University of Notre Dame
Department of Political Science
Government 645/Sociology 565c: Comparative Research on Democratization

Fall 2002 Michael Coppedge, Associate Professor
Monday, 3:00-5:30 p.m., DeBartolo 328 e-mail: coppedge.l@nd.edu
Office hours: Tuesdays, 2:00-4:00 pm phone: 631-7036
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One of the central tasks in the study of politics has long been to explain the birth, survival, and breakdown of
democracy. Over the years, scholars have offered dozens of hypotheses, focusing on culture, institutions, leadership,
religion, ethnic cleavages, diffusion, dependency, socia equality, economic development, or various combinations of
several of the above. Clearly the problem has not been the difficulty of dreaming up explanations, but the difficulty of
demonstrating which one or ones are correct. In their efforts to support some of the possible explanations, political
scientists and sociologists have employed nearly every research method imaginable, and in recent years an escalation of
metho dological sophistication has taken some research on dem ocratization to the cutting edge of comparative politics. A
roughly chronological selection of this literature can therefore serve as a springboard for discussions about both practical
questions of research design and methods, and the fascinating and timely theoretical question of what causes democracy-
-which are the twin topics of this course.

In addition to reading and discussing selected works on democratization, you are required to (1) carry out 5 small
exercises to give you practice in critiquing research, generating theory, and testing hypotheses; and (2) perform original
research culminating in a 15-25-page paper on some question of the determinants of democracy. | will offer in-class
workshops on the data analysis techniques that you will need to do each exercise, and will also meet privately with
anyone wishing an individualized tutorial on the technique. Grades will be based on 10 percent for each exercise, 20
percent for the first complete draft of your research paper, and 30 percent for the final draft. Please do not plan on taking an
Incomplete for this conrse. 1t is almost always a bad idea, asyou are not likely to have more time to devote to your paper later
on, and late papers are rarely better than ones turned in on time. For this reason, | will deduct one sign (eg., A to A-)
from the grade of any paper turned in over Christmas break and two signs (eg., A to B+) for any paper turned in
between then and the absolute deadline of exam week of the spring 2003 semester. Any Incomplete not finished by that
date results in an automatic F for the entire course under Grad uate School rules.

Seven books are available for purchase at the bookstore:
Ruth Berins Collier, Paths Toward Democracy: The Working Class and Elites in Western Enrope and South America (Cambridge,
1999). ISBN 0 521 64382 1

Josep Colomer, Strategic Transitions: Game Theory and Dem ocratization (Johns Hopkins, 2000). ISBN 0801863848 Fewer
copies are available because it is in hardcover.

Larry D iamond, Developing Dem ocracy: Toward Con solidation (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins, 1999) ISBN 080186156X
Juan J. Linz and Alfred Stepan, Problems of Democratic Transition and Consolidation (Johns Hopkins, 1996). ISBN 0801851580

Juan J. Linz, The Breakdown of Democratic Regim es: Crisis, Breakdown, and Reequilibration (Johns Hopkins, 1978). ISBN
080182009X

Guillermo O’Donnell and P hilippe Schmitter, Transitions from Authoritarian Rule: Ten tative Conclu sions about U ncertain
Transitions (Johns Hopkins, 1986). ISBN 0801826829

Adam Przeworski, Michael E. Alvarez, José Antonio Cheibub, and Fernando Limongi, Democracy and Development: Political
Institutions and Well-Beng in the World, 1950-1990 (Cambridge University Press, 2000). ISBN 0521793793

All of the required readings will be placed on regular reserve at Hesburgh Library, and all articles are available either
through JSTOR or electronic reserves. Electronic reserves can be accessed through the Library’s Electronic Gateway:
<http://webctnd.edu/webct/public/home.plaction=print_home>. Once there, log on to Electronic Reserves with
your AFS ID and password, and select POLS 645 (Coppedge)-Course Readings, then Reserve Readings. All article-
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length readings other than those available in the ordered books and those available through electronic journals should be
found in PDF format there. Those available through electronic journalk are marked below with an (E). From the
Library’s Electronic Resources Gateway <http://lib.nd.edu/eresources/gateway/>, just click on the handy “e-Journals

Locator” and then search for the joumal you need.

