
POLS 304
DEVELOPMENT OF CONTEMPORARY DEMOCRACIES
Spring 2022
(Tentative)
Monday 13:00-13:50
Thursday 12:00-113:50


Instructor: Mert Arslanalp
Email: mert.arslanalp@boun.edu.tr
Office: IB 508
Office hours: Online, by appointment
TA: 
Email: 


Course Description: This course will provide an introduction to the study of political regimes in the field of comparative politics. The students will explore the contending conceptions of democracy and democratization, main theoretical approaches, and contemporary issues in the field from a critical perspective. Substantial portion of the course will be allocated to the discussion of authoritarian regimes and their dynamics. As we discuss the weekly themes, we will examine regional and national experiences with democratization and authoritarianism from a comparative perspective. 

Course Requirements

Lectures, Readings, Attendance, and Participation- 15%
Classes will be conducted on Zoom synchronously. Zoom link is posted on the Moodle page.
Students are expected to attend online classes unless they have a valid excuse. They are also encouraged to turn their videos on as long as their circumstances and internet access permit. 

I will record and post the lecture components but will not record the discussions.
Unauthorized recording and/or sharing of lecture material is against the Personal Data Protection Law and are strictly forbidden. If you have any personal or technology related obstacles please contact me.

Take notes during the Zoom sessions, do not rely on the fact that you will have access to lecture recordings. Taking notes is a way of processing the gist of the material. And unless you missed the class, it will be too cumbersome to go back and watch the sessions again. 

You are expected to come prepared to the class and I will arrange in-class exercises on Wednesdays to encourage participation and collaborative work. Readings will be shared in a Dropbox folder.  

Discussion Questions-10%

Students are expected to submit discussion questions on Moodle for 10 weeks in total.
 The questions must be on the readings of that week and address the conceptual and theoretical issues raised by the readings. While not mandatory, you are encouraged to pose questions synthesizing more than one reading. Questions must demonstrate that the student has critically reflected on the key arguments of the texts. 

Please submit your question on Moodle in the textbox by. Late submissions will not be accepted.

Sample Questions:

1. Geddes, Wright and Frantz state that the fear of punishment after ouster and the type of the authoritarian regime determined how authoritarian breakdowns occurred and resulted in MENA region. When cases of Libya, Yemen and Syria are taken into consideration, is it possible to conclude that international interventions may overwhelm the state domestic factors?

2.  In the article by Geddes, Wright and Frantz , it is argued that departing leaders are more likely to suffer costly fates during transitions to subsequent autocracy than during democratization. Given that there are two possibilities either transition to democracy or another autocratic regime, what factors affect the leaders’ decision on whether to open the road for democratization or to resist it? 


Term Paper– 75 %

Throughout the semester, you will write a paper in pairs on the political regime trajectories (democratization, democratic consolidation or autocratization) of a randomly assigned country from a pool of countries selected by the instructor. 

The paper will be written in several stages and each stage will give students clearly identified tasks that will be separately graded. The objective of the assignment is learning and analyzing the political regime trajectory of a country by using the conceptual, theoretical, and methodological tools introduced in this course throughout the semester. Each stage of the assignment will demand independent research on this country, thus at the end of the semester, you will have a fairly good knowledge of a specific case outside Turkey.

Your assignment will be evaluated on the basis of 1) conceptual coherence and theoretical argumentation 2) engagement with class materials 3) demonstration of sufficient empirical research 4) structure and clarity


The assignments will be approximately 5 pages each, excluding figures and bibliography (1.5 space, 12 font, Times New Roman). All essays will be uploaded on Turnitin.


Assignment # 1 (20%, due): Write an essay that describes the political regime of your case in a decade of your choice between 1950-2000.  

1. Your essay must first discuss how you conceptualize democracy and autocracy and justify your choice against alternative definitions in light of the class readings. Your case might be a stable regime (democratic or authoritarian) or it might be a regime that experiences transition in either direction.

2. You must specify (operationalize) the indicators that you will use to measure the regime characteristics of a case. What makes it a democracy? What makes it an authoritarian regime? Or democratizing or autocratizing regime? Your indicators must be consistent with your conceptualization of regime types. 

3. You will then introduce empirical evidence to support your description. Draw on both Vdem or other democracy indices and datasets as well as historical qualitative evidence from the secondary literature. You evidence must match your definition and operationalization. 


