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Political Science 95311 
 

Course Title: Canadian Politics (Core Course) 
Day: Tuesdays 
Time: 1pm to 4pm 
Location: TBA 

 
Instructor: Dr. Christopher Alcantara 
Office Hours: By appointment 
Office Location: TBA 
Email: calcanta@uwo.ca 
Telephone: Ext. 85171 

 
Course Description 
This course provides an introductory overview of how political scientists study the politics of Canada.  
Rather than focusing solely on the nuts and bolts of institutions, actors, histories, or events, students will 
grapple with the main theoretical and methodological approaches used in the literature to analyze 
Canadian politics. Each week, we will focus on a particular approach and discuss its analytical utility by 
assessing its underlying assumptions and its empirical applications to a variety of Canadian political 
phenomena and trends. Class discussion will also focus on identifying some of the main themes that 
characterize our domestic politics, such as interests, ideas, institutions, identities and money. No prior 
knowledge of Canadian politics is necessary, although having some knowledge would be helpful.2   
 
Student Learning Objectives 
At the end of this course, students should be able to: 

• Identify the patterns, puzzles and explanations found in the Canadian politics literature; 
• Describe the main approaches used by political scientists to study the politics of Canada; 
• Explain the strengths and weaknesses of the different approaches and how they intersect; 
• Elaborate on the main characteristics and themes that define our domestic politics;  
• Apply the approaches to empirical phenomena or theoretical puzzles in creative ways;  
• Identify theoretical, conceptual, and empirical avenues for future research; 
• Synthesize and assess information from a variety of academic sources;  
• Communicate ideas regarding the nature of Canadian politics to diverse audiences. 

 
PhD-Specific Learning Objectives 
In addition to the learning objectives above, PhD students at the end of this course should be able to: 

• Situate new social science literature and political trends within the analytical approaches 
discussed in the course; 

• Specify the ontological (e.g. what we know) and epistemological (e.g. how we know) bases of the 
Canadian politics literature; 

• Map out the broad themes and debates in the literature in preparation for the Comprehensive 
Exam and/or delivering lectures to an undergraduate introductory class on Canadian politics.   

 
Course Materials 

 
1 Version date: 7 Nov. 2025.  This syllabus may be altered at any time up until the first meeting of the class in 
January.  Please make sure you check the website and OWL for new versions of this syllabus prior to that date.  
2 If you have never taken a course in Canadian Politics before during your undergrad or MA studies, then you should 
pick up and read any introduction to Canadian Politics textbook as needed.  
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All readings are available through OWL Brightspace under the “course readings” tab. 
 
Methods of Evaluation for MA Students 
Visual Maps of Readings 15%    Ongoing 
Analyze Speech/Video/Ad 25%     Due Week 8 before the start of class 
Case Study or Museum Project 30%    Friday April 3 
Participation   30%    Continuous  
Total    100% 
 
Methods of Evaluation for PhD Students 
Visual Maps of Readings 15%    Ongoing 
Lecture or Practice Exam 25%     Due March 18 or Week 14 
Research Note   30%    Due Week 13 before the start of class 
Participation   30%    Continuous  
Total    100% 
 
Necessary Condition for Passing this Course 
To receive a passing grade in this course, you must attend at least 10 full classes beginning in week 2.  
Failure to attend at least 10 classes will result in an automatic failure in the course regardless of the grades 
received on the written and oral assignments.  
 
MA Assignments 
For written assignments, please use the formatting (double spaced, headings, etc) and referencing style 
(Harvard, in-text) of the Canadian Journal of Political Science. All in-text citations MUST INCLUDE 
PAGE NUMBERS for all materials quoted, paraphrased, or summarized. These guidelines are available 
online at https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-file-
manager/file/575aba2ed9d085462c71cf30/Instructions-for-Contributors-bilingual-CJPS.pdf.  
 
Please submit all assignments to the ASSIGNMENT FOLDER on Brightspace. 
 
VISUAL MAPS OF THE READINGS (ongoing) 

• The purpose of this assignment is to develop skills in conceptual synthesis and knowledge 
visualization.   

• Each week, students will be assigned to create and present a visual map of the argument and 
causal logic for one reading. 

• The format of the map should follow the design and logic used here: 
https://visualinternationalrelationsproject.com. See this page for information on how to build the 
diagrams: https://visualinternationalrelationsproject.com/diagram-notation/  

• You may use whatever software you wish to draw the map. Here is one option: 
https://app.diagrams.net. Or you can do it by hand.  

• Each student will present their map to the class when the reading comes up. This presentation will 
involve taking the class through the diagram and starting the class discussion on that reading with 
a question that exposes a strength or weakness of the reading or connects to previous readings 
and/or current events.  

• The visual map should be submitted to the Brightspace assignment folder AND the Visual 
Maps Locker before class begins.  

 
ANALYZE A POLITICAL SPEECH OR VIDEO (Due Week 8) 

• The purpose of this assignment is to demonstrate your ability to apply course theories to real-
world political events.  
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• Your task is to select a short political video or speech (5–10 minutes) from Canada and analyze it 
using one or more theoretical frameworks from the course. Examples include throne speeches, 
parliamentary speeches recorded in Hansard, leader speeches, campaign ads, press conferences, 
protest videos, or activist media.  

• In terms of analysis, be creative! You might use a course theory to explain why this event or 
speech happened, why the speaker framed the problem the way they did, or what assumptions 
about institutions or power or Canadian politics are embedded in the speech or video.  

• Before writing your paper, you must obtain the approval of the course instructor for the video or 
speech and your tentative analysis plans.  

• Your paper should begin by describing the video and speech and any relevant context (e.g. who is 
delivering the speech, why, and under what circumstances). 

• The paper should then describe which theories it will draw upon from the course before applying 
those theories to analyzing the speech.  

• The length of the paper is 6-8 pages (1500-2000 words), not including title page and references, 
and should include at least 5 course readings to support your analysis. 

• You may choose any speech or clip, but it must involve a public political actor speaking to a 
Canadian audience (federal, provincial, Indigenous, municipal, or civil society). 

 
CASE STUDY 

• The purpose of this assignment is to apply one or more course theories to explain a real-world 
political event, controversy, or policy success or failure in Canada. 