Reading List

September 2: Common Sense

Defining and measniing democracy; data-driven research; “thick”
vs. “thin” concepts; kvels of measurement; vakdity and reliability;
description vs. explanation; criteria for evaluating theories;
multiple paths to thick and general theory; theorizing about
complex processes; the “many variables; smalln” problem;
partial, conditional, probabilistic, and tentative understanding;
Pplausibility.

No required reading.

Recommended: forum on King, Keohane, Verba’s Designing
Social Inquiry: Scientific Inference in Qualitative Research, American
Political Sciene Review 89:2 (June 1995): 454-81; John Gerring,
Social Science Methodology: A Criterial Framework (Cambridge,
2001); Michael Coppedge, “Thickening Thin Concepts and
Theories: Combining Large N and Small in Comparative
Politics,” Comparative Polites 32:4 (July 1999): 465-476. This
article has evolved into two lengthier articles more focused on
democratization, which can be found at
http://www.nd.eduw/~mcoppedg/crd/mpsacopp02.pdf and
http://www.nd.eduw/~mcoppedg/crd/CollMunckl111.pdf;
Larry Diamond, Developing Democrag: Toward Consolidation
(Baltimore: Johns Hopkins, 1999), chapter 1 (pp. 1-23);
Gerardo Munck and John Verkuilen, “Conceptualizing and
Measuring Democracy: Evaluating Alternative Indices,”
Comparative Politial Studies 35:1 (February 2002): 5-34.

September 9: Checklists

Where the wnventional wisdom comes from, parsing the
dependent variable, defining the domain of a proposition, weights,
interactions and conditional relationships, linearity, precision,
teaching vs. science, stylized inductions.

*10% of grade: Bring to class a comprehensive
checklist of all the possible factors that may “cause
democracy.” Differentiate, where possible, among
preconditions and effects on transition, quality of
democracy, and regime survival. Your checklist must be
typed and ready to hand in to me. Grades will be
loosely based on how comprehensive your checklist is.

Dankwart Rustow, “Transitions to De mocracy,”
Comparative Politics 2 (1970): 337-63. (E)

Robert Dahl, Polyarchy: Participation and Opposition (Yale
UP, 1971), chapters 1 and 10.

Larry Diamond, Juan Linz, and Seymour Martin Lipset,
“Introd uction: W hat Makes for a Democracy?” in

Diamond, Linz, and Lipset, eds., Po/itics in Developing
Countries, 2nd ed. (Boulder: Lynne Rienner, 1995), pp.
1-66.

Doh Chull Shin, “On the Third Wave of
Democratization: A Synthesis and Evaluation of Recent
Theory and Research,” Worid Politics 47 (October 1994):
135-70. (E)

Larry D iamond, Developing Dem ocracy: Toward
Consolidation (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins, 1999), chapter
2 (pp. 24-63).

Recommended: Seymour Martin Lipset, “The Social
Requisites of Democracy Revisited: 1993 Presidential
Address,” American Sociologial Review59 (February 1994): 1-22;
Robert A. Dahl, On Democracy (Yale UP, 1998); Samuel P.
Huntington, “Demacracy for the Long Haul,” Journal of
Democracy 7:2 (April 1996): 3-13; Karen Remmer, “The
Sustainability of Politicd Democracy: Lessons from South
America,” Comparative Political Studies 29:6 (December 1996):
611-34; Giovanni Sartori, “How Far Can Free Government
Travel?” Journal of Democracy 6:3 (July 1995): 101-111.

September 16: Case Studies and Comparative
History

Advantages of longtudinal comparisons; dangers of myopia,
capitaliging on chance, and slippery conceptualization; difficulty of
generalization; comparability; testing with nay data; preconditions
Sfor democracy; stages of democratization; necessary and sufficient
conditions; structural explanations; cansal mechanism s;
relationships among canses; levels of analysis.

