
COMPARATIVE POLITICS COMPREHENSIVE EXAM (MINOR)
JANUARY 2009
INSTRUCTIONS: Answer TWO of the following questions.  Time: 3 hours

1. “Modernization is dead!  Long live Globalization!”  Discuss the ways modernization and globalization have been conceptualized in the literature, critically assessing the strengths and weaknesses of various approaches.  How might leading scholars address the exhortation in quotes?  Explain why you agree or disagree with it.

1. Critically evaluate how scholars have used history in the study of comparative politics, focusing on such topics as the development of the state; propensities to democracy and dictatorship; war; revolution; economic structures; social classes; social movements, and other topics treated by comparativists who study history.

1. Discuss the relationship between approaches that focus on social capital and those that focus on social movements.  Are these perspectives divergent or reconcilable?

1. How have political scientists assessed the impact of political institutions on political development?  How does this literature relate to studies of political behavior with respect to political development?  What are the strengths and weaknesses of these approaches?  Are they fundamentally different or can they be reconciled? 

1. No sooner had we brought “the state back in” than the growing impact of international organizations, transnational non-state actors, supranational entities and subnational actors on the domestic politics of states made it irrelevant.”  Critically discuss the relevant literature on these topics, and indicate why you agree or disagree with the proposition.

1. Discuss some of the methodological problems (such as selection bias and omitted variable bias, among others) and conceptual problems (concept-stretching and the like) that are at times encountered in comparative research.  Provide examples drawn from the literature and/or your own examples.  How do these errors compromise comparative research? What are some strategies for avoiding them?

1. To what extent has political culture been rehabilitated as a focus of comparative politics?  Focus on three of the following four topics: (a) identity politics; (b) ethnic violence; (c) nationalism; (d) values.   To what extent does this work avoid the pitfalls of earlier work on political culture?

continued...

1. Critically assess the ways scholars have addressed the relationship between religion and democracy.  Specifically, (a) have they regarded some religions as more conducive to democracy than others?  (b) Should faith-based organizations be considered components of civil society?  (c) In your view, can the negative impacts of religion on democratization and democratic consolidation be overcome?  Answer these questions by referring -- wherever appropriate -- to at least three of the world’s largest religions or ethical systems (Catholicism, Protestantism, Orthodoxy, Judaism, Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism, Confucianism, Shinto).  

1. What are the advantages and disadvantages of rational choice theory in comparative politics?  Provide specific examples.  Which approaches provide effective alternatives to rational choice?  Be as specific as possible in explaining how these alternatives can be employed.

1. How have scholars debated the pros and cons of the main institutional systems of democracy (i.e., presidential vs. parliamentary systems) and the main electoral systems for electing presidents and national legislatures?  Is there an ideal combination of institutional and electoral systems that is applicable to all countries?

