Comparative Core Seminar PSCI 5012/7012

University of Colorado, Boulder

Department of Political Science

Spring 2005

Instructor: David S. Brown

dsbrown@colorado.edu
Ketchum 104

Phone: (303) 492-4783

Office Hours: Wednesdays 10:30-12:00 or by appointment

Description: the core comparative seminar is designed to give the student a basic map of comparative political research.  The reading schedule is not organized according to the historical development of comparative politics, but is organized along the main subjects of inquiry that constitute comparative politics.  The goal of the course is not only to familiarize the student with the vast majority of research in comparative politics, but to develop a framework for evaluating work in the discipline.  

Students are required to complete four short papers during the semester that both evaluate and synthesize the week’s readings.  Students can choose which week to write 3 of the 4 papers.  All students must write the week we cover King, Keohane, and Verba.  The papers are to be 5-6 pages in length and are due at 5pm on Tuesday before class.  Papers over 6 pages will not be read and will be returned for editing.  Papers must use 12pt font, be double-spaced (not 1.5) and use margins that are at least 1 inch.  Papers not meeting these criteria will be returned for editing as well.

Course material will not be conveyed through lectures: I will briefly give 5-10 minute introductions.  After the introduction, each student will be expected to give a 2-3 minute reaction to the reading and to place on the agenda any questions for discussion.  After each student has given their reaction, every week one student will give a 10-minute presentation synthesizing that week’s readings along with providing a detailed critique.  To avoid facile critiques, an additional student will have the responsibility of defending that week’s readings, answering the attacks lodged by that week’s presenter.  No research papers are required in this class; the time spent preparing extensive research work should be used to very carefully read and prepare each week criticisms of the work under review.  The grade will be based on an average of the four written papers and a class participation grade that will be equivalent to a fifth of the grade.

Material: Books not in the bookstore will be placed on reserve at Norlin.  Most of the articles are available on J-STOR.  When not available through the e-resources at Norlin, I will scan the article and upload it to a class web page to be found at sobek.colorado.edu/~dsbrown.

Students with disabilities who qualify for academic accommodations must provide a letter from Disability Services (DS) and discuss specific needs with the professor, preferably during the first two weeks of class. Disability Services determines accommodations based on documented disabilities (303-492-8671, Willard 322.)

Schedule 

Part I  Democracy

Origins (January 20)
There has been a resurgence of work on democracy and its economic determinants.  Which of these contributions do you find the most convincing?  As scholars interested in democratization, do these contributions represent the most useful approach?  What ancillary hypotheses from the work below can we derive and test?

Acemoglu, D. and J. A. Robinson (2000). "Why Did the West Extend the Franchise? Democracy, Inequality, and Growth in Historical Perspective." The Quarterly Journal of Economics(November): 1167-1199.

Boix, C. and S. Stokes (2003). "Endogenous Democratization." World Politics 55(July 2003): 517-549.

Przeworski, A. (2004). Economic Development and Transitions to Democracy. New York; New York University.

Przeworski, A. and F. Limongi (1997). "Modernization.  Theories and facts." World Politics 49(January): 155-83.

Geddes, B. (1999). "What Do We Know About Democratization After Twenty Years?" American Review of Political Science 2: 115-44.

Epstein, D. L., R. Bates, et al. (2003). Democratic Transitions. Midwest Political Science Association Meetings, Chicago, IL.

Further Reading:

Przeworski, Adam. 1991. Democracy and the market : political and economic reforms in Eastern Europe and Latin America. New York: Cambridge University Press. 

Lipset, Seymour Martin. 1959. Some Social Requisites of Democracy: Economic Development and Political Legitimacy. The American Political science review 53 (1):69-105. (J-STOR)

Lipset, Seymour Martin. 1994. The Social Requisites of Democracy Revisited. American sociological review 59 (1):1-22.