Ruth Berins Collier, Paths Toward Democracy: The W orking
Class and Elites in Western Europe and South America
(Cambridge, 1999). Read chapters 1 and 5 completely,
and read the theoretical and comparative material and
one case study for each pattern in chapters 2-4 (about
110 pages in all).

Juan J. Linz and Alfred Stepan, Problems of D emocratic
Transition and Consolidation (Johns Hopkins UP, 1996),
chapters 1-4 (63 pp.).

Diamond, Developing Democracy, chapter 3 (pp. 64-116).

Recommended: Karl de Schweinitz, Industrialization and
democracy; economic necessities and political possibilities (Free Press of
Glencoe, 1964); Barrington Moore, Social Origins of Dictatorship



and Democracy (Basic Books, 1966); Brian Downing, “Medieval
Origins of Constitutional Government,” in his The Military
Revolution and Political Change (Princeton UP, 1992), pp. 18-55;
Theda Skocpol, “A Critical Review of Barrington Moore’s
Social Origins of Dictatorship and Democracy,” Politics and Socity
(Fall 1973): 1-34; Ruth Berins Collier and David Collier,
Shaping the Political Arena (Princeton UP, 1993); Thomas
Ertman, Birth of the Leviathan: Building States and Regimes in
Medieval and Early Modern Enrgpe (Cambridge UP,1997); Nancy
Bermeo, “Democracy and the Lessons of Dictatorship,”
Comparative Politics 24:3 (April 1992): 273-91l; Dietrich
Rueschemeyer, John D. Stephens, and Evelyne Huber
Stephens, Capitalist Development and Democracy (Chicago, 1992);
Beverly Crawford and Arend Lijphart, “Explaining Political
and Economic Change in Post-Communist Eastern Europe:
Old Legacies, New Institutions, Hegemonic Norms, and
International Pressures,” Comparative Politial Studies 28:2 (July
1995): 171-99; Terry Lynn Karl, "Dilemmas of
Democratization in Latin America," Comparative Politics 23:1
(October 1990): 1-21; Valerie Bunce, “Regional Differences in
Democratization: The East Versus the South,” Post-Soviet
Affairs 14:3 (1998): 187-211; Scott Mainwaring, “The
Surprising Resilience of Elected Governments,” Journal of
Democracy 10:3 (July 1999): 101-114; Samuel Huntington, The
Third Wave: Demodatization in the Late Twentieth Century
(Norman: U Oklahoma P, 1991), pp. 31-108; Gerardo L.
Munck, “The Regime Question: Theory Building in
Democracy Studies,” (book review essay) World Politics 54
(October 2001): 119-44.

September 23: Inductive Elite Theories

Structure and agency; process; empirical regularities vs. theory;
explaining events vs. explaining general tendencies.

**10% of grade: Hand in 3 one-paragraph puzzles with
potential to become seminar paper topics. Come
prepared to present your best idea to the class for
critiquing.

Juan J. Linz, The Breakdown of Demacratic Regim es: Crisis,
Breakdown, and Reequilibration (Johns HopKkins, 1978).
130 pp.

Guillermo O’Donnell and Phillippe Schmiitter,
Transitions from Aunthoritarian Rule: Tentative Conclusions

about Uncertain Transitions (Johns Hopkins UP, 1986). 71
pp.

Recommended: your choice of case studies from these
collections. Also see Thomas Carothers, “The End of the
Transition Paradigm,” Journal of Democracy 13:1 (January 2002):
5-21 and “Debating the Transition Paradigm” in response to
the Carothers article, in Journal of Democracy 13:3 (July 2002): 5-
38, with contributions by O’Donnell, Nodia, Wollack,
Hyman, and Carothers; Michael McFaul, “The Fourth Wawe
of Democracy ad Dictatorship: Noncooperative Transitions
in the Postcommunist World,” Worid Politics 54 (January
2002): 212-44.

September 30: Formal Theories

Clear assumptions, deduction, heuristics, methodological
indwidnalism, rational choie theory, game theory, equilibrimm,
cycling, simplfication, incomplete thearies, absolute vs. maginal
predictions, cumulation, analytic narratives.

