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COURSE DESCRIPTION 
This course is an introduction to the sub-field of Comparative Politics dedicated to learning how and under what conditions democracies emerge, endure, and fall. We will discuss ancient and modern understandings of democracy and challenges of conceptualizing and measuring democracy for research purposes. We will also take a look at a vast field of knowledge about what structural factors are thought to be conducive to the emergence of democracy such as: economic development, inequality, political culture, and classes. Then we will depart from structural explanations and take a look at political actors and what meaning they bring to the democratic transition. Reflecting the trends of the last decades of research, we will pay special attention to the bottom-up model of democratization and the role of mass mobilization in two geographical regions: Eurasia and the Middle East. The final weeks will be dedicated to the discussion of phenomena of democratic backsliding and whether we should worry about survival of democracy (spoiler: depends on whether it is a young or mature democracy). We will conclude with a discussion of democratization trends in our own region: a post-communist space.
[bookmark: _heading=h.gjdgxs]This syllabus is a social contract between the instructor and students. As such, it is based on mutual respect and expectations. My expectations are outlined below. Your expectations are that I will share my knowledge with you, provide advice and guidance to the best of my ability, and be objective and merit-guided in the assessment of your academic performance. Outside of class, you are always welcome to drop by my office or join me for a coffee/lunch. I am not a supporter of academic hierarchies, therefore, feel free to call me by my first name and do not be shy in approaching me.  
Our weekly seminar lasts two hours and fifty minutes with a twenty-minutes break at 4:10 pm. I expect the seminar to be driven by the students, therefore, your attendance and participation are crucial. Each seminar will have three to four assigned readings and starting with Week 2 each reading will be presented by one student (for more details see Paper Presentation assignment description).  

COURSE OBJECTIVES
The ultimate message I intend to signal during this course is that despite many decades of research on democratization we still have many puzzles and gaps that need to be addressed and investigated. The democratization field lacks in generalizable theories with strong external validity since democracy is a result of multiple interacting factors among which is human agency and people’s commitment to overcome structural impediments. For this reason, you will learn about the impact of structural factors associated with democratic transitions, but also why democratization might happen even if they are absent. You will also learn about the role of the actors and protest movements and why they succeed or fail. Finally, you will learn how the research on ‘democracy’ can often be differentiated by different conceptualizations and measurements of democracy. We will start the course with the question of “What (if any) has been the utility of comparative democratization research?” and by the end of this course I hope to get nuanced answers from each of you.

COURSE MATERIALS
All course materials will be available on Moodle. 

PLS432 UNDERGRADUATE COURSE REQUIREMENTS AND ASSESSMENT
All students should be prepared for a meaningful engagement in the discussion of the readings for each class. Attendance and participation are compulsory. According to the NU policy, a missing class without a valid medical excuse results in ‘F’ grade. Students need to submit a valid medical note to SHSS within 3 business days of missing any class.
I expect everyone to participate in discussions and occasionally disagree with authors, me, or classmates. However, as usual, the golden rule of academic discussions applies: discussions should never be personal. In other words, attack the arguments and evidence but not people. Let us be objective and unbiased to the extent that anyone can be ‘unbiased’. Following that, I also expect to see zero plagiarism and cheating in this class (it is your responsibility to know and abide by the Student Code of Conduct for Nazarbayev University). It means that everyone should use references and in-text citations where appropriate.
The assessment will be as following:
· Research paper – 50%
· Paper presentation and discussion – 40%
· Class participation – 10%
Research Paper:
Your main task is to write a research essay of 2,500 words on a topic concerning some aspect of comparative democratization. You need to select one to two case studies and formulate a research question related to a theme covered during this semester. All research essays require an introduction, a research question, a literature review, hypotheses, research findings, and a conclusion. Students can use any reference style, double-space, and any 12-point size font. 
The submission date is November 28, 11 pm. All late research essays will be penalized a full letter grade each working day after passage of the deadline.