Huntington, Samuel P. 1991. The Third Wave. Norman, OK: University of Oklahoma Press. (Norlin Reserve).

Breakdown (January 27th)

What role does economics play in the breakdown of democracy?  How important is the international economy in accounting for the rise of authoritarianism?  Evaluate the approaches each author uses in understanding regime breakdown.  Which approach seems more promising?

O'Donnell, Guillermo. 1973. Modernization and Bureaucratic-Authoritariansm. Berkeley: Institute of International Studies.O’Donnell-Book.  Chapters 1 and 2. 

Wallerstein, Michael. 1980. The collapse of democracy in Brazil: its economic determinants. Latin American Research Review 15 (3).

Huntington, Samuel P. 1968. Political Order in Changing Societies. New Haven; CT: Yale University Press. Pages 1-92. 

Evans, Peter. 1979. Dependent Development. Princeton: Princeton University Press. Chapters 1 and 2. 

Further Reading

Cardoso, Fernando Henrique, and Enzo Faletto. 1979. Dependency and development in Latin America. Berkeley: University of California Press. 

Cotler, Julio. 1978. A Structural-Historical Approach to the Breakdown of Democratic Institutions: Peru. In The Breakdown of Democratic Regimes, edited by J. J. Linz and A. Stepan. Baltimore and London: Johns Hopkins University Press. 

Linz, Juan J., and Alfred Stepan. 1996. Problems of Democratic Transition and Consolidation. Baltimore and London: Johns Hopkins University. Chapters 1-5.

Part II Institutional Performance and Economic Development

Performance (February 3rd)

Students writing this week should assess Putnam’s attempt to measure institutional performance.  Also pay particular attention to the mechanisms connecting culture to institutional performance.  Are you persuaded by Putnam’s approach or the questions Jackman and Miller raise in their articles?

Putnam, Robert D. 1993. Making Democracy Work. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Jackman, Robert W., and Ross A. Miller. 1996. The Poverty of Political Culture. American journal of political science 40 (3):697 (20 pages).

Jackman, Robert W., and Ross A. Miller. 1996. A Renaissance of Political Culture? American journal of political science 40 (3):632 (28 pages).

Granato, J., R. Inglehart, et al. (1996). "Cultural Values, Stable Democracy, and Economic Development: A Reply." American Journal of Political Science 40(3): 680-696.

Granato, J., R. Inglehart, et al. (1996). "The Effect of Cultural Values on Economic Development: Theory, Hypotheses, and Some Empirical Tests." American Journal of Political Science 40(3): 607-631.

Presidentialism and Parliamentarism (February 10th)

What are the advantages and disadvantages to parliamentary rule?  Which system is more accountable?  What is the tradeoff between representativeness and efficiency?  What are the implications of this research for newly democratizing countries?

Stepan A, Skach C. 1993. Constitutional Frameworks and Democratic Consolidation:

Parliamentarism Versus Presidentialism. World Politics 46:1-22

Linz JJ. 1994. Presidential or Parliamentary Democracy: Does It Make a Difference? See Linz & Valenzuela, 1994, pp.3-87

Sartori G. 1994. Neither Presidentialism nor Parlimentarism. See Linz & Valenzuela 1994, pp.106-18.

Shugart MS, Carey JM. 1992. Presidents and Assemblies: Constitutional Design and Electoral Dynamics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.  Chapters 1-4 & 13.

Cheibub, J. A. (2002). "Minority Governments, Deadlock Situations, and the Survival of Presidential Democracies." Comparative political studies 35(284-312).
Further Reading

Mainwaring S. 1993. Presidentialism, Multipartism, and Democracy: The Difficult Combination. Comp. Polit. Stud. 26:198-228

Mainwaring S, Shugart, MS. 1997. Conclusion: Presidentialism and the Party System. See Mainwaring & Shugart 1997, pp.394-439

Linz JJ, Valenzuela A, eds. 1994. The Failure of Presidential Democracy: The Case of Latin America. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press

Economic Growth (February 17th)

How does democracy affect economic performance?  What contribution do these studies offer in terms of understanding how politics affects economic development?  What important variables, if any, do these studies ignore?  What questions are left unanswered?  What questions can’t these studies answer?