Josep Colomer, Strategic Transitions: Game Theory and
Democratization (Johns Hopkins, 2000), all, including
appendices (148 pp.).

Barry R. Weingast, “The Political Foundations of
Democracy and the Rule of Law,” Awmerican Poktical
Science Review 91: 2 (June 1997): 245-63. (E)

Recommended: Josep M. Colomer, “Transitions by
Agreement: Modeling the Spanish Way,” American Political
Science Review 85:4 (December 1991): 1283-1302; Adam
Przeworski, Democracy and the Market (Cambridge UP, 1991);
Youssef Cohen, Radicals, Reformers, and Reactionaries: The
Prisoner's Dilemma and the Collapse of Democracy in Latin America
(Chicago, 1994), pp. 1-75; Gretchen Caspar and Michelle M.
Taylor, Negotiating Democracy: Transitions from Authoritarian Rule
(U Pittsburgh P, 1996); Barbara Geddes, "Paradigms and
Sandcastles: Research Design in Comparative Politics,”
APSA-CP Newsletter8:1 (Winter 1997): 18-21; special issue of
the Journal of Conflict Resolution 43:2 (April 1999); Robert H.
Bates, Avner Greif, Margaret Levi, Jean-Laurent Rosnthal,
and Barry R. Weingast, Analytic Narratwes (Princeton UP,
1998); James Mahoney, “Rational Choice Theoryand the
Comparative Method: An Emerging Synthesis?” (book
review), Studies in Comparative International Development 35:2
(Summer 2000): 83-90.

October 7: Political Culture

What is culture? Fakifiability; volumtarism; epiphenomenay
static canses, inertia, case selection, vicious/ virtuous cycles.
Distribute data on democracy and religion.

Workshop on cross-sectional, bivariate analysis,
categorical data, cross-tabs, and correlation.

Stephen Welch, The Concept of Political Culture (St.
Martin’s Press, 1993), chapters 1 and 4 (pp. 14-29 and
64-79).

Diamond, Developing Democracy, chapters5 and 6 (pp.
161-260).

J.L. Sullivan and J.E. Transue, “The Psychological
Underpinnings of Democracy: a Selective Review of
Research on Political Tolerance, Interpersonal Trust,
and Social Capital,” Annual Review of Psychology, (Annual
Reviews, 1999). (E)

Pippa Norris, “Marking Democracies Work: Social
Capital and Civic Engagement in 47 Societies,” paper
presented at the 2002 meeting of the Midwest Political



Science Association, Chicago. In course folder as
“Norris Making Democracies Work.PD F”.

Mitchell Seligson, “The Renaissance of Political Culture
or the Renaissance of the Ecological Fallacy?”
Comparative Politics 34:3 (April 2002): 273-292.

Recommended: Robert Putnam, Making Democracy Work:
Civic Traditions in Modern Italy (Princeton, 1993), chap. 5, pp.
121-62; Sidney Tarrow, “Making Social Science Work Across
Space and Time: A Critical Reflection on Robert Putnam’s
Making Democracy Work,” American Politial Science Review90:2
(June 1996): 389-97; Amber L. Seligson, “Civic assodation
and democratic participation in Central America: a test of the
Putnam thesis,” Comparative Politral Studies 32:3 (May 1999):
342-362; Diana C. Mutz, “Cross-cutting Social Networks:
Testing Democratic Theory in Practice,” American Political
Science Review96:1 (March 2002): 111-126; Geoffrey Evans
and Stephen Whitefield, “The Politics and Economics of
Democratic Commitment: Support for Democracy in
Transition Sccieties,” British Journal of Political Science 25:4 (Oct
1995): 485-515; Mark Tessler, “Islam and Democracy in the
Middle East: The Impact of Religious Orientations on
Attitudes toward Democracy in Four Arab Countries,”
Comparative Politis 34:3 (April 2002): 337-354.

October 14: Institutions

Presidential vs. parliamentary democra cies; party systems;
Jederalism; reconciling inconsistent or contradictory findings;
omitted variable bias.