A case study paper will be graded using the following rubric:
46-50 (A) - Student writes in a very coherent and creative manner; usage of proper citation format; paper has a full introduction and a conclusion; few or no grammatical and/or spelling errors in student’s work; student references scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus readings and critically analyses the works of other scholars
40-45 (B) - Student writes in an intelligible manner but his/her work is also lacking in creativity; citation format is evident but not fully consistent either; cursory introduction and conclusion; noticeable grammatical/spelling errors; student references some scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus in the form of a literature review to supplement his/her work; critical analysis of scholarly works is adequate
33-39 (C) - Student barely writes in a satisfactory manner; paper is largely lacking in terms of an introduction and conclusion; citation format is inconsistent; grammatical/spelling errors are prevalent; references to scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus are quite lacking; critical analysis of other scholarly works is inadequate.
26-32 (D) - Student writes in a largely unintelligible manner; citation format suffers from serious flaws; brief/no introduction and/or conclusion; many grammatical/spelling errors; virtually no references to articles/texts outside of the syllabus or critical analysis of scholarly works.
0-25 (F) - Student writes in an unintelligible manner; citation format is nearly non-existent; multiple grammatical/spelling errors; few/no references to scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus; critical analysis is wholly inadequate in scope.
Paper Presentation and Discussion
Almost half of your grade comes from two paper presentations that you will do in this course. In total, every student will do two presentations with each presentation graded out of 20. The presentation of the reading should be around twenty minutes and should include: a critical summary of the reading, contribution of this paper to the field of political violence, strong and weak points, and ties of this work to the earlier readings in the course. The presentation should not include a detailed description of the reading since we assume that everyone is prepared for the seminar. The presentation should be followed by discussion questions for the audience that are also prepared by the presenter. You do not need to prepare slides but you can if you want to.
A presentation will be graded using the following rubric:
18-20 (A) – The presentation is done in a critical and cohesive manner; usage of additional literature to support main arguments; slides (if any) are clear and lack grammatical errors; student does not read out from the handout or slides.
15-17 (B) – The presentation is done in an intelligible manner but the work is lacking in organisation and structure; citation format is evident but not fully consistent; slides have noticeable grammatical/spelling errors; student does not read out from the handout or slides.
12-14 (C) – The presentation is done in a satisfactory manner, however, some coherence and logic is lost; citation format is inconsistent; grammatical/spelling errors are prevalent in the slides; references to other scholarly articles/texts are lacking; critical analysis is inadequate; student reads out from the handout or slides.
10-12 (D) – The presentation is done in a non-cohesive manner or lacks any logical structure; many grammatical/spelling errors in the slides; references to other scholarly articles/texts outside are lacking; critical analysis is inadequate; student reads out from the handout or slides.
0-10 (F) – The presentation is done in an unintelligible manner; multiple grammatical/spelling errors in the slides; few/no references to other scholarly articles/texts; critical analysis is wholly inadequate in scope; student reads out from the handout or slides.

PLS532 GRADUATE COURSE REQUIREMENTS AND ASSESSMENT
	All students should be prepared for a meaningful engagement in the discussion of the readings for each class. Attendance and participation are compulsory. According to the NU policy, a missing class without a valid medical excuse results in ‘F’ grade. Students need to submit a valid medical note to SHSS within 3 business days of missing any class.
I expect everyone to participate in discussions and occasionally disagree with authors, me, or classmates. However, as usual, the golden rule of academic discussions applies: discussions should never be personal. In other words, attack the arguments and evidence but not people. Let us be objective and unbiased to the extent that anyone can be ‘unbiased’. Following on that, I also expect to see a zero plagiarism and cheating in this class (it is your responsibility to know and abide by the Student Code of Conduct for Nazarbayev University). It means that everyone should use references and in-text citations where appropriate.
The assessment will be as following:
· Critical memo paper – 30%
· Research paper – 50%
· Presentation – 20%
Critical Memo Paper:
Every graduate student should pick one week from Weeks 1-5 and submit a critical reaction memo that would reflect on the readings assigned for this week. This is a critical analysis of the arguments, discussion of their strong and weak sides, not a literature review. As such, it needs proper formatting, references, and paper organisation (introduction, main arguments, conclusion). The memo should be about 2.000 words long and submitted to Moodle by September 30, 11 pm (Week 7) which will give you enough time to write a research paper.
