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	Phone: (814) 865-8748
	236 Pond Lab
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COURSE DESCRIPTION:

What explains the variations in outcomes and magnitudes of civil conflict? For example, why do some conflicts result in peaceful settlements while others lead to civil war? Why can the same type of event, such as political protest, end in a peaceful outcome in one context but a violent one in another? Over the last twenty years, comparative scholars have focused on connections and transformations within specific types of conflict. Scholars who studied authoritarianism began to explain why some democratization processes resulted in democratic consolidation while others ended in democratic collapse. Social movement theorists expanded their focus to include contentious politics more broadly. People studying insurgency groups included civil wars in their research. Yet, these types of conflict ​ -- democratization, contentious politics, and civil wars ​-- are related to each other, and to other examples of civil conflict. 
In this seminar, then, we will compare across types of civil conflict. First, we will consider general readings on cooperation and conflict. Then, we will locate specific types of conflict -- governmental collapse, ethnic conflict, insurgency, and civil war -- within the general space of civil conflict, observing the relationships between them, and explaining the variations in outcomes and magnitudes of violence. Finally, students will build and test their own theories regarding civil conflict. 
The goals of the seminar are three-fold. First, you will gain an introduction to civil conflict studies in comparative politics. Second, this background will help you prepare for your comparative politics comprehensive exams. Third, the seminar can give you an early start on a conference paper, master's thesis, or dissertation proposal on civil conflict.

COURSE REQUIREMENTS:

The course requirements for this graduate seminar include class participation, seven short papers, a research design proposal, and a research design paper.

Students are expected to read the weekly required readings carefully and to participate actively in class discussions. To help you pull together your thoughts, and to write your short papers, I will distribute topics for the weekly readings. Also, students will serve in two additional roles: as a reading presenter for one class period and as a reading discussant for another class period.
The short papers critique the weekly readings. You will write 7 short papers across the semester. (If you choose to write more than 7 papers, I will drop your lowest grade/s.) Everyone will write a paper for the weeks of Part One. After that, you will write three papers from Part Two, addressing three of the four types of civil conflict discussed in this class. These papers will help you organize your thoughts for our class discussions. After the semester is over, they will serve as a resource for your comparative politics comprehensive exams. These papers should be 1-2 pages single-spaced and should be uploaded to Angel by noon on Tuesdays. Note that all students will have access to all of the class papers. As the short papers are designed to focus and enhance class discussion, late papers generally will not be accepted.

The research design entails a proposal and a paper. The proposal presents your research question, a brief literature review, research design, methods, the feasibility of your project, and its contribution to the field. You must receive my approval for your research design topic. Be sure to talk with me about your topic in advance. If you change your topic during the semester, you must get my approval on your new topic, as well. I encourage you to talk with me about your proposal well before its deadline. The proposal should be 6-8 pages double-spaced and is due March 18th. I will distribute guidelines for the research design proposal later in the semester.
The research design paper addresses a question central to civil conflict. I will distribute in class a handout that explains how to write your research design paper. The paper should be empirical. In other words, your research should be scientific, generating hypotheses that are falsifiable and that can be tested with data. Students can choose from a wide range of methodological approaches, including (but not limited to) case studies, quantitative analysis, historical structuralism, and formal theory. Again, I encourage you to talk with me about your research design paper throughout the semester, particularly regarding conceptual issues, data problems, and potentially contradictory results. Ideally, your research design paper will be a preliminary version of a conference paper that you can present in the future or a start on your master’s essay or dissertation. The text of your research design paper should be 25-35 pages double-spaced. A hard copy of your paper is due in my mailbox by 5:00 on Monday, May 4th. Once you have submitted your paper, then upload a copy to Angel.
GRADING:

Your final grade will be calculated by weighing the class requirements using the formula below:

	Participation
	20%

	Short Papers
	30

	Research Design Proposal 
	20

	Research Design Paper 
	30


REQUIRED READINGS:

The following books are required reading. We will also be reading journal articles, conference papers, and book chapters. Copies of readings that are not easily accessible (i.e. are not found on JSTOR or ProQuest) will be made available, for you to Xerox. Please return the readings as quickly as possible, so that others can copy them, as well.