*%10% of grade: Produce a cross-tabulation or
correlation of the relationship between an institution or
culture or religion, on the one hand, and the measures
of democracy used by Cutright, Bollen, Freedom
House, Hadenius, Coppedge and Reinicke, or
Przeworski et al. Prepare to present during this class.

Juan Linz, “Presidential or Parliamentary Democracy:
Does It Make a Difference?” in Linz and Valenzuela,
eds., The Failure of Presidential Democracy (Johns Hopkins,
1994), pp. 3-87.

Mark Gasiorowski and Timothy Power, “Institutional
Design and D emocratic Consolidation in the Third
World,” Comparative Political Studies 30:2 (April 1997):
123-55.(E)

José Antonio Cheibub and Fernando Limongi,
“Dem ocratic Institutions and Regime Survival:
Parliamentary and Presidential Democracies
Reconsidered,” Annual Review of Political Science 2002,
Vol. 5:151-179. (E)

Alfred Stepan, “Federalism and Democracy: Beyond
the U.S. Model,” Journal of Democracy 10 (October 1999):
19-34.(E)
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Nancy Bermeo, “The Import of Institutions,” Journal of
Democracy 13:2 (April 2002): 96-110(E)

Recommended: G. Bingham Powell, Jr., Contemporary
Democracies: Participation, Stability, and 1V iolence (Harvard, 1982),
pp. 54-73; Alfred Stepan and Cindy Skach, “Constitutional
Frameworks and Democratic Consolidation: Parliamentarism
and Presidentidism,” Worid Politics 46 (October 1993): 1-22;
Scott Mainwaring, “Presidentialism, Multipartism, and
Democracy: The Difficult Combination,” Comparative Political
Studies 26 (July 1993): 198-228; Scott Mainwaring and
Matthew Soberg Shugart, “Presidentialism and Democracy in
Latin America: Rethinking the Terms of the Debate,” in
Mainwaring and Shugart, Presidentialism and Democracy in Latin
America (Cambridge UP, 1997), pp. 12-54; José Antonio
Cheibub, “Minority Governments, Deadlock Situations, and
the Survival of Presidential Democracies,” Comparative Political
Studies 35:3 (April 2002): 284-312.

October 21: No class due to fall break

October 28: Modernization theories

empirical generalizations, cross-sectional vs. time-series analysis,
thin concepts and theories multicollinearity.

Workshop on simple regression.

Daniel Lerner, The Passing of Traditional Society (Free
Press, 1958), pp. 19-42.

Seymour Martin Lipset, “Some Social Requisites of
Democracy: Economic Development and Political
Legitimacy,” Awmerican Political Science R eview 53 (March
1959): 69-105. (E)

Phillips Cutright, “N ational Political D evelopment:
Measurement and Analysis,” Awmerican S ociological Review
28 (196 3): 253-64. (E)

Axel Hadenius, Democracy and Development, (Cambridge
UP, 1992), pp. 77-111.

Recommended: Marvin E. Olsen, “Multivariate Analysis of
National Political Development,” American Sociological Review
33 (1968): 699-712; Zehra Arat, “Democracy and Economic
Development: Modernization Theory Revisited,” Comparative
Polities 21 (1988): 21-36.

November 4: Level ofeconomic developmentand
equality

Cross-sectional, bivariate regression, association vs cansation,
nonlineanty, direction of causation, disconfirming altemative
hypotheses, model selection.

Workshop on multiple regression and Boolean
analysis.

Larry Diamond, “Economic Development and
Democracy Reconsidered,” in Gary Marks and Larry



Diamond, eds., Reexamining Democracy (Newbury Park:
SAGE, 1992), pp. 93-139.

R.W. Jackman, “On the Relation of Economic
Development and Dem ocratic Performance,” American
Journal of Political Science 17 (197 3): 611-21. (E)

Gregory C. Brunk, Gregory A. Caldeira, and Michael S.
Lewis-Beck, “Capitalism, Socialism, and Democracy:
An Empirical Inquiry,” European Journal of Political
Research 15 (1987): 459-70.