27-30 (A) - Student writes in a very coherent and creative manner; usage of proper citation format; paper has a full introduction and a conclusion; few or no grammatical and/or spelling errors in student’s work; student references scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus readings and critically analyses the works of other scholars
23-26 (B) - Student writes in an intelligible manner but his/her work is also lacking in creativity; citation format is evident but not fully consistent either; cursory introduction and conclusion; noticeable grammatical/spelling errors; student references some scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus in the form of a literature review to supplement his/her work; critical analysis of scholarly works is adequate
19-22 (C) - Student barely writes in a satisfactory manner; paper is largely lacking in terms of an introduction and conclusion; citation format is inconsistent; grammatical/spelling errors are prevalent; references to scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus are quite lacking; critical analysis of other scholarly works is inadequate.
15-18 (D) - Student writes in a largely unintelligible manner; citation format suffers from serious flaws; brief/no introduction and/or conclusion; many grammatical/spelling errors; virtually no references to articles/texts outside of the syllabus or critical analysis of scholarly works.
0-15 (F) - Student writes in an unintelligible manner; citation format is nearly non-existent; multiple grammatical/spelling errors; few/no references to scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus; critical analysis is wholly inadequate in scope.
Case Study Paper:
Your main task is to write a research essay of 3,000 words on a topic concerning some aspect of comparative democratization. You need to select one to two case studies and formulate a research question related to a theme covered during this semester. All research essays require an introduction, a research question, a literature review, hypotheses, research findings, and a conclusion. Students can use any reference style, double-space, and any 12-point size font. 
The submission date is November 28, 11 pm. All late research essays will be penalized a full letter grade each working day after passage of the deadline.
The research paper will be graded using the following rubric:
46-50 (A) - Student writes in a very coherent and creative manner; usage of proper citation format; paper has a full introduction and a conclusion; few or no grammatical and/or spelling errors in student’s work; student references scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus readings and critically analyses the works of other scholars
40-45 (B) - Student writes in an intelligible manner but his/her work is also lacking in creativity; citation format is evident but not fully consistent either; cursory introduction and conclusion; noticeable grammatical/spelling errors; student references some scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus in the form of a literature review to supplement his/her work; critical analysis of scholarly works is adequate
33-39 (C) - Student barely writes in a satisfactory manner; paper is largely lacking in terms of an introduction and conclusion; citation format is inconsistent; grammatical/spelling errors are prevalent; references to scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus are quite lacking; critical analysis of other scholarly works is inadequate.
26-32 (D) - Student writes in a largely unintelligible manner; citation format suffers from serious flaws; brief/no introduction and/or conclusion; many grammatical/spelling errors; virtually no references to articles/texts outside of the syllabus or critical analysis of scholarly works.
0-25 (F) - Student writes in an unintelligible manner; citation format is nearly non-existent; multiple grammatical/spelling errors; few/no references to scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus; critical analysis is wholly inadequate in scope.
Paper Presentation and Discussion
Every graduate student will do one paper presentation graded out of 20. The presentation of the reading should be around twenty minutes and should include: a critical summary of the reading, contribution of this paper to the field of political violence, strong and weak points, and ties of this work to the earlier readings in the course. The presentation should not include a detailed description of the reading since we assume that everyone is prepared for the seminar. The presentation should be followed by discussion questions for the audience that are also prepared by the presenter. You do not need to prepare slides but you can if you want to.
A presentation will be graded using the following rubric:
18-20 (A) – The presentation is done in a critical and cohesive manner; usage of additional literature to support main arguments; slides (if any) are clear and lack grammatical errors; student does not read out from the handout or slides.
15-17 (B) – The presentation is done in an intelligible manner but the work is lacking in organisation and structure; citation format is evident but not fully consistent; slides have noticeable grammatical/spelling errors; student does not read out from the handout or slides.
12-14 (C) – The presentation is done in a satisfactory manner, however, some coherence and logic is lost; citation format is inconsistent; grammatical/spelling errors are prevalent in the slides; references to other scholarly articles/texts are lacking; critical analysis is inadequate; student reads out from the handout or slides.
10-12 (D) – The presentation is done in a non-cohesive manner or lacks any logical structure; many grammatical/spelling errors in the slides; references to other scholarly articles/texts outside are lacking; critical analysis is inadequate; student reads out from the handout or slides.
0-10 (F) – The presentation is done in an unintelligible manner; multiple grammatical/spelling errors in the slides; few/no references to other scholarly articles/texts; critical analysis is wholly inadequate in scope; student reads out from the handout or slides.









