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Comparisen inherent in past figures
s Aristotle compared Greek city-states

m Dahl compared characteristics of
upbringing of political systems

m End of the Cold War
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W Epyernments grappling with many
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m PrESERvation off the environment

,Opr)grtun]"r\ andl economic security

= Conflict between ethnic groups and beliefs

= Many is esSblll across nation’s borders
m Allows us to formulate general theories
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NiDEMEgraphic Studies

s "N” studies

u [ignge number of people

= Valfety of Cases oI researchers

s [.e. fiorm off government, democracy of
dictatorship, income per capita

“n” studies\
= Small group of people — (case studies)

= Identification of particularities and clinical
details




SitIculire ¢ X Function

=€ onmr)u to) Comparative Politics

: oJﬁ Fliaving moving parts,
HINERWVIE ting or environment

tlire - 3;@ alized agencies like parliaments,
| administrative agencies, & courts

- enable govt. to formulate, implement,
policies which reflect goals

4




> & Function

teés - ‘Iicy making parts of political

set of institutions and agencies
concemed WL 'fc*' u ating and implementing
ollectiveraeals of a ety or of groups within it
plitical’ Rec |me structural-functional policy
coﬁﬁguratbﬁ governments take on at different times

m Generate causes and consequences of
political change by comparing countries at
different historical periods



m Dynamic Developmental Approach
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POIILICAINS \/Jcsm axist In BOTH a
domsyuc gidNRtErnational environment

AmEnca ( r)OﬂF all system with domestic

[Fonment) -
m rise off high-tech info based economy & increase in
Internatic aI t@de

m composition of labor force dramatically changed
m improvements in education level of pop.
m transformed social bases of party system
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NEGNINVPES Ol Political Stru

ENPOlItGcal Parties |

»

Political structures can't be used to compare
between political systems because the structures
have different functions.
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0 ceremonial
executive

m State council

= Supervised by the
general secretary of
Communist party

m Legislative Body-
National People’s

House of Commons Congress (only meets to

: . : ratify decisions made b
(key in policymaking) Conf1ymunist Party) Y
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SuiicuifEsiane@M=lnctions
s Britain = China
u Compettiveparty = Only Communist
SyStenm | Party controls

y political process
ade Unions ™ Trade Unions
\ - .
s Interest groups play m Have to be part of

role in polity and Communist Party

economy



MNPHEEESS FUNCUIONS r)J ‘a direct role in
mrJ}’Jr 'I)JJ C/ * %

» lﬂ Interest )

\g dre eror Policy' Making
Policy Tmplementation mmmmp Adjudication

Individuals decide what they want to get out
of politics and the political process begins



e

gnarEURctions

‘ L

to be effective, policy
| r%ted that will have
r)oJJEJchJ JJJJF)OJ”F _

= Hol]ﬁ]:\ are cr’fer “onsidered, government

Policy enforced H Implementation —

Adjudication (if challenged)



m Courts



1 |s that it shows that
hd IplSEEe) rJ.,)rJ does not have a

~ monopolly o\ r'_fﬂhttlon

S u.ﬁur zunctions will determine
whether or not the system will be
maintained or changed.




rlevelor) clifore e zlple transform attltudes of political

“Urr@ﬂcs iRt e

add

QWW
= Political Co unication-Flow of info through the society &

various structures that make up political system
s Outputs- Implementations of political process

s Policy Functions- The substantive impacts on the society, the
economy and the culture

s Outcomes- of all political activities result in new inputs, new
demands for legislation or administrative action, nad in an

increase/decrease in amount of support given to political system
and inciimhent officeholderc




NV USe FU JmchoM Categories?

s jordetérmine how! institutions in different
cOURLHEs compare in the making and
- ImplEmentat different kinds of public
o oJ]‘c N



AfRlllustrative, Comparison:
RUSSIENIRIBIYSores 1996

“'Figure 2.

enrkor SING e party political system
i jominated by communist party

0 dissolu-lon ﬁ Soviet Union --> 15
Republics



‘

SOVIEL UnIon n 1?98 Russia
COMMURISE HrJrr\/s _ Boris Yeltsin
Jéml | = Parliament
' Involvement rises

m Independent political
parties rise

= Little Parli " = Communist Party
iInvolvement loses power



AfRlllustrative, Comparison:
RUSSIENIRIBIYSores 1996



IMEBOlicyLEevel:
PEORNENEERBULEOITIE, and Evaluation

‘

L
NN GWIGOES the s ccu e and function of

gl goVEmEnt work withi the interest of
LE PEGPIEY
rJrr'JCELJffJJ/ ctional differences determine
the give ana ta e between politics &

environme }



IME POy LLEVE]:
rearforrrizrics, QLJECOmd, and Evaluation

SIS
ENIPUESUPPOIL, cmrl
u citizEnsiand political lea

m Factors that affect political effectiveness
m government efficiency
m corruption
m underlying cultural, economic and techonology
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