Comparative Politics Comprehensive Exam, Fall 2010
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. Is comparative politics defined by a subject matter or a set of methods?
2. 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?   

3. In recent years scholars of comparative politics have developed an interest in field experiments as a way to guard against selection bias. To what extent is randomization possible in the social sciences? What are some benefits and drawbacks of this approach?

 

Part II

1. Is there a causal relationship (or set of causal relationships) between regime type and economic development patterns?  
2. “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
3. Is most deadly ethnic violence we see in the world primarily the result of deep-seated mass-level ethnic hatreds, or is it more often the product of elites who intentionally foment violence to achieve their own economic or political goals?

4. “Most current scholarly debates about democracy can be reduced to arguments over definition of the term.”  Discuss.
5. 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?
6. For many years, the “developmental state” approach was a dominant theoretical paradigm in the comparative political economy of development. Arguably the developmental state was synonymous with the authoritarian capitalist regimes of East Asia in the late-20th century. Has the so-called “third wave” of democratization rendered the developmental state obsolete along with the East Asian “model” of development? Or is it possible to theorize a democratic developmental state?

7. Is modernization theory more correct than not, after all?

8. 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.

9. How has our understanding of nationalism changed over the last half century? Does this change represent theoretical progress? What questions (if any) have been more or less resolved, and where do the biggest challenges for research lie?
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