• Your task is to select a political case — such as a court ruling, government decision, institutional 
conflict, intergovernmental negotiation, protest, or policy reversal — and use course concepts to 
interpret what happened, why it matters, and what it reveals about how power operates in 
Canadian politics. 

• Your analysis should do more than describe events. It should demonstrate your ability to identify 
a political puzzle, apply theoretical frameworks, and draw insight about institutional dynamics, 
actor strategies, identity-based conflict, or long-term political patterns. 

• Your paper should be 8-12 pages in length, (2000 to 3000 words), not including title page and 
bibliography, and engage directly with at least 5 course readings, including one or more 
theoretical frameworks discussed in class. 

• Please consult with the course instructor about your chosen case before completing this 
assignment.  

 
MUSEUM PROJECT 

• The purpose of this assignment is to synthesize course materials by curating an original, theory-
informed exhibit on Canadian politics. 

• Your task is to design a virtual or imagined museum exhibit around a theme that applies course 
theories and readings to understanding the core nature, values, or characteristics of the practice of 
Canadian politics or the Canadian politics subfield.  

• Each exhibit must include: 
o A title and 150-250 word exhibit label that describes the purpose and theme of the exhibit 

to visitors 
o Five or six curated “objects” (e.g. speeches, laws, maps, protest signs, memes, 

documents, videos). 
o A 250 word interpretive label for each object, applying theoretical insights from the 

course. 
o A two-page curator’s statement justifying the importance of the exhibit for inclusion in a 

Canadian politics museum.  
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You are encouraged to be creative in design, but clarity of argument and intellectual depth are the main 
goals. Your exhibit must engage at least 5 course readings. 
 
SEMINAR PARTICIPATION (continuous)   

• Each week, students will be expected to PARTICIPATE in class discussion on the readings.  
There is no grade for attendance.   

• Focus on identifying the pattern, puzzle and explanation offered in each reading and be prepared 
to discuss what they contribute to our understanding of Canadian politics. Also be prepared to 
comment fully on the theoretical approach that is the focus of each week and its usefulness (or 
lack thereof) for studying Canadian politics. 

• Effective participation requires careful preparation (reading and thinking critically about the 
readings) and actively contributing to class exercises and discussions by responding to the 
conversations generated by the instructor and classmates.  Participation will be evaluated 
according to whether students: 

1. demonstrated that they have read, understood, and thought critically about the course 
materials and themes; (avoid the temptation of using CONTROL-F in class to search 
for answers to class questions). 

2. participated in discussions in a civil, respectful, and thoughtful manner, avoiding 
personal attacks and offensive language; 

3. showed a willingness to take decisive stands on issues in a way that fostered 
intelligent conversation; 

4. demonstrated that they are open to changing their opinions as a result of debate and 
discussion. 

Participation Grading Scheme 
• 10/10 = demonstrated mastery of all readings in terms of summarizing, analyzing, 

and applying their content to class discussions; 
• 9/10 = demonstrated mastery of most of the readings in terms of summarizing, 

analyzing, and applying their content to class discussions; 
• 8/10 = demonstrated mastery of some of readings in terms of summarizing, 

analyzing, and applying their content to class discussions; 
• 7/10 = demonstrated mastery of one or two readings in terms of summarizing, 

analyzing, and applying their content to class discussions; 
• < 6 = failure to demonstrate any mastery of course readings as they relate to class 

discussions. 
 
PhD Assignments 
For all written assignments, please use the formatting (double spaced, headings, etc) and referencing style 
(Harvard, in-text) of the Canadian Journal of Political Science. All in-text citations MUST INCLUDE 
PAGE NUMBERS for all materials quoted, paraphrased, or summarized. These guidelines are available 
online at https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-file-
manager/file/575aba2ed9d085462c71cf30/Instructions-for-Contributors-bilingual-CJPS.pdf.  
 
Please submit all assignments to the ASSIGNMENT FOLDER on Brightspace. 
 
VISUAL MAPS OF THE READINGS (ongoing) 

• The purpose of this assignment is to develop skills in conceptual synthesis and 
knowledge visualization. It will also help you with studying for the comprehensive exam 
in Canadian Politics by providing you with a useful way of summarizing articles on one 
page.  
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• Each week, students will be assigned to create and present a visual map of the argument 
and causal logic for one reading. 

• The format of the map should follow the design and logic used here: 
https://visualinternationalrelationsproject.com. See this page for information on how to 
build the diagrams: https://visualinternationalrelationsproject.com/diagram-notation/  

• You may use whatever software you wish to draw the map. Here is one option: 
https://app.diagrams.net. 

• Each student will present their map to the class when the reading comes up. This 
presentation will involve taking the class through the diagram and starting the class 
discussion on that reading with a question that exposes a strength or weakness of the 
reading or connects to previous readings and/or current events.  

• The visual map should be submitted to the Brightspace assignment folder AND the 
Visual Maps Locker before class begins.  
 

LECTURE OR COMPREHENSIVE EXAM PRACTICE (Due March 18 for lecture or Wk 14 for exam) 
• For this assignment, please choose ONE of the following:  

o write and record a 50-minute lecture for a first or second year undergraduate 
“Introduction to Canadian Politics” course (Due March 18); OR 

o write a 24 hour take home comprehensive exam on Canadian politics (April 11, 12 or 14) 
• For the lecture assignment, students will write, record, and submit their lectures notes, slides and 

video lecture to OWL. The lecture should be on one of the following topics: Elections; 
Federalism; Indigenous Politics, Nationalism, Public Policy, or Regionalism. Students may 
choose a different topic with the permission of the instructor. The lecture should draw on course 
readings and other supplementary material as needed to provide a theoretically-informed 
overview of the topic that is appropriate for the audience. The lecture can be written and 
delivered with the assumption that the fictional undergraduate students in your class will have 
done some prior reading on the topic from a standard Canadian politics textbook. Grading of this 
assignment will focus on the content, organization, and delivery of the lecture.  

• For the practice comprehensive exam option, students will write a take home “comprehensive 
exam” that asks them to answer one Canadian Politics question. To answer the question, students 
must draw mainly on the required and (if possible) the supplementary readings, as well as any 
relevant readings and materials from other Canadian Politics electives they may have taken 
already. Students will have 24 hours to write the exam and may choose either Friday April 11, 
Saturday April 12 or Monday April 14 to write the exam.  
 