GRADING SCALE

A         95-100%;         A-        90-94
B+       85-89;              B          80-84;              B-        75-79 
C+       70-74;              C         65-69;              C-        60-64
D         55-59;              D-        50-54
F          0-49

WEEK-BY-WEEK SCHEDULE
Week 1 (August 19): Democracy from Athens to the U.S. 
Jones, Arnold H.M. "The Athenian democracy and its critics." Cambridge Historical Journal 11, no. 1 (1953): 1-26.
North, John. "Politics and aristocracy in the Roman Republic." Classical Philology 85, no. 4 (1990): 277-287.
Padover, Saul K. “The world of the Founding Fathers.” Social Research 25, no. 2 (1958): 191-214.
Week 2 (August 26): Defining and Researching Democracy
Schumpeter, Joseph. Capitalism, socialism, and democracy. New York: Harper, 1942, pp. 250-273.
Dahl, Robert A. Polyarchy. New Haven, CT.: Yale University Press, 1971, pp. 1-10.
Munck, Gerardo L. and Jay Verkuilen. "Conceptualizing and measuring democracy: Evaluating alternative indices." Comparative Political Studies 35, no. 1 (2002): 5-34. Kirsch, Helen, and Christian Welzel. "Democracy misunderstood: authoritarian notions of democracy around the globe." Social Forces 98, no. 1 (2019): 59-92.
Week 3 (September 2): How Democracy Emerges - Modernization Theory
Lipset, Seymour Martin. "Some social requisites of democracy: Economic development and political legitimacy." American Political Science Review 53, no. 1 (1959): 69-105.
Przeworski, Adam, and Fernando Limongi. "Modernization: Theories and facts." World Politics 49, no. 2 (1997): 155-183.
Boix, Carles, and Susan C. Stokes. "Endogenous democratization." World Politics 55, no. 4 (2003): 517-549.
Acemoglu, Daron, Simon Johnson, James A. Robinson, and Pierre Yared. "Income and democracy." American Economic Review 98, no. 3 (2008): 808-42.
Week 4 (September 9): How Democracy Emerges - Political Culture Theory 
Almond, Gabriel and Sidney Verba. The civic culture: Political attitudes and democracy in five nations. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1963. Chapter 1 (pp. 1-30).
Putnam, Robert D. Making democracy work. Princeton N.J.,: Princeton University Press, 1993, Chapters 1 & 6.
Welzel, Christian. "Are levels of democracy affected by mass attitudes? Testing attainment and sustainment effects on democracy." International Political Science Review 28, no. 4 (2007): 397-424.
Week 5 (September 16): How Democracy Emerges - The Role of Class and State Formation
Moore, Barrington. Social origins of dictatorship and democracy. Boston: Beacon Press, 1966. Preface & Chapter 7.
Huber, Evelyne, Dietrich Rueschemeyer, and John D. Stephens. "The impact of economic development on democracy." Journal of Economic Perspectives 7, no. 3 (1993): 71-86.
Mazzuca, Sebastian. "Macrofoundations of regime change: democracy, state formation, and capitalist development." Comparative Politics 43, no. 1 (2010): 1-19.
Week 6 (September 23): How Democracy Emerges - The Role of Inequality
Acemoglu, Daron, and James A. Robinson. Economic origins of dictatorship and democracy. Cambridge University Press, 2006. Chapters 2 & 3.
Houle, Christian. "Inequality and democracy: Why inequality harms consolidation but does not affect democratization." World Politics 61, no. 4 (2009): 589-622.
Haggard, Stephen and Robert Kaufman. Dictators and democrats: Elites, masses, and regime change. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2016. Introduction.
Week 7 (September 30): How Democracy Emerges - The Role of Natural Resources
Ross, Michael L. "Does oil hinder democracy?." World Politics 53, no. 3 (2001): 325-361.
Dunning, Thad. Crude democracy: Natural resource wealth and political regimes. New York: Cambridge University Press, 2008. Chapter 1. 
Haber, Stephen, and Victor Menaldo. "Do natural resources fuel authoritarianism? A reappraisal of the resource curse." American Political Science Review 105, no. 1 (2011): 1-26.