Przeworski, Adam, Michael M. Alvarez, Jose Antonio Cheibub, and Fernando LImongi. 2000. Democracy and development : political institutions and well-being in the world, 1950-1990. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Burkhart, Ross E., and Michael S. Lewis-Beck. 1994. Comparative democracy:  the economic development thesis. American Journal of Political Science 88 (4):903-910. (J-STOR).

Lake, David A., and Mathew Baum. 2003. The Political Economy of Growth: Democracy and Human Capital. American Journal of Political Science 47 (2): 333-347.

Further Reading

Landes, David S. 1997. The wealth and poverty of nations : why some are so rich and some so poor. New York: W.W. Norton.* Chapter 14 & 20. 
Alesina, Alberto, and Dani Rodrik. 1994. Distributive Politics and Economic Growth. The quarterly journal of economics 109:465-490. (J-STOR)

Wilensky, Harold L. 2001. Rich democracies : political economy, public policy, and performance. Berkeley, CA: University of California Press. Chapter 12.

Tavares, Jose, and Romain Wacziarg. 2001. How democracy affects growth. European economic review 45 (8):1341 (38 pages). 

Przeworski, Adam, and Fernando Limongi. 1993. Political regimes and economic growth. Journal of Economic Perspectives 7 (3): 51-71.

Geddes, Barbara. 1995. The politics of economic liberalization. Latin American Research Review 30 (2):195-214.
North, Douglass Cecil. 1990. Institutions, institutional change, and economic performance. New York: Cambridge University Press.* 

Tsebelis, G. (1999). "Veto Players and Law Production in Parliamentary Democracies: An Empirical Analysis." American Political Science Review 93(3): 591-608.

New Institutionalism (February 24th)

Persson, T. and G. Tabellini (2003). The Economic Effects of Constitutions. Cambridge, MIT Press.

Further Reading

North, Douglass Cecil. 1990. Institutions, institutional change, and economic performance. New York: Cambridge University Press.

March, J. G. and J. P. Olsen (1984). "The New Institutionalism: Organizational Factors in Political Life." The American Political Science Review 78(3): 734-749.

Persson, T., G. Roland, et al. (2000). "Comparative Politics and Public Finance." Journal of Political Economy 108(6): 1121-1161.

Tsebelis, G. (1999). "Veto Players and Law Production in Parliamentary Democracies: An Empirical Analysis." American Political Science Review 93(3): 591-608.

Part III Methods in Comparative Politics

KKV and the Qualitative vs. Quantitative Divide (March 3rd)

Should qualitative work be held to the same standards as quantitative work?  If you disagree, what exceptions should be made?  If you agree, why are KKVs critics (especially Laitin and Rogowski) wrong?

King, Gary, Keohane, Robert, and Sydney Verba. (1994). Designing Social Inquiry. Princeton University Press; Princeton, NJ.

“Review Symposium: the Qualitative-Quantitative Disputation: King, Keohane and Verba’s ‘Designing Social Inquiry’” American Political Science Review 89 (June), 454-481 (articles by Lainin, Caporaso, Collier, Rogowski, Tarrow, and response by King, Keohane, and Verba).

Further Reading

Geddes, Barbara. 1990. How the Cases You Choose Affect the Answers You Get: Selection Bias in Comparative Politics. Political Analysis 2.

Part IV Social and Economic Policy

Economic Policy (March 10th)

Students writing this week are asked to determine what the differences are between the approaches each author takes in explaining economic policy.  Are the approaches here mutually exclusive or complementary?  Which approach do you find most satisfying, and why?  