RESEARCH NOTE (Due Week 13) 
• According to the Canadian Journal of Political Science, “Research notes are shorter academic 

pieces … that advance a new theoretical perspective, methodological approach, 
conceptualization, operationalization or descriptive analysis in political science.”  

• They can vary in length, from 2000-6000 words, depending on the journal.  
• Journals that publish research notes include: British Journal of Political Science, Canadian 

Journal of Political Science, JEPOP, Journal of Politics, Party Politics, Political Studies Review, 
and Research & Politics.  

• Most research notes (sometimes they are called “Letters”) are 4000 words in length. 
• For this assignment, you are to write a research note between 4000-6000 words. The paper 

can propose a new concept or theoretical perspective, a new method or novel data on a particular 
problem, or provide a descriptive analysis or new measure of something novel or salient to 
contemporary Canadian politics. 

• Ideas for research notes can come from a variety of sources. You should look for conceptual, 
theoretical, and empirical gaps as you read the Canadian politics literature. You should also think 
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about how ideas from one topic can be applied to a completely different topic. Don’t be afraid to 
also consider how insights from other subfields (e.g. Comparative Politics or International 
Relations) or from POL 9502 and 9590 might apply to some debate or help fill in some gap in the 
Canadian Politics literature. 

• Students are strongly encouraged to speak to the course instructor about their topic prior to 
writing and submitting the research note. Some ideas: 

o Write a commentary on the state of the subfield. Use the course readings to revisit or 
extend previous research on the subfield that we read in class. 

o Reinterpret some existing research we read using a new theoretical perspective. 
o Analyze secondary data to contribute to the literature through replication, extension, or 

testing of some untested assumption in one of the readings.   
• Here are some examples of research notes: 

o Loewen, P., & Rubenson, D. 2021. “War Deaths Can Increase Support for 
Incumbents.” Canadian Journal of Political Science, 54(2), 416-430.  

o Wallace, R., Lawlor, A., & Tolley, E. 2021. “Out of an Abundance of Caution: COVID-
19 and Health Risk Frames in Canadian News Media.” Canadian Journal of Political 
Science, 54(2), 449-462.  

o Mattan, A., & Small, T. 2021. “Worth a Thousand Words: The Study of Visual Gendered 
Self-Presentation on Twitter.” Canadian Journal of Political Science, 54(2), 477-490. 

o Nicolaides, E., & Snow, D. 2021. “A Paper Tiger No More? The Media Portrayal of the 
Notwithstanding Clause in Saskatchewan and Ontario.” Canadian Journal of Political 
Science, 54(1), 60-74.  

 
SEMINAR PARTICIPATION (Continuous) 

• Each week, students will be expected to PARTICIPATE in class discussion on the readings.  
There is no grade for attendance.   

• Focus on identifying the pattern, puzzle and explanation offered in each reading and be prepared 
to discuss what they contribute to our understanding of Canadian politics. Also be prepared to 
comment fully on the theoretical approach that is the focus of each week and its usefulness (or 
lack thereof) for studying Canadian politics. 

• Effective participation requires careful preparation (reading and thinking critically about the 
readings) and actively contributing to class exercises and discussions by responding to the 
conversations generated by the instructor and classmates.  Participation will be evaluated 
according to whether students: 

1. demonstrated that they have read, understood, and thought critically about the course 
materials and themes; (avoid the temptation of using CONTROL-F in class to search 
for answers to class questions). 

2. participated in discussions in a civil, respectful, and thoughtful manner, avoiding 
personal attacks and offensive language; 

3. showed a willingness to take decisive stands on issues in a way that fostered 
intelligent conversation; 

4. demonstrated that they are open to changing their opinions as a result of debate and 
discussion. 

Participation Grading Scheme 
• 10/10 = demonstrated mastery of all readings in terms of summarizing, analyzing, 

and applying their content to class discussions; 
• 9/10 = demonstrated mastery of most of the readings in terms of summarizing, 

analyzing, and applying their content to class discussions; 
• 8/10 = demonstrated mastery of some of readings in terms of summarizing, 

analyzing, and applying their content to class discussions; 
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• 7/10 = demonstrated mastery of one or two readings in terms of summarizing, 
analyzing, and applying their content to class discussions; 

• < 6 = failure to demonstrate any mastery of course readings as they relate to class 
discussions. 

 
Class and Reading Schedule 
Each week, please read the assigned materials with the following questions in mind: 

• What is the pattern and puzzle that are at the core of each reading? What explanation of that 
pattern and puzzle does the author put forward? 

• How would you describe the theory and methods used in the readings? 
• What do these readings tell us about the character and nature of Canadian Politics? How do they 

reinforce or undermine your assessments from previous weeks?  
• Do you agree or disagree with the arguments presented in the readings? 

o Assess the explanations by focusing on  
§ the theoretical assumptions and their applicability to the phenomena,  
§ plausible alternative explanations from the reading or from previous weeks,  
§ the nature of the empirical evidence and methods used, and  
§ the application of the theory/findings to other similar cases. 
§ the contribution of the paper in light of readings from the previous weeks and 

current week.  

Please consider reading the following chapter if you would like some advice on how to read effectively 
for classes, research, and the comprehensive exam: 

• Andrew Abbott. 2014. Digital Paper: A Manual for Research and Writing with Library and 
Internet Materials. University of Chicago Press. Chapter 7: “Reading”. 
https://press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/D/bo18508006.html  

Week 1: Introductions and Orientation (Jan. 6) 
 
The main goal for this class, beyond discussing the administrative aspects of the course, is to read through 
some articles to identify how they are organized and structured. These papers are good models for how to 
write professional academic research papers and should help you be better consumers and producers of 
political science research. 
 
Before class, please read the following three articles and be prepared to discuss: 

• What are the various sections of a journal article? 
• What does each section seek to accomplish? 
• What are the elements that make up each section? 
• Be prepared to work in groups to create visual maps of these papers! 

 
1) Blais, André. 2005. “Accounting for the Electoral Success of the Liberal Party in Canada.” Canadian 
Journal of Political Science 38 (4): 821-840.  
 
