[bookmark: _GoBack]Alasdair MacIntyre rejects the possibility of a universal, law-governed science of comparative politics, arguing that political life is embedded in historically specific moral traditions and practices. Consequently, comparative politics is better understood as a form of interpretive, historically grounded inquiry rather than a predictive, law-seeking science.

Specifically in his seminal work After Virtue—is a bit of a "reality check" for anyone hoping to turn comparative politics into a hard science.
1. The Problem of "Law-Like Generalizations"
In natural sciences, we look for universal laws (e.g., gravity works the same way every time). MacIntyre argues that political scientists try to do the same but fail miserably. He notes that "laws" in political science usually have so many exceptions that they aren't actually laws; they are just observations of temporary trends.
The Flaw: Human history isn't a closed system. Because humans are innovative and reactive, they change their behavior the moment a "law" is identified, thereby breaking the law.
2. The Four Sources of Unpredictability
MacIntyre identifies four reasons why human affairs (and thus comparative politics) cannot be predicted with scientific certainty:
Radical Conceptual Innovation: We cannot predict a future invention or idea. If we could predict a new invention, we would have already invented it.
The Unpredictability of One's Own Future Actions: Decisions are often made in the moment based on shifting circumstances.
The Game-Theoretic Character of Social Life: Since everyone is trying to anticipate everyone else's moves, the complexity becomes infinite and unstable.
Pure Contingency: Small, random events (like a leader getting a cold or a sudden storm) can change the course of a nation, and these cannot be modeled scientifically.

3. The Myth of "Political Expertise"
This is where MacIntyre gets witty and a bit biting. He argues that "social science experts" claim a level of predictive power they don't actually possess.
He suggests that the "science of management" or "science of politics" is often a manipulative fiction used to justify the power of bureaucrats. If they can convince the public that politics is a predictable science, they can claim the sole authority to manage it.
4. Context vs. Data
MacIntyre emphasizes that political actions only make sense within a specific tradition or narrative.
The Issue with Comparison: If you compare "voting" in the United States to "voting" in a tribal society, MacIntyre would argue you aren't actually comparing the same thing. The meaning of the act is different in each culture. By stripping away the history and local meaning to create "data," you lose the truth of what is actually happening.
	Feature
	Natural Science
	Comparative Politics (MacIntyre's view)

	Goal
	Discover universal laws.
	Understand specific historical narratives.

	Predictability
	High (in closed systems).
	Low (due to human agency and "luck").

	Method
	Quantitative data.
	Qualitative interpretation (Hermeneutics).

	Outcome
	Truth about the physical world.
	Manipulation or "managerial" control.