Assignment # 2 (20%, due):

Building on the findings of your first assignment, write an essay that explains the outcome. Why did this country democratize, remain as a stable democracy/autocracy or experience autocratization/democratic breakdown in that period? Which factors are more important to explain this case?

Your essay must discuss different theoretical frameworks from the course lectures and readings, make a case for one of the approaches, and provide empirical evidence in support of that argument. You may draw on both quantitative and qualitative data to make a case for why your theoretical framework better explains the outcome than alternatives. You will find studies using alternative explanations, your goal is to make a convincing case for your own explanation with available evidence.

Assignment # 3 (35 %, due):

Fast-forward to the 21st century, what has happened to the political regime of your case in the last two decades? How did it change in comparison to the previous period you have studied? Why? Has it developed a consolidated democracy, experienced erosion or complete breakdown? What do contemporary discussions on democracy and autocratization tell us about this case? Or does your case challenge the insights of those discussions? Finally, when you compare the overall trajectory of your case to the trajectory of Turkey’s political regime, do they converge or diverge? What explains that outcome in light of our theories? 

You must hand in your third assignment as part of a paper that consists of three assignments. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]In addition to writing this third part, I want you to revise the first two assignment in line with my feedback, write an introduction and a conclusion that weave the three essays together.

Late submissions on any assignment are penalized by 2 points per day. 

Academic Honesty
Cheating and plagiarism during the midterm and the final exam will not be tolerated. Students
should work on their exams independently. The Department of Political Science and International Relations at Bogazici University has the following rules and regulations regarding academic honesty.
1. Copying work from others or giving and receiving answers/information during exams either in
written or oral form constitutes cheating.

2. Submitting take-home exams and papers of others as your own, using sentences or paragraphs
from another author without the proper acknowledgement of the original author, insufficient
acknowledgement of the consulted works in the bibliography, all constitute plagiarism. For further guidelines, you can consult
http://www.buowl.boun.edu.tr/students/favoidingplagiarism.htm

3. Plagiarism and cheating are serious offenses and will result in:
a) an automatic F for the assignment or the exam
b) an oral explanation before the Departmental Ethics Committee
c) losing the opportunity to request and receive any references from the entire faculty
d) losing the opportunity to apply in exchange programs
e) losing the prospects of becoming a student assistant or a graduate assistant in the department
The students may further be sent to the University Ethics committee or be subject to disciplinary action.

Schedule and Readings
Part 1: Conceptual Foundations

Week 1: Introduction 


Week 2:  What is democracy? From Self-Rule to Representative Government

Ober, J (2017)- “The Meaning of Democracy in Classical Athens” in Demopolis, Cambridge University Press, 18-33


Manin, B. (1997). The Principles of Representative Government. Cambridge University Press, 1-7, 161-191, 236-238

Week 3: Proceduralist definitions: Competition and Responsiveness

Schumpeter, J. A. (2013 [1942]). Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy. Routledge, 250-256, 269-273

Schmitter, P. C., & Karl, T. L. (1991). What democracy is... and is not. Journal of democracy, 2(3), 75-88.

Achen, C. H., & Bartels, L. M. (2017). Democracy for realists: Why elections do not produce responsive government. Princeton University Press. Chapter 11.

Methodology Module: Przeworski et al. dataset

Week 4: Democracy Beyond Elections: Horizontal Accountability and Rule of Law

O'Donnell, G. A. (1998). Horizontal Accountability in New Democracies. Journal of democracy, 9(3), 112-126.

Levitsky, S., & Way, L. A. (2002). Elections without democracy: The rise of competitive authoritarianism. Journal of democracy, 13(2), 51-65.

Lindberg, S. I., Coppedge, M., Gerring, J., & Teorell, J. (2014). V-Dem: A New Way to Measure Democracy. Journal of Democracy, 25(3), 159-169.

Methodology Module: VDEM dataset 


Part 2: Explaining Democratization

Week 5: Economic Development, Cultural Change, and Democratization

Lipset, S. M. (1959). Some social requisites of democracy: Economic development and political
legitimacy. American political science review, 53(01), 69-105.

Inglehart, R., & Welzel, C. (2010). Changing mass priorities: The link between modernization and democracy. Perspectives on Politics, 8(2), 551-567.

Przeworski, A., & Limongi, F. (1997). Modernization: Theories and facts. World politics, 49(02), 155-183.