2) Gerrits, Bailey. 2024. “When a “Feminist” Government Tackles Gender-Based Violence: A WPR 
Approach to the Speeches of Canadian Cabinet Ministers (2015–2019).” Canadian Journal of Political 
Science. 57 (1): 119-138.  
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3) Caplan, Michelle, Nicole McMahon, and Christopher Alcantara. 2020. “Representing the 
Constituency: Institutional Design and Legislative Behaviour.” Representation: Journal of Representative 
Democracy https://doi.org/10.1080/00344893.2020.1842798  
 
You should also read one or both of the following guides, if you need a refresher on how to read and 
interpret descriptive statistics and regression tables: 
 

• Anderson, Cameron and Laura Stephenson. 2019. Reading Political Behaviour Research: A Note 
on Methodology. pp. 6-20. Available on OWL. 

• Sevi, Semra. 2021. A Guide to Interpreting Regression Tables. 
https://semrasevi342192471.files.wordpress.com/2021/01/guide-to-interpreting-regression-
tables.pdf  

 
Week 2: The State of the Discipline (Jan. 13) 
 
Lucas, Jack. 2013. “A Century of Political Science in Canada.” Journal of Canadian Studies 47 (2): 89-
118. 
 
LaSelva, Samuel. 2017. “The Canadian Charter, the British Connection, and the Americanization Thesis: 
Toward a Montesquieuean Analysis of Rights and Their Protection.” Canadian Journal of Political 
Science (CJPS) 50 (4): 1061-1081. 
 
Rocher, François. 2019. “The Life and Death of an Issue: Canadian Political Science and Quebec 
Politics”. CJPS 52 (4): 631-655. 
 
Abu-Laban, Yasmeen. 2017. “Narrating Canadian Political Science: History Revisited: Presidential 
Address to the Canadian Political Science Association.” Canadian Journal of Political Scienc 50 (4):895-
919. doi:10.1017/S000842391700138X 
 
Smith, Miriam. 2005. “Institutionalism in the Study of Canadian Politics: The English-Canadian 
Tradition.” In Andre Lecours, ed, New Institutionalism: Theory and Analysis, UofT Press, pp. 101-127. 
 
Turgeon, Luc. 2014. “Introduction” In Turgeon, Papillon, Wallner, and White, Eds. Comparing Canada: 
Methods and Perspectives on Canadian Politics. Vancouver: UBC Press: 3-19. 
 
Week 3: Rational Choice and Game Theory (Jan. 20) 
 
Green, Donald and Ian Shapiro. The Pathologies of Rational Choice Theory. Yale University Press.  
Chapter 2. 
 
Pruysers, Scott. 2025. “Incentives to Join a Local Party Association: Evidence from Canada.” Canadian 
Journal of Political Science Online First: 1-18. doi:10.1017/S0008423924000805.  
 
Armstrong, David, Christopher Alcantara and John Kennedy. 2023. “Exploring the Effects of Electorate 
Size on Indigenous Voter Turnout.” Politics, Groups, and Identities 11 (1): 98-107. 
 
Flanagan, Tom. Game Theory and Canadian Politics Toronto: UTP Chapter 2.  
 
Manfredi, Christopher 2003. “Strategic Behaviour and the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms.” in 
Patrick James et al., The Myth of the Sacred: The Charter, the Courts, and the Politics of the Constitution 
in Canada. McGill-Queens University Press. 
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Sayers, Anthony, Christa Scholtz, David Armstrong, Christopher Kam, and Christopher Alcantara. 2023. 
“Covid-19 Policy Convergence in Response to Knightian Uncertainty.” Political Studies Review. 21 (3): 
625-635.  
 
Week 4: Institutions and Historical Institutionalism (Jan. 27) 
 
Fioretos, Orfeo and Tulia G. Falleti and Adam Shingate. 2016. “Historical Institutionalism in Political 
Science.” Oxford Handbook of Historical Institutionalism Oxford University Press. DOI: 
10.1093/oxfordhb/9780199662814.013.1 
 
Henderson Phil. 2024. “Federalism and Settler Imperialism: Racial Regimes, Whiteness, and Conquest in 
Canadian Constitutionalism.” Canadian Journal of Political Science. 57 (2):466-487.  
 
Elrick, Jennifer. 2020. “Bureaucratic implementation practices and the making of Canada’s merit-based 
immigration policy.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 48 (1): 110–128.  
 
Maioni, Antonia. 1997. Parting at the crossroads: The development of health insurance in Canada and the 
United States, 1940-1965. Comparative Politics, 29 (4): 411-431. 
 
Allsop, Corrine and Emmanuelle Richez. 2021. “Representational commissions and policy making on 
Indigenous and women’s issues: A case-study of the Liberal Party and the New Democratic Party of 
Canada.” Canadian Public Administration https://doi-org.proxy1.lib.uwo.ca/10.1111/capa.12406  
 
Week 5: Discursive Institutionalism (Feb. 3) 
 
Schmidt, Vivian. 2008. “Discursive Institutionalism: The Explanatory Power of Ideas and Discourse.” 
Annual Review of Political Science 11: 303-326. 
 
Hillson, Peter & Mark Winfield. 2024. “Understanding the political durability of Doug Ford’s market 
populism.” Studies in Political Economy / Recherches En Économie Politique 105 (1): 69–93. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/07078552.2024.2325289 
 
Bradford, Neil. 2016. “Ideas and Collaborative Governance: A Discursive Localism Approach.” Urban 
Affairs Review 52 (5): 659-684. 
 
Morden, Michael. 2016. “Theorizing the resilience of the Indian Act.” Canadian Public Administration 
59 (1): 113-133. 
 
Bhatia, Vandna and William Coleman. 2003. “Ideas and Discourse: Reform and Resistance in the 
Canadian and German Health Systems.” Canadian Journal of Political Science 36 (4): 715-739. 
 
Week 6: Sociological Institutionalism (Feb. 10) 
 
Mackay, Fiona and Surya Monro and Georgina Waylen. 2009. “The Feminist Potential of Sociological 
Institutionalism.” Gender and Politics Vol. 5 No. 2: 253-262. 
 