Andrews, Josephine. 2002. When Majorities Fail. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Cohen, Youssef. 1994. Radicals, Reformers, and Reactionaries. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.  

Goodwin. 2001. No Other Way Out. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Hirschman, Albert. 1970. Exit, Voice, and Loyalty. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.  

Kalyvas, Stathis. 2006. The Logic of Violence in Civil War. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Knight, Jack. 1992. Institutions and Social Conflict. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Levi, Margaret. 1997. Consent, Dissent, and Patriotism. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Ostrom, Elinor. 1990. Governing the Commons. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Peterson, Roger D. 2002. Understanding Ethnic Violence. Cambridge; Cambridge University Press.
Scott, James. 1985. Weapons of the Weak. New Haven: Yale University Press.
Varshney, Ashutosh. 2002. Ethnic Conflict and Civic Life. New Haven: Yale University Press

Wood, Elisabeth Jean. 2003. Insurgent Collective Action and Civil War in El Salvador. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
COURSE SCHEDULE
PART ONE

January 14: Introduction to Civil Conflict

January 21: Theory Building I 
· Hirschman, Exit, Voice, and Loyalty.
· Recommended:

· Clark, William, Matt Golder, and Sona Golder. 2007. Power and Politics: Insights from an Exit, Voice, and Loyalty Model. Mimeo. 
· Dowding, Keith, Peter John, Thanos Mergoupis, and Mark Van Vugt. 2000. Exit, Voice, and Loyalty: Analytic and Empirical Developments. European Journal of Political Research 37 (4):469-495.

· Fearon, James. 2011. Self-enforcing Democracy. Quarterly Journal of Economics 126: 1661-1708.
· Gehlbach, Scott. 2006. A Formal Model of Exit and Voice. Rationality and Society 18 (4):396-418.

· Kato, Junko. 1998. When the Party Breaks Up: Exit and Voice among Japanese Legislators. American Political Science Review 92 (4):857-870.

January 28: Theory Building II 
· Levi, Consent, Dissent, and Patriotism.
· Recommended:
· Grossman, Dave. 1996. On Killing: The Psychological Cost of Learning to Kill in War and Society. Boston: Little Brown.
· Levi, Margaret. 1988. Of Rule and Revenue. Berkeley: University of California Press.
· Levi, Margaret and Laura Stoker. 2000. Political Trust and Trustworthiness. Annual Review of Political Science 3:475-507.
· Rothstein, Bo. 2000. Trust, Social Dilemmas, and Collective Memories. Journal of Theoretical Politics 12 (4): 477-501.
February 4: Theory Building III 
· Knight, Institutions and Social Conflict.
· Recommended:

· Dawkins, Richard. 1976. The Selfish Gene. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

· Knight, Jack. 1992. Institutions and Social Conflict. New York: Cambridge University Press.

· North, Douglas. 1990. Institutions, Institutional Change, and Economic Performance. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

· Thelen, Kathleen. 1999. Historical Institutionalism in Comparative Politics. Annual Review of Political Science 2:369-404.

· Tsebelis, George. 1990. Nested Games. Berkeley: University of California Press.

· Schelling, Thomas. 1960. The Strategy of Conflict. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.

· Taylor, Michael.1987. The Possibility of Cooperation. New York: Cambridge University Press.

· Weingast, Barry R. 1997. The Political Foundations of Democracy and the Rule of Law. American Political Science Review 91 (2):245-263.

February 11: Theory Building IV
· Ostrom, Governing the Commons. 

· Recommended:

· Bianco, William. 1994. Trust: Representatives and Constituents. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

· Brancati, D. 2009. Peace by Design: Managing Intrastate Conflict through Decentralization. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
· Carey, John. 2000. Parchment, Equilibria, and Institutions. Comparative Political Studies 33: 735-761.

· Cook, Karen S., Russell Hardin, and Margaret Levi. 2005. Cooperation without Trust? New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

· Granovetter, Mark. 1985. Economic Action and Social Structure: The Problem of Embeddedness. American Journal of Sociology 91:481-510.