Edward N. M uller, “Democracy, Economic
Development, and Income Inequality,” American
Sociological Review 53:2 (February 1988): 50-68. (E)

Ross E. Burkhart and Michael Lewis-Beck,

“Com parative Democracy: The Economic
Development Thesis,” American Political Science R eview
88:4 (December 1994): 903-910. (E)

Recommended: Manus Midlarsky, “The Origins of
Democracy in Agrarian Society: Land Inequality and Politica
Rights,” Journal of Conflit Resolution 36:3 (September 1992):
454-77; Dietrich Rueschemeyer, “Different Methods,
Contradictory Results? Research on Development and
Democracy,” International Journal of Comparative Sociology 32:1-2
(1991): 9-38; Adam Przeworski and Fernando Limongi,
“Modernization: Theories and Facts,” Worid Politics 49:2
(January 1997): 155-83.

November 11: Multivariate hypotheses
Multivariate cross-sectional analysis, bookan analysis, dumny
variables, serial and spatial antocorrelation.

Workshop on time series and structural equations.

Kenneth Bollen, “World System Position, Dependency,
and Democracy: The Cross-National Evidence,”
American S ociological Review 48 (1983): 468-79. (E)

Kenneth Bollen and Robert Jackman, “Political
Democracy and the Size Distribution of Income,”
American S ociological Review 50 (1985): 438-57. (E)

Dirk Berg-Schlosser and Gisele De Meur, “Conditions
of Democracy in Interwar Europe: A Boolean Test of
Major Hypotheses,” Comparative Politics 26:3 (April
1994): 253-80.(E)

Michael Coppedge, “Modernization and Thresholds of
Democracy: Evidence for a Common Path and
Process,” in Manus Midlarsky, ed., Ineguality, Democracy,
and Economic Development (NY: Cam bridge UP, 1996),
pp. 177-201.

Michael L. Ross, “Does Oil Hinder Democracy?” World

Politics 53:3 (April 2001): 325-361.(E)

Recommended: Gisele De Meur and Dietrich Berg-
Schlosser, “Conditions of Authoritarianism, Fascism, and
Democracy in Interwar Europe: Systematic Matching and
Contrasting Cases for ‘Small-N’ Analysis,” Comparative Political
Studies 29:4 (August 1996): 423-68.

November 18: Diffusion and regional effects
Cross-unit/ transnational cansation, time-series analysis, the toy
universe, selection models.

*%10% of grade: Report on relationships between an
indicator of democracy and at least two independent
variables using multiple regression or Boolean analysis.

Lev S. Gonick and Robert M. Rosh, “The Structural
Constraints of the World-Economy on National
Political Development,” Comparative Political Studies 21
(1988): 171-99.

Harvey Starr, “Democratic Dominoes: Diffusion
Approaches to the Spread of Democracy in the
International System,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 35:2
(June 1991): 356-381.(E)

John O'Loughlin, Michael D. Ward, et al., "The
Diffusion of Democracy, 1946-1994," Annals of the
Association of American G eographers, 88:4 (December
1998): 545-74. [The original is in color and is worth
seeing.] (E)

Jeffrey S. Kopstein and David A. Reilly, “Geographic
Diffusion and the Transformation of the
Postcommunist World,” Worid Politics 53:1 (October
2000): 1-37. (E)

Jon C. Pevehouse, “With aLittle Help from My
Friends? Regiona Organizations and the Consolidation
of Democracy, American Journal of Political Science 46:3
(July 2002):611-626.