Basta, Karlo. 2020. “Performing Canadian State Nationalism through Federal Symmetry.” Nationalism 
and Ethnic Politics 26 (1): 66-84. 
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Beaulieu, Kim. 2025. “In Search of Legitimacy? Canada’s Strategic Adoption of Feminist Branding in its 
Foreign Policy.” Canadian Journal of Political Science Online First:1-22. 
doi:10.1017/S0008423925100401 
 
Collie, James and Christopher Alcantara. 2024. “Decoy politics: How settler states deflect Indigenous 
threats.” Environment and Planning C: Politics and Space. https://doi.org/10.1177/23996544241267965  
 
Wiseman, Nelson. 2007. In Search of Canadian Political Culture. Vancouver: UBC Press, Chapters 1. 
 
Henderson, Ailsa, Antoine Bilodeau, Luc Turgeon, and Stephen E White. 2025. “Subjective Perceptions 
of Difference in Multi-level States: Regional Values, Embeddedness, and Bias in Canadian 
Provinces.” Publius: The Journal of Federalism 55 (1): 58–88, https://doi.org/10.1093/publius/pjae008 
 
Week 7: Winter Reading Week (Feb. 17) 
 
Week 8: Regionalism (Feb. 24) 
 
Cochrane, Christopher and Andrea Perrella. 2012. “Regions, Regionalism and Regional Differences in 
Canada: Mapping Economic Opinions.” CJPS 27: 829-854. 
 
Salée, Daniel. 2022. “The New Face of Quebec Nationalism: Reconsidering the Nationalism/Democracy 
Nexus.” American Review of Canadian Studies 52 (2): 119-138.  
 
Fournier, Patrick and André Blais. 2025. “Expectations and Support for Quebec Sovereignty: What 
Drives What?” Canadian Journal of Political Science. Online First:1-13. 
doi:10.1017/S0008423925000046 
 
Banack, Clark. 2020. “Ethnography and Political Opinion: Identity, Alienation and Anti-
establishmentarianism in Rural Alberta.” CJPS (online first) DOI:10.1017/S0008423920000694. 
 
Borwein, Sophie, and Jack Lucas 2025. “Place Types.” Canadian Journal of Political Science. Online 
First:1-17. doi:10.1017/S0008423924000842 
 
Borwein, Sophie, Jack Lucas and Cameron Anderson. 2024. “Lay Theories of Place Effects.” Political 
Psychology Online First. https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12959  
 
Week 9: Canadian Political Economy (Mar. 3) 
 
Mahon, Rianne. 1993. “The New Canadian Political Economy Revisited: Production, Space, Identity,” In 
R. Mahon, et al., eds., Production, Space, Identity: Political Economy Faces the 21st Century. Toronto: 
Canadian Scholars’ Press, pp. 1-21. 
 
Pilon, Dennis. 2006. “Explaining Voting System Reform in Canada: 1874 to 1960,” Journal of Canadian 
Studies, 40 (3): 135-61. 
 
Pilon, Dennis. 2017. “The Contested Origins of Canadian Democracy.” Studies in Political Economy 98 
(2): 1-19. 
 
Rivard AB, Godbout J-F, Bodet MA. 2024. “Political Dynasties in Canada.” Government and Opposition. 
Online first:1-21. doi:10.1017/gov.2024.11 
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McDowell, Tom. 2024. “Speed Matters”: Ontario’s strong-mayor reforms and the populist inversion of 
municipal democracy. Studies in Political Economy / Recherches En Économie Politique 105 (1): 31–49. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/07078552.2024.2325287 
 
Borwein S. 2024. “Groups, Identity, and Redistributive Preferences in Canada.” Canadian Journal of 
Political Science 57 (2):402-426.  
 
Week 10: “Old” Identities (Mar. 10)  
 
Cochrane, Christopher. 2010. “Left/Right Ideology and Canadian Politics.” Canadian Journal of Political 
Science 43 (3): 583-605.  
 
Merkley, Eric. 2022. “Polarization Eh? Ideological Divergence and Partisan Sorting in the Canadian Mass 
Public.” Public Opinion Quarterly 86 (4): 932–943. 
 
Sevi, Semra, V. Arel-Bundock and A. Blais. 2019. “Do Women Get Fewer Votes? No.” Canadian 
Journal of Political Science 52 (1), 201-210. 
 
Tolley, Erin, Andrea Lawlor & Alexandre Fortier-Chouinard. 2023. “‘Whiny, Fake, and I Don’t Like Her 
Hair’: Gendered Assessments of Mayoral Candidates.” Urban Affairs Review 59 (4): 977-
1012. https://doi.org/10.1177/10780874221090874  
 
Mosannef, Daniel, Christopher Alcantara, Laura Stephenson and Anthony Sayers. 2025. “Do Men and 
Women Differ in their Political Knowledge about Policy Responsibilities across Levels of Government?” 
Canadian Journal of Political Science. Online First: 1-14. doi:10.1017/S0008423925000137   
 
Albaugh QM, Harell A, Loewen PJ, Rubenson D, Stephenson LB. 2024. “From Gender Gap to Gender 
Gaps: Bringing Nonbinary People into Political Behavior Research.” Perspectives on Politics. Online:1-
19. doi:10.1017/S1537592724000975 
 
Week 11: No class (Mar. 17) 
 
Week 12: “New” Identities (Mar. 24)  
 
Nath, Nisha, Ethel Tungohan and Megan Gaucher. 2018. “The Future of Canadian Political Science: 
Boundary Transgressions, Gender and Anti-Oppression Frameworks.” Canadian Journal of Political 
Science. 51 (3): 619-642. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0008423918000197 
 
Krashinsky, Lewis. 2025. “How Canada Compares: The Politics of White Identity, Racial Resentment, 
and Racial Attitudes in North America.” Canadian Journal of Political Science Online First:1-26. 
doi:10.1017/S000842392500006X 
 
Alcantara, Christopher, Allison Harell, Laura Stephenson, and Megan Payler. 2025. “Determinants of 
Attitudes Toward Reconciliation with Indigenous Peoples.” The Journal of Race, Ethnicity, and Politics 
Online First:1-23. doi:10.1017/rep.2025.30 
 
Cole, Peter. 2002. “Aboriginalizing Methodology: Considering the Canoe.” Qualitative Studies in 
Education 15: 447-459. 
 