· Helmke, Gretchen and Steven Levitsky. 2004. Informal Institutions and Comparative Politics: A Research Agenda. Perspectives on Politics 2 (4):725-740.

PART TWO

February 18: Governmental Collapse I

· Andrews, When Majorities Fail.
· Recommended:
· Arrow, Kenneth J. 1963. Social Choice and Individual Values. New York: Wiley.
· McKelvey, Richard D. 1976. Intransitivities in Multidimensional Voting Models and Some Implications for Agenda Control. Journal of Economic Theory 12:472-82.
· Mershon, Carol and Olga Shvetsova. 2008. Parliamentary Cycles and Party Switching in Legislatures. Comparative Political Studies 41:99-127.

· Plott, Charles. 1967. A Notion of Equilibrium and its Possibility Under Majority Rule. American Economic Review 57(4):787-806.
· Riker, William. 1982. The Two Party System and Duverger’s Law. American Political Science Review 76:753-766.

· Shepsle, Kenneth A. 1979. Institutional Arrangements and Equilibrium in Multidimensional Voting Models. American Journal of Political Science 3:23-57.
· Strom, Kaare and Stephen M. Swindle. 2002. Strategic Parliamentary Dissolution. American Political Science Review 96 (3):575-591.
· Tavits, M. and N. Letki. 2009. When Left is Right: Party Ideology and Policy in Post-Communist Europe. The American Political Science Review 103(4): 555-569.

February 25: Government Collapse II

· Cohen, Radicals, Reformers, and Reactionaries.
· Recommended:

· Diskin, Abraham, Hanna Diskin, and Reuven Y. Hazan. 2005. Why Democracies Collapse: The Reasons for Democratic Failure and Success. International Political Science Review 26 (3):291-309.

· Geddes, Barbara. 1996. The Politician’s Dilemma. Berkeley: University of California Press.

· Hochstetler, K. 2006. Rethinking Presidentialism: Challenges and Presidential Falls in South America. Comparative Politics 38 (4):401-418.

· Kalyvas, Stathis. 2000. Commitment Problems in Emerging Democracies: The Case of Religious Parties. Comparative Politics 32:379-398.

· O’Donnell, Guillermo A. 1973. Modernization and Bureaucratic-Authoritarianism. Berkeley: Institute of International Studies, University of California.

· Stepan, Alfred. 1978. Political Leadership and Regime Breakdown: Brazil. In The Breakdown of Democratic Regimes, ed. Juan J. Linz and Alfred Stepan. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press.

· Valenzuela, Arturo. 1978. The Breakdown of Democratic Regimes: Chile. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press.
March 4: Ethnic Conflict I

· Petersen, Understanding Ethnic Violence. 
· Recommended

· Bowen, John R. 1996. The Myth of Global Ethnic Conflict. Journal of Democracy 7(4):3-14.

· Brubaker, Rogers and David D. Laitin. 1998. Ethnic and Nationalist Violence. Annual Review of Sociology 24:423-452.
· Chandra, Kanchan. 2006. What is Ethnic Identity and Does it Matter? Annual Review of Political Science 9:397-424.

· Chandra, Kanchan and Steven Wilkinson. 2008. Measuring the Effect of Ethnicity. Comparative Political Studies 41:515-563.

· Cederman, Lars-Erik and Luc Girardin. 2007. Beyond Fractionalization: Mapping Ethnicity onto Nationalist Insurgencies. American Political Science Review 101:173-185. 
· Collier, Paul, A. Hoeffler, and D. Rohner. 2009. Beyond Greed and Grievance: Feasibility and Civil War. Oxford Economic Papers 61:1-27.

· Ellingsen, Tanja. 2000. Colorful Community or Ethnic Witches’ Brew? Multiethnicity and Domestic Conflict during and after the Cold War. Journal of Conflict Resolution 44:228-249.

· Fearon, James D. and David Laitin. 1996. Explaining Interethnic Cooperation. American Political Science Review 90:715-735.

· Fearon, James and David Laitin. 2003. Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War. American Political Science Review 97(1):75-90.

· Laitin, David. 1992. Language Repertoires and State Construction in Africa. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

· Lake, David A. and Donald Rothchild. 1996. Containing Fear: The Origins and Management of Ethnic Conflict. International Security 21:41-75.