Steinmo, Sven, Kathleen Ann Thelen, and Frank Longstreth, eds. 1992. Structuring politics : historical institutionalism in comparative analysis. New York: Cambridge University Press. Chapters 3 & 4.

Blyth, Mark. 2002. Great transformations : economic ideas and institutional change in the twentieth century. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Keohane, Robert O., and Helen V. Milner. 1995. Internationalization and domestic politics. New York: Cambridge University Press. Chapters 1-4.  

Further Reading

Wallerstein, Michael, and Miriam Golden. 1997. The fragmentation of the bargaining society. Comparative political studies 30 (6):699. 

Rogowski, Ronald, and Mark Andreas Kayser. 2002. Majoritarian Electoral Systems and Consumer Power: Price-level Evidence from the OECD Countries. American journal of political science 46 (3):526-539.

Bates, Robert H. 1981. Markets and states in tropical Africa : the political basis of agricultural policies. Berkeley: University of California Press. (Norlin Reserve).

Steinmo, Sven. 1993. Taxation and democracy : Swedish, British, and American approaches to financing the modern state. New Haven: Yale University Press. (Norlin Reserve).

Bates, Robert H. 1996. Open-economy politics : the political economy of the world coffee trade. Princeton: Princeton University Press.  (Norlin Reserve).

Katzenstein, Peter J. 1984. Small states in world markets : industrial policy in Europe. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press. (Norlin Reserve)

Hiscox, Michael J. 2002. Commerce, Coalitions, and Factor Mobility: Evidence from Congressional Votes on Trade Legislation. The American Political science review 96 (3). (on-line).

Rogowski, Ronald. 1987. The american Political Science Review. The American Political science review 81 (4):1121-1137. (J-STOR).

Frieden, Jeffry A. 1991. Debt, development, and democracy: modern political economy and Latin America. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press. (Norlin Reserve).

Social Policy (March 17th)

What are the approaches taken by the authors examined this week?  How well do each measure up to the criteria set forth by KKV?  Which approach provides the most important contributions to our understanding of the determinants of social policy?

Kaufman, Robert R., and Alex Segura-Ubiergo. 2001. Globalization, Domestic Politics, and Social Spending in Latin America: A Time-Series Cross-Section Analysis, 1973- 97. World Politics 53, no 4:553-587.

Lijphart, Arend. 1999. Patterns of democracy : government forms and performance in thirty-six countries. New Haven: Yale University Press. Skim 1-13, read chapters 14-17.

Steinmo, Sven, Kathleen Ann Thelen, and Frank Longstreth, eds. 1992. Structuring politics : historical institutionalism in comparative analysis. New York: Cambridge University Press.  Chapters 1 & 8.

Further Reading

Wilensky, Harold L. 2001. Rich democracies: political economy, public policy, and performance. Berkeley, CA: University of California.  Chapter 2 & 5.

Swank, Duane. 2000. Social Democratic Welfare States in a Global Economy: Scandinavia in Comparative Perspective. In Globalization, Europeanization and the End of Scandinavian Social Democracy, edited by R. Geyer, C. Ingebritsen and J. W. Moses. New York: St. Martins.

Brown, David S., and Wendy A. Hunter. 1999. Democracy and Social Spending in Latin America, 1980-92. American Political Science Review 93 (4).(J-STOR).

Przeworski, Adam, and John Sprague. 1986. Paper stones. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.*(Norlin Reserve).

Wallerstein, Michael. 1999. Wage-Setting Institutions and Pay Inequality in Advanced Industrial Societies. American journal of political science 43 (3):649-680. (J-STOR).

Part V Revolution, Protest, and Violence

Revolution (March 31st)

Is revolution an inherently difficult phenomenon to explain?  Some have argued that revolutions are over-determined.  Consequently, building theory on revolution is an exercise in futility.  Which of the methodologies presented below represent the most promising way to understand why men (and women) rebel?