Starblanket, Gina. 2019. “The Numbered Treaties and the Politics of Incoherency.” Canadian Journal of 
Political Science 52 (3): 443-459. doi:10.1017/S0008423919000027 



 12 

 
Dickson D, Linton M. 2025. “A Haunting Legacy: Systemic Ableism in Canadian Housing Policy for 
People Labelled with Intellectual and Developmental Disabilities.” Canadian Journal of Political 
Science. Online First:1-26. doi:10.1017/S0008423925000253 
 
Week 13: Smiley Prize or Other Canadian Politics Book (Mar. 31) 
 
The class will choose the book to read from among recent winners/shortlisted books for the Smiley Prize 
(https://cpsa-acsp.ca/prizes-donald-smiley-prize/) or another recently published Canadian Politics book.   
 
Week 14: Conclusions (Apr. 7) 
 
Smiley, Donald. 1974. “Must Canadian Political Science be a Miniature Replica?” Journal of Canadian 
Studies 9 (1): 31-42.  
 
Everitt, Joanna. 2021. “Academic Absences, Disciplinary Siloes and Methodological Prejudices within 
the Political Science Discipline in Canada.” Canadian Journal of Political Science. 54 (4):749-768.  
 
McMahon, Nicole, Christopher Alcantara and Laura Stephenson. 2020. “The Qualifying Field Exam: 
What Is It Good For?” PS: Political Science & Politics 53 (1): 94-99.  
 
Wallace RA. 2022. “Beyond the “Add and Stir” Approach: Indigenizing Comprehensive Exam Reading 
Lists in Canadian Political Science.” Canadian Journal of Political Science. 55 (3):687-708.  
 
Daoust J-F, Gagnon A-G, Galipeau T. 2022. “Language Matters: The Study of Canadian Politics through 
an Exploration of Syllabi and Comprehensive Exams.” Canadian Journal of Political Science. 55 
(4):897-915.  
 
Payler, Megan, Cynthia Huo, Cameron Anderson, Nandita Biswas Mellamphy, and Christopher 
Alcantara. 2024. “The Gender Gap and Academic Publishing in Political Science: Evidence from 
Canada.” American Review of Canadian Studies 54 (2): 141-160. 
 
Supplementary Readings for the Comprehensive Exam (for PhD students only) 
 
Alcantara, Christopher. 2013. “Ideas, Executive Federalism and Institutional Change: Explaining  

Territorial Inclusion in Canadian First Ministers’ Conferences.” Canadian Journal of Political 
Science. 46 (1): 27-48. 

 
Armstrong, Dave, Laura Stephenson, and Christopher Alcantara. 2024. “Do Experts and Citizens  

Perceive Party Competition Similarly?” Party Politics.  
https://doi.org/10.1177/13540688231207579  

 
Armstrong DA, Lucas J, Taylor Z. 2019. “The Urban-Rural Divide in Canadian Federal Elections, 1896– 

2019.” Canadian Journal of Political Science.  5 5(1):84-106.  
 
Belanger, Éric and François Pétry, 2005. “The Rational Public? A Canadian Test of the Page and Shapiro  

Argument.” International Journal of Public Opinion Research 17: 190-212 
 
Bittner, Amanda and Elizabeth Goodyear-Grant. 2017. “Sex isn’t Gender: Reforming Concepts and  

Measurements in the Study of Public Opinion.” Political Behavior 39: 1019-1041. 
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Blais, Andre. 2002. “Why is there so little strategic voting in Canadian plurality rule elections?” Political  
Studies 50: 445-454. 

 
Blais, A., Héroux-Legault, M., Stephenson, L., Cross, W., & Gidengil, E. (2012). Assessing the 

psychological and mechanical impact of electoral rules: A quasi-experiment. Electoral Studies, 
31(4), 829-837. 

 
Cairns, Alan. 1986. “The Embedded State: State-Society Relations in Canada,” in Keith Banting, ed., 

State and Society: Canada in Comparative Perspective. Toronto: UTP. 
 
Collier, Cheryl and Tracey Raney. 2018. “Canada's Member-to-Member Code of Conduct on Sexual  

Harassment in the House of Commons: Progress or Regress?” Canadian Journal of Political  
Science 51 (4): 795-815. 

 
Cross, William. Ed. 2010. Auditing Canadian Democracy. Vancouver: UBC Press. Chapters 1, 3-8. 
 
Dick, C. 2006. The Politics of Intragroup Difference: First Nations' Women and the Sawridge Dispute. 

Canadian Journal of Political Science, 39(01), 97-116. 
 
Diepeeven, Benjamin. 2018. “The Atlantic Challenge: How Political Science Understands Canada’s  

Smallest Region.” American Review of Canadian Studies 48 (4): 353-370. 
 
Epp, Charles.  1996. “Do Bills of Rights of Matter? The Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms.” 

American Political Science Review 90, 4, pp.765-779. 
 
Esselment, Anna. 2010. “Fighting Elections: Cross-Level Political Party Integration in Canada.” 

Canadian Journal of Political Science 43 (4): 871-892. 
 
Godbout, JF and Bjorn Hoyland. 2011. “Legislative Voting and the Canadian Parliament’, Canadian  

Journal of Political Science 44 (2): 367-388. 
 
Graefe, Peter. 2018. “State rescaling, institutionalized state-citizen relationships and Canadian health  

policy.” Studies in Political Economy 99 (2): 175-193.  
 
Henderson, Ailsa. 2004. “Regional Political Cultures in Canada”. CJPS 37 (3): 595–615. 
 
Hogg, Peter H. and Allison Bushell. 1997. "The Charter Dialogue Between Courts and Legislatures (Or  

Perhaps the Charter Of Rights Isn’t Such a Bad Thing). Osgoode Hall Law Journal 35: 75-105. 
 
Hye-Yon Lee, Amber, et al. 2023. “Motivated to Forgive? Partisan Scandals and Party Supporters.”  

Political Psychology 44 (4): 729-747. 
 
Macfarlane, Emmett. 2013. Governing from the Bench. Vancouver: UBC Press. Introduction and 

Chapters 1-3. 
 