PG Critical Memo Submission (11 pm)
FALL BREAK
Week 8 (October 14): Democratization and Actors - Elites
Schmitter, Philippe C. "The role of elites in democratization." Journal of Chinese Political Science 23, no. 1 (2018): 33-46.
O’Donnell, Guillermo, Philippe C. Schmitter, and Laurence Whitehead, eds. Transitions from authoritarian rule: Southern Europe. JHU Press, 1986. Chapters 1-4 & 7.
Week 9 (October 21): Democratization and Actors - People
Kuran, Timur. "Now out of never: The element of surprise in the East European revolution of 1989." World Politics 44, no. 1 (1991): 7-48.
Aytaç, S. Erdem, Luis Schiumerini, and Susan Stokes. "Why do people join backlash protests? Lessons from Turkey." Journal of Conflict Resolution 52, no. 6 (2018): 1205-1228.
Bunce, Valerie J., and Sharon L. Wolchik. "Introduction: Mass mobilization in comparative perspective." Demokratizatsiya: The Journal of Post-Soviet Democratization 26, no. 2 (2018): 111-147.
Chenoweth, Erica, and Jay Ulfelder. "Can structural conditions explain the onset of nonviolent uprisings?." Journal of Conflict Resolution 61, no. 2 (2017): 298-324.
Week 10 (October 28): Bottom-Up Democratization - Colour Revolutions
Bunce, Valerie, and Sharon L. Wolchik. "Favorable conditions and electoral revolutions." Journal of Democracy 17, no. 4 (2006): 5-18.
Tucker, Joshua A. "Enough! Electoral fraud, collective action problems, and post-communist colored revolutions." Perspectives on Politics 5, no. 3 (2007): 535-551.
Way, Lucan. "The real causes of the color revolutions." Journal of Democracy 19, no. 3 (2008): 55-69.
Niyazbekov, Nurseit. "Is Kazakhstan immune to color revolutions? The social movements perspective." Demokratizatsiya: The Journal of Post-Soviet Democratization 26, no. 3 (2018): 401-425.
Week 11 (November 4): Bottom-Up Democratization - Arab Spring
Bellin, Eva. "Reconsidering the robustness of authoritarianism in the Middle East: Lessons from the Arab Spring." Comparative Politics 44, no. 2 (2012): 127-149.
Diamond, Larry. "Democracy's past and future: Why are there no Arab democracies?." Journal of Democracy 21, no. 1 (2010): 93-112.
Campante, Filipe R., and Davin Chor. "Why was the Arab world poised for revolution? Schooling, economic opportunities, and the Arab Spring." Journal of Economic Perspectives 26, no. 2 (2012): 167-88.
Brown, Nathan J. "Tracking the" Arab Spring": Egypt's failed transition." Journal of Democracy 24, no. 4 (2013): 45-58.
Week 12 (November 11): Democracy Promotion
Ikenberry, G. John. "Why export democracy?." The Wilson Quarterly 23, no. 2 (1999): 56-65.
Bellin, Eva. "The Iraqi intervention and democracy in comparative historical perspective." Political Science Quarterly 119, no. 4 (2004): 595-608.
Downes, Alexander B., and Jonathan Monten. "Forced to be free?: Why foreign-imposed regime change rarely leads to democratization." International Security 37, no. 4 (2013): 90-131.
Week 13 (November 18): Democracy Today: Are We Experiencing Backsliding?
Bermeo, Nancy. "On democratic backsliding." Journal of Democracy 27, no. 1 (2016): 5-19.
Svolik, Milan W. "Polarization versus democracy.” Journal of Democracy 30, no. 3 (2019): 20-32.
Waldner, David, and Ellen Lust. "Unwelcome change: Coming to terms with democratic backsliding." Annual Review of Political Science 21 (2018): 93-113.
Week 14 (November 25): Special Seminar on Democratization - Post-Communist Democratization
Ekiert, Grzegorz. "Three generations of research on post-communist politics—a sketch." East European Politics and Societies 29, no. 2 (2015): 323-337.
Darden, Keith, and Anna Grzymala-Busse. "The great divide: Literacy, nationalism, and the communist collapse." World Politics 59, no. 1 (2006): 83-115.
Evans, Alfred B. "The failure of democratization in Russia: A comparative perspective." Journal of Eurasian Studies 2, no. 1 (2011): 40-51.
Research Papers Submission (November 28, 11 pm)