Daniel Brinks and Michael Coppedge, “Patterns of
Diffusion in the Third Wave of
Democratization,”unpublished ms., 2002. Available at
http.//www.nd.edu/~mcoppedg/crd/

Recommended: Laurence Whitehead, “International Aspeds
of Democratization,” in Guillermo O’Donnell, Philippe
Schmitter, and Laurence Whitehead, eds., Transitions from
Authoritarian Ruk: Comparative Perpectives (Johns Hopkins UP,
1986), pp. 3-46; John Markoff, Waves of Democracy: Social
Movements and Political Change (SAGE, 1996); Laurence
Whitehead, ed., The International Dimensions of Democratization:
Europe and the Americas (Oxford UP, 1996); Mark Peceny,
“Forcing Them To Be Free,” Political Research Quarterly 52:3
(Sept 1999):549-582; Shannon L. Blanton, “The Transfer of



Arms and the Diffusion of Democracy: Do Arms Promote or
Undermine the Third Wave'?” The Social Science Jonrnal 36:3
(1999): 413-429 (statistical data included); Marco R.
Steenbergen and Bradford S. Jones, “Modeling Multilevel
Data Structures,” American Journal of Political Science 46:1
(January 2002): 218-237; Manuel Orozco, “Democracy in
One Country? The Emergence of an International Norm for
Democratization,” unpublished paper, Inter-American
Dialogue, c. 2000.

Novem ber 25: Complex models
Returning to the direction of causation, interactions; hazgard
models.

Michael T. Hannan and Glenn R. Carroll, “Dynamics
of Formal Political Structure: An Event-History
Analysis,” American S ociological Review 46 (1981): 19-35.

(E)

John F. Helliwell, “Empirical Linkages Between
Democracy and Economic Growth,” British Journal of
Political Science 24:2 (April 1994): 225-48. (E)

Edward N. Muller, “Economic Determinants of
Democracy,” American S ociological Review 60:4
(December 1995): 966-82, and debate with Bollen and
Jackman following on pp. 983-96. (E)

Ross E. Burkhart, “Comparative Democracy and
Income Distribution: Shape and Direction of the
Causal Arrow,” Journal of Politics 59:1 (Feb 1997): 148-
164.(E)

Mark J. Gasiorowskiand Timothy J. Power, "The
structural determinants of democratic consolidation,
Comparative Political Studies 31:6 (December 1998): 740-
771.(E)

Recommended: P. Cutright and J.A. Wiley, “Modernization
and Political Representation: 1927-1966,” Studies in
Comparative International Development 5 (1969): 23-44; Mark J.
Gasiorowski, “Economic Crisis and Political Regime Change:
An Event-History Analysis,” American Politiail Science Review
89:4 (December 1995): 882-97. John B. Londregan and Keith
T. Poole, “Does High Income Promote Democracy?” World
Politics 49:1 (October 1996): 1-30; Adam Przeworski, Michael
Alvarez, José Antonio Cheibub, and Fernando Limongi,
“What Makes Democracies Endure?” Journal of Democracy T:1
(January 1996): 39-55; Janet Box-Steffensmeier and Bradford
S. Jones, “Time is of the Essence: Event History Models in
Political Science,” Awmerican Journal of Political Science 414
(October 1997): 1414-1462.

December 2: Democracy and Development
Approaching common sense, synthesis of what we know; resarch
priorities for the future.

**You must give a complete, though not final, draft of

your paper to your discussant today.

Adam Przeworski, Michael E. Alvarez, José Antonio
Cheibub, and Fernando Limongi, Democracy and
Development: Political Institutions and Well-Being in the World,
1950-1990 (Cambridge University Press, 2000), pp. 1-
141.

You may want to consult reviews by:
Yi Feng, Journal of Democracy 12:1 (January 2001): 170-
174.(E)

David S. Brown, Comparative Political Studies 34:5 (June
2001): 575-579(E)

Scott Mainwaring, Latin Am erican Politics and Society 43:3
(Fall 2001). 178-180.(E)

Manus Midlarsky, Journal of Politics 64:2 (May 2002):
670-672.

Gianfranco Pasquino, West European Politics 25:3 (July
2002): 213-214.

Michael Coppedge, Studiesin Comparatwe International
Development, forthcoming. Available at
http://www.nd.edu/~mcoppedg/crd/PrzEtAl.pdf

December 9: Presentations and Critiques

**10% of grade: You must present and critique the
draft of a classmate’s paper.

**20% of grade: Your first complete draft of your
seminar paper.

*%30% of grade: The final version of your seminar
paper, due on the date to be assigned for the final
exam. (There is no final exam.)