McBride, Stephen. 2003. “Quiet Constitutionalism in Canada: The International Political Economy of  

Domestic Institutional Change.” CJPS 36:2, pp. 251-274.  
 
McCrossan, Michael and Kiera Ladner. 2016. “Eliminating Indigenous Jurisdictions: Federalism, The  

Supreme Court of Canada, and Territorial Rationalities of Power.” Canadian Journal of Political  
Science 49 (3): 411-431. 
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Nath, Nisha. 2011. “Defining Narratives of Identity in Canadian Political Science: Accounting for the 

Absence of Race.” Canadian Journal of Political Science Vol. 44 No. 1 (March) 161-193. 
 
Pepinsky, Thomas B. 2019. “The Return of the Single-Country Study.” American Review of Political  

Science 22: 187-203. 
 
Rocher, Francois. 2002. “The Evolving Parameters of Quebec Nationalism.” International Journal on  

Multicultural Societies 4 (1): 1-21. 
 
Russell, Peter. 2004.  Constitutional Odyssey:  Can Canadians Become a Sovereign People (3rd ed.). 
 
Simeon, Richard. 2006.  Federal-Provincial Diplomacy.  Toronto:  U of Toronto Press. (2nd  

edition) chapters 1-2, 13 and postscript 
 

Smith, David E. 2007.  The People’s House of Commons: Theories of Democracy in Contention. Toronto: 
University of Toronto Press.  

 
Stewart, Marianne and Harold Clarke.  1998. “The Dynamics of Party Identification in Federal Systems:  

The Canadian Case.”  American Journal of Political Science 42 (1): 97-116. 
 

Voth, Daniel. 2020. "“Descendants of the Original Lords of the Soil”: Indignation, Disobedience, and  
Women Who Jig on Sundays." Native American and Indigenous Studies 7 (2): 87-113. 
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Due dates and Non-medical and medical accommodation 
Assignments must be submitted on the dates specified above by the beginning of class.  Failure to turn 
in an assignment on time will result in a penalty of FIVE percentage points for each day or partial 
day it is late.  Only papers accompanied by a doctor’s note (stating that the illness occurred before the 
due date) or proper documentation in the case of family emergencies will be exempt from late penalties.  
Please speak to the instructor to arrange for an extension BEFORE the due date.  If documentation is 
required for either medical or non-medical academic accommodation, then such documentation must be 
submitted directly to the appropriate Faculty Dean`s office and not to the instructor. Only the Dean`s 
office can determine if accommodation is warranted.  Further information is found in the Policy on 
Accommodation for Medical Illness (https://studentservices.uwo.ca/secure/index.cfm).  
 
Essays MUST be submitted online to the appropriate assignment folder in OWL.  Students are also 
responsible for ensuring that their paper has successfully been submitted to the appropriate assignment 
folder on OWL.  Please be aware that internet servers tend to slow down near the deadlines as dozens of 
students try to submit their papers at the same time so submit early.  No extensions will be granted on the 
basis of technological failures or unexpected slowdowns with the OWL server. 
 
Under no circumstances should assignments be physically handed in, emailed, or slipped under any door.  
Students should always keep a copy of any work that is handed in, at least until it is graded and returned.  
Students should also keep all rough and draft work.  
 
Statement on Contact 
If you have questions or concerns, or wish to meet with me in person, you can contact me via email, 
campus phone, or by attending posted office hours.  Please expect at least a 24 hours delay in getting 
responses to emails, though responses may come sooner.  Email contact should be for clarification 
purposes; more in-depth concerns should be addressed in a scheduled meeting or in office hours 
 
Only emails sent from a valid UWO email address will be read. 
 
Phone contact can only be made during posted office hours; the phone message systems will not be 
monitored.  Alternative appointment times may be arranged if the office hours are not accessible.  
 
The most preferred form of contact is in person.  I am more than happy to meet with students during 
posted office hours or by mutually convenient appointment. 
 
Statement on Use of Electronic Devices 
Laptops, iPads, smartphones and related devices are amazing tools, with remarkable 
capabilities. Among other things, they allow us to download PowerPoint slides, maintain a 
portable work station, keep neatly typed lecture notes, and stay in touch with friends through social 
networking sites, texting, and instant messaging. Because activities that provide entertainment for an 
individual (e.g., movie trailers, party photos, status updates) often prove distracting for others, there is a 
need to follow basic rules of electronic etiquette in a classroom setting. Whether you are sitting with 
friends or by yourself, please consider the impact of your electronic activities on those who are attempting 
to listen to lectures, watch class films, and participate in discussions. All students are expected to 
comply with a simple principle: if it might distract someone sitting beside you or near you, don’t do 
it. 
 
Statement on Academic Offences 
Scholastic offences are taken seriously and students are directed to read the appropriate policy, 
specifically, the definition of what constitutes a Scholastic Offence, at the following Web site: 
http://www.uwo.ca/univsec/handbook/appeals/scholastic_discipline_undergrad.pdf . 
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Statement on Turnitin: 
 “All required papers may be subject to submission for textual similarity review to the commercial 
plagiarism detection software under license to the University for the detection of plagiarism. All papers 
submitted for such checking will be included as source documents in the reference database for the 
purpose of detecting plagiarism of papers subsequently submitted to the system. Use of the service is 
subject to the licensing agreement, currently between The University of Western Ontario and 
Turnitin.com ( http://www.turnitin.com ).” 
 
Students may NOT use the DRAFT option from any other course and doing so will result in a 0 on the 
paper. 
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APPENDIX TO COURSE OUTLINES 
DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCIENCE 

 
Prerequisite checking - the student’s responsibility 
"Unless you have either the requisites for this course or written special permission from your Dean to 
enroll in it, you may be removed from this course and it will be deleted from your record. This decision 
may not be appealed. You will receive no adjustment to your fees in the event that you are dropped from 
a course for failing to have the necessary prerequisites." 
 
Security and Confidentiality of Student Work (refer to current Western Academic Calendar 
(http://www.westerncalendar.uwo.ca/) 
"Submitting or Returning Student Assignments, Tests and Exams - All student assignments, tests and 
exams will be handled in a secure and confidential manner. Particularly in this respect, leaving student 
work unattended in public areas for pickup is not permitted."    
 
