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The Comparative Politics comprehensive exam consists of two parts. All students sit for
the first part, which is based on the core reading list provided below. Students majoring
in Comparative politics also sit for the second part of the exam (minors take only the first
part). In the second part of the exam, majors select 3 topic areas on which to be examined
from the list below. Students should inform the subfield examiners of their specialized
topics at the beginning of the semester before they take their exams. Students are also
encouraged to inform subfield examiners of any regional specialization at that time. That
is, if a student is taking the exam in May, subfield examiners should be notified of the
specialized topic areas and regions in January.

The reading list for the specialized topics consists of the syllabus for the most recently
completed graduate seminar on that topic taught in the Department (i.e. if a student takes
an exam in January when a course is being offered, he/she need not focus on that
syllabus, but rather the previous one). Our list of topics is therefore constrained by
the advanced courses that have been taught in recent years. As of Fall 2005, this list is as
follows:

o Parties and Elections

« Social Movements and
Revolutions

e Regimes and Transitions

o Comparative Political
Behavior/Public Opinion

« Politics of Development

In addition, the comparative politics faculty offers work in six regional areas. Majors are
expected to make a special effort to draw from the relevant literature in one of the offered
regions when answering questions dealing with the above specialty areas. These regions
are:

Africa — Henderson, Mengisteab

Western Europe — Banaszak

East-Central Europe — Bernhard

South-east Asia — Casper

Latin America — Myers

Russia and the former Soviet Union — Bahry



Core Bibliography

The reading list below constitutes the core for all students. Readings have been chosen to
include, where possible, works that provide comprehensive or especially helpful reviews
of the literature, especially classic works, as these classic works have not always been
assigned on their own. As in studying for any comprehensive exam, students should
make an effort to develop an understanding of the chronology of development of the
literature. While the list below represents a core, the best answers are likely to include
reference to classics that go beyond what is apparent from secondary treatments of them
as well as reference to the most important recent works on the topic that may have been
published in the past two-three years in the major journals (especially APSR, AJPS, JOP,
Comparative Politics, Comparative Political Studies, and World Politics) and therefore
not reflected in the reading list or syllabi. Students may also find it helpful, in acquiring a
feel for the development of the field over time, to consult reference edited works such as
Finifter’s State of the Discipline or Annual Reviews, other similar handbooks,
encyclopedias, and sources of critical literature reviews such as Ruth Lane’s The Art of
Comparative Politics. Finally, students should understand that many of the readings
below are of importance across different subfields in comparative politics, and better
answers will thus make use of readings from throughout the reading list. The list is
divided, for convenience, into fields which are by necessity somewhat arbitrary at their
margins. No work is listed in more than one field in the list below.
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University Press.)
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Press).
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(Chicago and London: University of Chicago Press).
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Nuclear Movements in Four Democracies. British Journal of Political Science, 16,
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Regimes and Transitions
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Johns Hopkins University Press.
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University Press.

The State
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Yale University Press)
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Rienner).
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University Press).
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Katzenstein, Peter J. 1985. Small States in World Markets: Industrial Policy in
Europe (Ithaca: Cornell University Press.
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