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For the MAJOR:    Answer 4 questions.  You must answer at least one question in Part I and at least two questions in Part II.  Time: 8 hours.

For the MINOR:  Answer 3 questions.  You must answer at least one question in Part I and at least one question in Part II.  Time: 6 hours.

PART I
1.
Research in comparative politics tends to fall into one of four categories: (a) area studies;  (b) small-N, theoretically informed case studies that use qualitative and/or quantitative methods; (c) large-N quantitative studies, and d) mixed-method approaches, i.e., combinations of these categories.  Often there is an assumption that mixed-method approaches are best.  Is this assumption correct?  What are the trade-offs and compromises involved in simultaneously or sequentially pursuing different approaches?  When might just one of the original three approaches be appropriate?   
2.
Gabriel Almond wrote: “[Only a very] small part of reality that we, as social scientists, want to explain is captured by the rational-choice model.”  Do you agree? Which realities might rational choice explain, and which realities might it not?  How useful do you think rational-choice explanations have been in furthering our understanding of phenomena that are usually the subject of research in comparative politics?
3.
Large-n quantitative studies of democracy (and most statistical datasets) tend to use countries as their unit of analysis; often, as in the case of periodic elections, there are multiple data points per country, for each year or event. What are the advantages and disadvantages of this choice of unit of analysis? What research methods can be used to address some of the disadvantages? 
4.  
Since the Second World War, political science has been obsessed with the scientific method. What has been gained by this attempt to approximate the hard sciences?  What has been lost?  Can comparative politics ever attain the neutrality of the hard sciences?  Is such neutrality desirable? 
PART II
1.
“Political culture” and “civil society” are two key concepts in comparative politics; “political culture” was a very prominent term in the 1960s and 1970s, while in recent years “civil society” is more prominent.  What are the similarities and differences in the two concepts?  Is the “civil society” concept an improvement over “political culture”?
2.
Studies of state formation and state preservation focus on a number of factors relevant in different historical and geographic settings.  Attention to “weak” states, “failed” states, “predatory” and “kleptocratic” states has been heightened by concern about terrorist acts originating in such states (e.g., Myanmar, Somalia). To which literatures should we look for guidance as to the circumstances in which state strengthening is possible or likely?  What does comparative politics tell us about state strengthening?  
3.
“No sooner had we in comparative politics ‘brought the state back in’ [Evans, et al.] than the growing impact of international norms, agreements and constraints rendered states’ roles marginal.” Discuss.
4.
In the study of political development, is analysis of institutions better viewed as descriptive of development (a la Huntington) or as explaining divergent paths of development (a la Thelen, Steinmo, et alia)? What does political scientists’ focus on institutions leave out in our understanding of political development? 
5.  
The modernization paradigm has been repeatedly challenged for its ideological bias and ethno- or Western-centric characterization of development and its goals. Yet it reemerges periodically in various guises. Describe the tenets of the theory, the measurement of its key concepts, and recent controversies about its validity.  Is there scholarship about the theory with which you agree?  In your view, is modernization theory, or a part of modernization theory, correct?   
6.  
There is considerable debate about the institutions and electoral systems that are most conducive to democratic consolidation and good governance.  The most prominent of these is the debate about parliamentary versus presidential systems, but there are others.  Discuss the debates about institutions and/or electoral systems that you consider most important and indicate whether or not you believe there is an institutional and/or electoral system that is ideal for all countries.  Or, are some institutions/electoral systems better suited for countries at different stages of political development?
7.
There is some debate among scholars of civil society about the character of groups that form civil society.  For example, some scholars debate whether groups in civil society must reflect certain political or civic values, while others are divided as to what types of groups should be included in civil society.  Discuss the nature of these debates and what their significance is for theories about civil society as an independent or dependent variable.
8. 
Discuss the relationship between national wealth and democracy.  How have various scholars addressed this issue?  Assess the validity of generalizations that correlate (a) wealth with successful transition and/or consolidation processes; (b) poverty with non-democratic regimes, and (c) natural-resource superabundance with non-democratic regimes.
