
· Australian House of Representatives
· Proportional Representation: PR
· What it does and why it’s used
· Can favour big parties – Spain’s
· Can aid small parties – Nicaragua, 1984-2000
· MMP: Mixed Member Proportional
· Blends SMC-P with PR
· Why? How?
· Examples:  
· New Zealand; Germany; Venezuela; Bolivia; Scotland; Wales
· Why the electoral system matters
· It affects electoral outcomes
· Why Spain’s matters
· Only two big, national parties form govts
· Minority govts common
· Regional parties win seats and support minority govts but don’t hold power
Parties and party systems

· Why political parties matter
· Organize governments
· Structure the vote
· Recruit those who will be political pros
· Generate policy proposals
· Also done by citizens’ groups and interest groups
· Parties in Spain
· Two big parties: PSOE, centre-left, and PP, centre-right
· Called “majoritarian” in Spanish
· Usually combine for 75-80% of vote
· Can form government/exercise power
· Both have national drawing power
· PSOE (Spanish Socialist Workers’ Party)
· Founded 1879
· Once Marxist—officially so until 1979
· Part of Popular Front govt in Republic, 1936-39; banned from 1939-77
· Key role in transitions
· Policies
· Socially progressive: individual rights, women’s rights
· Economic policy: more redistributive than PP
· But has cut welfare and social benefits
· Foreign policy: Pro-European Union
· Sceptical of US; withdrew troops from Iraq
· But committed them to Afghanistan through NATO
· PP (People’s Party)
· Began in 1976 as AP (People’s Alliance)
· Founded by former Franco cabinet minister
· Was the party of the right 
· Had some success, not sustained
· 1989 refounded as PP
· Economic policy: 
· More pro-mkt; privatized airline, phones, etc
· Social policy
· More socially conservative; more favourable to Church
· Foreign Policy
· More “Atlanticist”, favours US, esp. when Republicans govern
· Clear choice between two big parties
· Smaller parties: Regional
· PNV: Basque Nationalist Party
· Nationalist and separatist: Like Bloc Quebecois
· Governed Basque Autonomous Region, 1980-2009
· CiU: (Convergencia I Unio: Convergence and Union) – Catalan nationalist party
· Governed Catalonia, 1980-2003, 2006-present
· Both have supported PSOE and PP
Party system

· Term includes
· How many parties have chance to govern
· In Spain: two + support for minority
· How competitive they are
· In Spain, quite competitive since 1996
· From 1982-93 PSOE took four straight
· How polarized they are
· PP-PSOE differ on many policies
· Both constitutional
· Smaller parties, PNV and CiU either are separatist (PNV) or have separatist wing
· Both are strong in their autonomous communities
· Compared to Canada
· Only two parties have ever governed
· Five have formed Official Opposition
· Over 144 years
· Usually called 2-party+
· 2 biggest normally share 70-80% vote
· Frequent minority govts: 13/29 since 1921
· But in those 29 elections Liberals have won four straight three times
· Competitive?
· Not always
· Never more than four straight
· Polarized?
· PQ/BQ
· Compared to Spain
Regionalism

· Like Canada, Spain is a country of regions
· Besides the three historic AC strong identities in
· Andalucía, Aragon,  Asturias, the Balearics, the Canaries, both Castillas, Extremadura, Valencia
· And there are big economic disparities
· That sounds like Canada
· But Spain is not federal
· The AC have no say in const. amdts
· They have very limited taxing powers, exc. In Basque Country and Navarra
· 15/17 rely mainly on transfers from centre
· They are self-governing
· But lack the constitutional recognition of a Canadian province or an Australian, Indian or US state
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