· Posner, Daniel. 2004. Measuring Ethnic Fractionalization in Africa. American Journal of Political Science 48:849-863.
March 11: No Class: Spring Break

March 18: Ethnic Conflict II

***** Research Design proposals due in class *****
· Varshney, Ethnic Conflict and Civil Life.
· Recommended
· Kohli. Atul. 1990. Democracy and Discontent: India’s Growing Crisis of Governability. Cambridge; Cambridge University Press.

· Varshney, Ashutosh, Mohammad Zulfan Tadjoeddin, and Rizal Panggabean. 2008. Creating Datasets in Information-Poor Environments: Patterns of Collective Violence in Indonesia, 1990-2003. Journal of East Asian Studies 8:361-394.
· Wilkinson, Steve. 2004. Votes and Violence: Electoral Competition and Ethnic Riots in India. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

March 25: Insurgency I
· Scott, Weapons of the Weak.

· Recommended:

· Bapat, Navin. 2005. Insurgency and the Opening of the Peace Process. Journal of Politics 42 (6):699-717. 
· Bucaille, Laetitia. 2011. Armed Resistance and Self-Esteem: Ex-combatants in Palestine and South Africa. International Political Sociology 5:52-67.

· Chenowith, Eric and Kathleen Gallagher Cunningham. 2013. Special Issue: Understanding Nonviolent Resistance. Journal of Peace Research 50(3).
· Collier, P., A. Hoeffler and D. Rohner. 2008. Beyond Greed and Grievance: Feasibility and Civil War. Oxford Economic Papers 2009 61:1-27.
· Inclan, Maria. 2008. Sliding Doors of Opportunity: Zapatistas and Their Cycle of Protest. Mobilization 14:85-106.

· Joshi, Madhav and T. David Mason. 2007. Land Tenure, Democracy, and Insurgency in Nepal: Peasant Support for Insurgency versus Democracy. Asian Survey 47 (3):393-414. 
· Keck, Margaret E. and Kathryn Sikkink. 1998. Activists beyond Borders. Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

· Lyall, Jason. 2009. Does Indiscriminate Violence Incite Insurgent Attacks? Evidence from Chechnya. Journal of Conflict Resolution 53 (3):331-362. 

· Manning, Carrie. 2004. Armed Opposition Groups into Political Parties. Studies in Comparative International Development 39:55-76.
· Pierskalla, Jan Henryk. 2010. Protest, Deterrence, and Escalation: The Strategic Calculus of Government Repression. Journal of Conflict Resolution 54:117-145.

· Shugart, Matthew Soberg. 1992. Guerrillas and Elections: An Institutionalist Perspective on the Costs of Conflict and Competition. International Studies Quarterly 36:121-151.

· Tarrow, Sidney. 1998. Power in Movement. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. Chapters 5 and 6: pp. 71-105.
April 1: Insurgency II

· Wood, Collective Action and Civil War in El Salvador.
· Recommended:
· Ballentine, Karen and Jake Sherman. 2003. Beyond Greed and Grievance. Boulder; Lynne Rienner.

· Casper, Gretchen. 1995. Fragile Democracies. Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press.

· Collier, P., and A. Hoeffler. 1998. On Economic Causes of Civil War. Oxford Economic Papers 50: 563-73.

· Collier, P., and A. Hoeffler. 2004. Greed and Grievance in Civil War. Oxford Economic Papers 56: 563-95.

· Fearon, J. 2005. Primary Commodity Exports and Civil War. Journal of Conflict Resolution 49:483-507.
· Lohman, Susanne. 1994. The Dynamics of Informational Cascades: The Monday Demonstrations in Leipzig, East Germany, 1987–199. World Politics 1:42-101.

· Maves, Jessica and Alex Braithwaite. 2013. Autocratic Institutions and Civil Conflict Contagion. Journal of Politics 75:478-490.
· Moore, Will H. 1995. Rational Rebels: Overcoming the Free-Rider Problem. Political Research Quarterly 48: 417-454.
· Weinstein, Jeremy M. 2007. Inside Rebellion. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
April 8: Civil War I

· Goodwin, No Other Way Out. 
· Recommended:

· Bueno de Mesquita, B., & Downs, G. W. 2005. Development and Democracy. Foreign Affairs 84:77-86.