Duplication of work 
Students who submit similar assignments on closely related topics in two different courses must obtain 
the consent of both instructors prior to the submission of the assignment.  If prior approval is not 
obtained, each instructor reserves the right not to accept the assignment. 
 
Grade adjustments 
In order to ensure that comparable standards are applied in political science courses, the Department may 
require instructors to adjust final marks to conform to Departmental guidelines. 
 
Academic Offences 
Scholastic offences are taken seriously and students are directed to read the appropriate policy, 
specifically, the definition of what constitutes a Scholastic Offence, at the following Web site: 
http://www.uwo.ca/univsec/handbook/appeals/scholastic_discipline_grad.pdf 
 
Submission of Course Requirements 
 
ESSAYS, ASSIGNMENTS, TAKE-HOME EXAMS MUST BE SUBMITTED ACCORDING TO 
PROCEDURES SPECIFIED BY YOUR INSTRUCTOR (I.E., IN CLASS, DURING OFFICE HOURS, 
TA'S OFFICE HOURS) OR UNDER THE INSTRUCTOR'S OFFICE DOOR.   
 
THE MAIN OFFICE DOES NOT DATE-STAMP OR ACCEPT ANY OF THE ABOVE.   
 
Note: Information excerpted and quoted above are Senate regulations from the Handbook of Scholarship 
and Academic Policy.  http://www.uwo.ca/univsec/handbook/  
 
Students registered in Social Science should refer to http://counselling.ssc.uwo.ca/ 
http://counselling.ssc.uwo.ca/procedures/havingproblems.asp for information on Medical Policy, Term 
Tests, Final Examinations, Late Assignments, Short Absences, Extended Absences, Documentation and 
other Academic Concerns. Non-Social Science students should refer to their home faculty’s academic 
counselling office. 
 
Plagiarism 
 
"Plagiarism:  Students must write their essays and assignments in their own words. Whenever students 
take an idea, or a passage from another author, they must acknowledge their debt both by using quotation 
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marks where appropriate and by proper referencing such as footnotes or citations. Plagiarism is a major 
academic offence." (see Scholastic Offence Policy in the Western Academic Calendar).  
 
Plagiarism Checking: "All required papers may be subject to submission for textual similarity review to 
the commercial plagiarism detection software under license to the University for the detection of 
plagiarism. All papers submitted for such checking will be included as source documents in the reference 
database for the purpose of detecting plagiarism of papers subsequently submitted to the system. Use of 
the service is subject to the licensing agreement, currently between The University of Western Ontario 
and Turnitin.com ( http://www.turnitin.com )." 
 
Multiple-choice tests/exams:  "Computer-marked multiple-choice tests and/or exams may be subject to 
submission for similarity review by software that will check for unusual coincidences in answer patterns 
that may indicate cheating." 
 
Note: Information excerpted and quoted above are Senate regulations from the Handbook of Scholarship 
and Academic Policy.  http://www.uwo.ca/univsec/handbook/  
 

PLAGIARISM* 
 
 In writing scholarly papers, you must keep firmly in mind the need to avoid plagiarism.  
Plagiarism is the unacknowledged borrowing of another writer's words or ideas.  Different forms of 
writing require different types of acknowledgement.  The following rules pertain to the 
acknowledgements necessary in academic papers. 
  
A. In using another writer's words, you must both place the words in quotation marks and 
acknowledge that the words are those of another writer. 
 
 You are plagiarizing if you use a sequence of words, a sentence or a paragraph taken from other 
writers without acknowledging them to be theirs.  Acknowledgement is indicated either by (1) mentioning 
the author and work from which the words are borrowed in the text of your paper; or by (2) placing a 
footnote number at the end of the quotation in your text, and including a correspondingly numbered 
footnote at the bottom of the page (or in a separate reference section at the end of your essay).  This 
footnote should indicate author, title of the work, place and date of publication, and page number. 
 
 Method (2) given above is usually preferable for academic essays because it provides the reader 
with more information about your sources and leaves your text uncluttered with parenthetical and 
tangential references.  In either case words taken from another author must be enclosed in quotation 
marks or set off from your text by single spacing and indentation in such a way that they cannot be 
mistaken for your own words.  Note that you cannot avoid indicating quotation simply by changing a 
word or phrase in a sentence or paragraph which is not your own. 
 
B. In adopting other writers' ideas, you must acknowledge that they are theirs. 
 
 You are plagiarizing if you adopt, summarize, or paraphrase other writers' trains of argument, 
ideas or sequences of ideas without acknowledging their authorship according to the method of 
acknowledgement given in 'A' above.  Since the words are your own, they need not be enclosed in 
quotation marks.  Be certain, however, that the words you use are entirely your own; where you must use 
words or phrases from your source, these should be enclosed in quotation marks, as in 'A' above. 
 
 Clearly, it is possible for you to formulate arguments or ideas independently of another writer 
who has expounded the same ideas, and whom you have not read.  Where you got your ideas is the 
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important consideration here.  Do not be afraid to present an argument or idea without acknowledgement 
to another writer, if you have arrived at it entirely independently.  Acknowledge it if you have derived it 
from a source outside your own thinking on the subject. 
 
 In short, use of acknowledgements and, when necessary, quotation marks is necessary to 
distinguish clearly between what is yours and what is not.  Since the rules have been explained to you, if 
you fail to make this distinction your instructor very likely will do so for you, and they will be forced to 
regard your omission as intentional literary theft.  Plagiarism is a serious offence which may result in a 
student's receiving an 'F' in a course or, in extreme cases in their suspension from the University. 
 
*Reprinted by permission of the Department of History 
Adopted by the council of the Faculty of Social Science, October, 1970; approved by the Dept. of History 
August 13, 1991 
 
Accessibility at Western:  Please contact poliscie@uwo.ca if you require any information in plain text 
format, or if any other accommodation can make the course material and/or physical space accessible to 
you. 
Mental Health at Western:  If you or someone you know is experiencing distress, there are several 
resources here at Western to assist you.  Please visit http://www.uwo.ca/uwocom/mentalhealth/ for more 
information on these resources and on mental health. 