Green, Donald P., and Ian Shapiro. 1994. Pathologies of Rational Choice Theory. New Haven; CT: Yale University Press. Chapter 5 “Social Dilemmas and Free-Riding.” (Norlin Reserve).

Lichbach, Mark I. 1994. What Makes Rational Peasants Revolutionary? Dilemma, Paradox, and Irony in Peasant Collective Action. World politics 46 (3):383.(J-STOR).

Goodwin, Jeff. 2002. No other way out : states and revolutionary movements, 1945-1991. New York: Cambridge University Press. 

Further Reading

Skocpol, Theda. 1978. States and social revolutions : a comparative analysis of France, Russia, and China. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Gurr, Ted Robert, and Will H. Moore. 1997. Ethnopolitical rebellion: A cross-sectional analysis of the 1980s with risk assessments for the. American Journal of Political Science 41 (4):1079.

Lichbach, Mark Irving. 1990. Will Rational People Rebel against Inequality? Samson's Choice. American journal of political science 34 (4):1049. (J-STOR).

Protest and Violence (April 7th)

Is Chong’s attempt to use rational choice to explain protest a worthwhile enterprise?  Some argue that by altering preferences, rational choice theorists can explain anything if at first the homo-economicus model doesn’t work.  Are they right?  Which of the traditions in these week’s readings do you feel is best designed to explain social protest?

Chong, Dennis. 1990. Collective action and the civil rights movement. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

McAdam, Doug. 1982. Political process and the development of Black insurgency, 1930-1970. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. Chapters 1-3.

David A. Snow, et al. 1986. “Frame Alignment Processes, Micromobilization, and Movement Participation,” American Sociological Review, 51 (Aug):464-481. (Also reprinted in Steven M. Buechler and F. Kurt Cylke, Jr. Social Movements: Perspectives and Issues. 1997. London: Mayfield Publishing Company, pp.211-228). (J-STOR).

Further Reading

Debra Javeline. 2003. Protest and the Politics of Blame: The Russian Response to Unpaid Wages. Forthcoming in American Political Science Review.  
Edward N. Muller and Karl-Dieter Opp. 1986. “Rational Choice and Rebellious Collective Action,” American Political Science Review, 80, 2 (June):471-487.(J-STOR).

John D. McCarthy and Mayer N. Zald. 1977. “Resource Mobilization and Social Movements: A Partial Theory,” American Journal of Sociology, 82, 6 (May):1212-1241. (Also reprinted in Steven M. Buechler and F. Kurt Cylke, Jr. Social Movements: Perspectives and Issues. 1997. London: Mayfield Publishing Company, pp.149-172.)

John D. McCarthy, Jackie Smith, and Mayer N. Zald. 1996. “Accessing Public, Media, Electoral, and Governmental Agendas,” in Doug McAdam, John D. McCarthy, and Mayer N. Zald, eds. Comparative Perspectives on Social Movements: Political Opportunities, Mobilizing Structures, and Cultural Framings. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp.291-311.

J. Craig Jenkins and Charles Perrow. 1977. “Insurgency of the Powerless: Farm Worker Movements (1946-1972),” American Sociological Review, 42 (April):249-268. 

Part VI Political Behavior

Mass Political Behavior (April 14th)

What motivates the mass public?  Have models based on economic voting outworn their usefulness?  Are Green and Shapiro’s concerns justified or do the works reviewed this week escape their criticisms?   

Green, Donald P., and Ian Shapiro. 1994. Pathologies of Rational Choice Theory. New Haven; CT: Yale University Press. Chapters 1, 4 & 5. (Norlin Reserve).

Inglehart, Ronald. 1996. Modernization and postmodernization : cultural, economic, and political change in 43 societies. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press. (Norlin Reserve).

Powell, G. Bingham, and Guy D. Whitten. 1993. A Cross-National Analysis of Economic Voting: Taking Account of the Political Context. American journal of political science 37 (2):391-414. (J-STOR).

