A.5. LIST OF COURSES/MODULES 

start the description of every course/module on the new page by duplicating the scheme bellow 

Ordinal number:      
Title of course/module:  Conspiracy Theories and The Deep State in a Comparative Perspective    
Status of course/module (required/elective): Elective
Name of course/module teacher:  Nebojša Blanuša, Associate Professor and Kosta Bovan, Assistant Professor    
Names of course/module teacher/associate teacher:      
Language of instruction in course/module:  Croatian    
Number of instruction hours:  30 - 10 hours of lectures and 20 hours of seminars     
Outline of course/module content
  In the last 20 years, conspiracy theories (CTs) have attracted the interest of many researchers in social science and humanities. More recently, CTs were investigated in more systematic way through the collaborative research projects. This course is also based on one such project of the COST network, titled "Comparative Analysis of Conspiracy Theories in Europe" and applies the knowledge and the results of its empirical researches. The first reseaches of CTs had started in 1930s with Harold Lasswell in the framework of psychopathology of politics and typology of political personalities and later with Franz Neuman's work on the role of CTs in alienation. Their work was followed by the US historian Richard Hofstadter, who conceived CTs as "paranoid style of thinking" as an expression of political pathology. Besides, Karl Popper considered CTs as epistemically flawed theories, together with other authors who contributed to the so called "conspiracy panics". All these tendencies focused on the study of CTs as politically dangerous frame of thinking, especially after the World War II, with the focus of  the role of CTs in totalitarian regimes and anti-democratic tendencies. However, more recent explorations, especially those dealing with CTs as (non)knowledge, critically examined such dominant view and tried to develop criteria for differentiating warranted from un-warranted CTs. In that sense, this course will deal with both approaches, together with the possibility of developing empirical criteria for (un)warranted CTs by analysing them in comparative percpective. For this reason in the focus of this course will be the concept of the "deep state", and various interpretations of its (non)existence in different countries and regions, structure and the forms of its functioning, how they are articulated in respective political discourses and by that, how they form the field of antagonized views supported by different actors. Exactly such a field of "discutability" makes the deep state as an appropriate concept that will serve us to examine the criteria of thinking and argumentation, used by different actors. In various interpretations the deep state is defined as systemic, arch-conspiracy of state politics, i.e. parapolitical structure which is organized for the purpose of conducting permanent conspiratorial activities. In that sense, the deep state serves as a sort of metaphorical umbrella for defining state conspiracies. It includes many, more-less problematic singular CTs, related to various critical events and processes. Accordingly, the course will analyse the existing publicist and scholar writings on the deep state, through the critical examination of such knowledge and by comparing it with (non)conspiratorial public interpretations and interpretations of those experts who are not "enchanted" by the concept of the deep state. The purpose of such research is to explore differences in argumenation, corroboration and opposed explanations given by various social actors in comparative perspective, with the specific focus on the so called Balkan countries, usually considered as more prone to conspiracism. Empirical analysis and comparation of the thinking processes about the deep state expressed by those experts who believe or do not belie in it, those articulated in media discourse and among "ordinary citizens" will be used for establishing criteria for differentiation between warranted and unwarranted conspiratorial scepticism. 
1. Introduction – conspiracy theories from the different disciplinary views of social sciences and humanities
2. Classical approaches to the study of conspiracy theories as political pathology
3. Critique of the classical approaches – part 1     

4. Critique of the classical approaches – part 2     
5. Analytical attempts to establish criteria for differentiation between warranted and un-warranted conspiracy theories 
6. The deep state – conceptual definitions 
7. Parapolitics of the deep state
8. Transitological approach to the deep state
9. Research framework for the study of empirical criteria for differentiation between warranted and un-warranted conspiracy theories
10. Creation of methodological tools for the study of the deep state
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Description of instruction methods
Teaching is comprised of lectures (20%), seminar discussions (60%) and preparatory research procedure (20%) that will include the construction of methodological tools for the research of understanding, ways of corroboration and the analysis of arguing process of various deep state theories. Participants who want to continue with the research process on this topic for the purpose of their own dissertation will be qualified to do that on the basis of required knowledge at the course. This course will encourage an active approach, which includes reading proposed literature and discussing it. This will prepare participants for informed research process and improve previously adopted skills in methodological workshops. Moreover, participants will construct research instruments through collaboration and consulting with lecturers. 
Description of course/module requirements 
Participants are obliged to attend all parts of the course, to participate actively in seminar discussions and write the final report in the form of research design. The final grade is a result of the level of seminar participation (60%) and the quality of proposed research design, collectively written by 2-3 participants (40%). Final grade will be composed as differentially weighted mean of grades acquired at the seminars and from the final report in respective percentages. Those participants who will want to improve their result will have an opportunity of additional oral exam, based on the literature advised by lecturers.   
Description of monitoring of teaching quality
Teaching is monitored though anonymous surveys that will give an opportunity to active participants to estimate its quality. These results will be further examined by the Council of the postgraduate doctoral study and by the Board for the monitoring of the quality of teachings of the Faculty of Political Science, University of Zagreb.    
Appointed ECTS (if any): 7