· Hartzell, Caroline and Matthew Hoddie. 2003. Institutionalizing Peace: Power Sharing and Post-Civil War Conflict Management. American Journal of Political Science 47:318-332.
· Hegre, Havard, Tanja Ellingsen, Scott Gates, and Nils Petter Gleditsch. 2001. Toward a Democratic Civil Peace? Democracy, Political Change, and Civil War, 1816-1992. American Political Science Review 95:33-48.

· Hegre, Havard. 2004. The Duration and Termination of Civil War. Journal of Peace Research 41:243-252.

· Sambanis, Nicholas. 2004. Using Case Studies to Expand Economic Models of Civil War. Perspectives on Politics 2:259-279.

· Walter, Barbara F. 2004. Does Conflict Beget Conflict? Explaining Recurring Civil War. Journal of Peace Research 41:371-388. 

April 15: No Class: MPSA conference

April 22: Civil War II

· Kalyvas, The Logic of Violence in Civil War.
· Recommended:

· Gleditsch, Kristian Skrede and Andrea Ruggeri. 2010. Political Opportunity Structures, Democracy, and Civil War. Journal of Peace Research 47:299-310.

· Kalyvas, Stathis. 2003. The Ontology of “Political Violence”: Action and Identity in Civil Wars. Perspectives on Politics 1(3):475-494.

· Kalyvas, Stathis. 2004. The Paradox of Terrorism in Civil War. The Journal of Ethics 8 (1):97-138.

· Kalyvas, Stathis. 2006. The Logic of Violence in Civil War. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

· Schneider, Gerald and Nina Wiesehomeier. 2008. Rules that Matter; Political Institutions and the Diversity Conflict Nexus. Journal of Peace Research 45:183-203.

· Sobek, David and Caroline Payne. 2010. A Tale of Two Types: Rebel Goals and the Onset of Civil Wars. International Studies Quarterly 54:213-240.

· Sobek, David. 2010. Masters of their Domain: The Role of State Capacity in Civil Wars. Journal of Peace Research 47:267-271.

· Valentino, Benjamin A. 2004. Final Solutions: Mass Killing and Genocide in the 20th Century. Cornell University Press.
April 29: Housekeeping
Academic Dishonesty
The Department of Political Science, along with the College of the Liberal Arts and the University, takes violations of academic dishonesty seriously. Observing basic honesty in one's work, words, ideas, and actions is a principle to which all members of the community are required to subscribe.

All course work by students is to be done on an individual basis unless an instructor clearly states that an alternative is acceptable. Any reference materials used in the preparation of any assignment must be explicitly cited. Students uncertain about proper citation are responsible for checking with their instructor.

In an examination setting, unless the instructor gives explicit prior instructions to the contrary, whether the examination is in‑class or take‑home, violations of academic integrity shall consist but are not limited to any attempt to receive assistance from written or printed aids, or from any person or papers or electronic devices, or of any attempt to give assistance, whether the one so doing has completed his or her own work or not. 

Lying to the instructor or purposely misleading any Penn State administrator shall also constitute a violation of academic integrity.

In cases of any violation of academic integrity it is the policy of the Department of Political Science to follow procedures established by the College of the Liberal Arts.  More information on academic integrity and procedures followed for violation can be found at: 

http://www.la.psu.edu/CLA-Academic_Integrity/integrity.shtml
Disabilities

The Pennsylvania State University encourages qualified people with disabilities to participate in its programs and activities and is committed to the policy that all people shall have equal access to programs, facilities, and admissions without regard to personal characteristics not related to ability, performance, or qualifications as determined by University policy or by state or federal authorities. If you anticipate needing any type of accommodation in this course or have questions about physical access, please tell the instructor as soon as possible. Reasonable accommodations will be made for all students with disabilities, but it is the student's responsibility to inform the instructor early in the term. Do not wait until just before an exam to decide you want to inform the instructor of a learning disability; any accommodations for disabilities must be arranged well in advance.
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