Downs, Anthony. 1973. An economic theory of democracy. New York: Harper. (Norlin Reserve).

Further Reading

Davis, Darren W., Christian Davenport, Assessing the Validity of the Postmaterialism Index, Vol. 93 The American Political Science Review , No. 3. (Sep., 1999), pp. 649-664. (J-STOR)

Pacek, Alexander, and Benjamin Radcliff. 1995. The Political Economy of Competitive Elections in the Developing World. American journal of political science 39 (3):745-759.(J-STOR).

Lewis-Beck, Michael. 1986. Comparative Economic Voting: Britain, France, Germany, Italy. American journal of political science 30 (2):315-346. (J-STOR).

Lipset, Seymour Martin, and Stein Rokkan. 1967. Party Systems and Voter Alignments: cross-national perspectives. New Yrok: Free Press.*(Norlin Reserve).

Davis, Darren W., Kathleen M. Dowley, and Brian D. Silver. 1999. Postmaterialism in World Societies: Is It Really a Value Dimension? American journal of political science 43 (3):935 (28 pages). (J-STOR).

Lewis-Beck, Michael S., and Martin Paldam. 2000. Economic voting: an introduction. Electoral studies 19 (2):113 (10 pages). (J-STOR).

Radcliff, Benjamin. 1996. Turnout and the Economy: A Comment on Jackman and Miller's "Voter Turnout in the Industrial Democracies in the 1980s". Comparative political studies 29 (6):718 (6 pages). 

Jackman, Robert W., and Ross A. Miller. 1995. Voter Turnout in the Industrial Democracies During the 1980s. Comparative political studies 27 (4):467. (Class Web Site)

Duch, Raymond M. 1998. The Electoral Connection and Democratic Consolidation. Electoral studies 17 (2):149 (26 pages). 

Powell, Bingham Jr. G., and Georg S. Vanberg. 2000. Election Laws, Disproportionality and Median Correspondence: Implications for Two Visions of Democracy. British Journal of Political Science 30, no 3:383-411. (J-STOR)

Cox, Gary W. 1996. Making votes count: strategic coordination in the world's electoral systems. New York: Cambridge University Press.*(Norlin Reserve).

Part VII  Institutional formation and autonomy

State Formation (April 21st)

Identity has become a hot topic in political science of late.  Does it explain political behavior?  What insights are gained by focusing on identity?  Does this approach conform to the precepts set forth by KKV?  Can or should relationships can be generalized from this kind of work?

Laitin, David D. 1997. Identity in formation : the Russian-speaking populations in the near abroad. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.

Connor, Walker. 1987. Ethnonationalism. In Understanding political development: an analytical study, edited by M. Weiner and S. P. Huntington. Boston: Brown Little. (Class Web Site).

Safran, William. 1992. Language, Ideology, and State-Building. International Political Science Review 13 (4):397-414. 

Further Reading
North, Douglass Cecil, and Robert Paul Thomas. 1973. The rise of the Western world; a new economic history. New York: Cambridge University Press.*(Norlin Reserve).

Anderson, Perry. 1975. Lineages of the absolutist state. Thertford, Norfolk: VERSO.*(Norlin Reserve).

Hintze, Otto. 1975. The historical essays of Otto Hintze. New York: Oxford University Press. Chapters 4 & 5. (Class Web Site).

Davis, Winston. 1987. Religion and Development: Weber and the East Asian Experience. In Understanding political development: an analytical study, edited by M. Weiner and S. P. Huntington. Boston: Brown Little.

State Autonomy (April 28th)

Hall, P. and D. Soskice (2001). Varieties of Capitalism: the Institutional Foundations of Comparative Advantage. Oxford, Oxford University Press.
Further Reading

Evans, P. (1995). Embedded autonomy: states and industrial transformation. Princeton, NJ, Princeton University Press.
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