Week 6: Social Class, Inequality and Democratization 

Huber, E., Rueschemeyer, D., & Stephens, J. D. (1993). The impact of economic development on democracy. Journal of economic perspectives, 7(3), 71-86.

Ziblatt, D. (2006). How did Europe democratize? World Politics, 58(2), 311-338.

Recommended:
Luebbert, G. M. (1986). Social foundations of political order in interwar Europe. World Pol., 39, 449.


Week 7: Actor-centered Approaches to Democratization 

O’Donnell, G., & Schmitter, P.C. (1986) Transitions from Authoritarian Rule: Tentative Conclusions about Uncertain Democracies. The Johns Hopkins University Press:  6-8, 15-36

Linz, J. J., & Stepan, A. (1996). Problems of democratic transition and consolidation: Southern
Europe, South America, and post-communist Europe. JHU Press: 88-108

Yılmaz, H. (1997). Democratization from above in Response to the International Context: Turkey, 1945–1950. New Perspectives on Turkey, 17, 1-37.

Recommended: 
Haggard, S., & Kaufman, R. R. (1997). The political economy of democratic transitions. Comparative Politics, 263-283.

Mainwaring, S., & Pérez-Liñán, A. (2014). Democracies and Dictatorships in Latin America: emergence, survival, and fall. Cambridge University Press. 1-18


Week 8:Masses, Contentious Politics and Democratization from Below

Bermeo, N. (1997). Myths of moderation: confrontation and conflict during democratic transitions. Comparative Politics, 305-322.

Della Porta, D. (2014). Mobilizing for democracy: comparing 1989 and 2011. OUP Oxford: Chapter 2.

Bayat, A. (2017). Revolution without revolutionaries: Making sense of the Arab Spring. Stanford University Press. Chapter 1

Bermeo and Yashar (eds) (2018). Parties, Movements, and Democracy in the Developing World, Cambridge University Press 1-28


Week 9: Authoritarian Variation and Democratic Transitions

Geddes, B. (1999). What do we know about democratization after twenty years?. Annual review of political science, 2(1), 115-144

Geddes, B., Wright, J., & Frantz, E. (2014). Autocratic breakdown and regime transitions: A new data set. Perspectives on Politics, 12(2), 313-331.

Brownlee, J., Masoud, T., & Reynolds, A. (2013). Tracking the" Arab Spring": Why the Modest Harvest?. Journal of Democracy, 24(4), 29-44.



Part 3: Crisis of Liberal Democracy


Week 10: Gradual Autocratization and Hybrid Regimes 

Robertson, G. B. (2010). The politics of protest in hybrid regimes: Managing dissent in post-communist Russia. Cambridge University Press: 147-167

Esen, B., & Gumuscu, S. (2016). Rising competitive authoritarianism in Turkey. Third World Quarterly, 37(9), 1581-1606.

Lührmann, A., & Lindberg, S. I. (2019). A third wave of autocratization is here: what is new about it?. Democratization, 1-19.

Recommended:
Bunce, V. J., & Wolchik, S. L. (2010). Defeating dictators: Electoral change and stability in competitive authoritarian regimes. World Politics, 62(01), 43-86


Week 11: Populism  

Mudde, C., & Kaltwasser, C. R. (2017). Populism: a Very Short Introduction. Oxford University Press. 1-41

Sozen, Y. (2019). Populist Peril to Democracy: The Sacralization and Singularization of Competitive Elections. Political Studies Review, 17(3), 267-283.


Week 12: Neoliberal Globalization and Democratic Decline

Streeck, W., & Livingstone, R. (2017). The return of the repressed. New Left Review, (104), 5-18.

Inglehart, R., & Norris, P. (2017). Trump and the populist authoritarian parties: the silent revolution in reverse. Perspectives on Politics, 15(2), 443-454.

Chacko, P. (2018). The right turn in India: Authoritarianism, populism and neoliberalisation. Journal of Contemporary Asia, 48(4), 541-565.


Week 13: Democracy in times of Emergency

Balibar, E. (2018). “Democracy and Liberty in Times of Violence” Hrant Dink Memorial Speech 2018

Arslanalp, M., & Deniz Erkmen, T. (2020). Mobile emergency rule in Turkey: legal repression of protests during authoritarian transformation. Democratization, 1-23.

Gambetti, Z. (2020). Exploratory Notes on the Origins of New Fascisms. Critical Times, 3(1), 1-32.
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