
POL 242:  
Comparative Politics Core Seminar1 

 
 
Instructor: Lauren Young (leyou@ucdavis.edu)  
Seminar Time: Tuesday 12:10-3pm 
Seminar Location: Kerr 593 
Office Hours: Thursday 1-3pm in Kerr 665 or by appointment. For the best feedback, 
email your question or memo 24 hours in advance of the meeting.   
 
 
Overview 
 
This seminar aims to introduce students to some of the central topics, concepts, and 
questions in the field of comparative politics. The course is designed to familiarize 
students with the field as it stands today and will focus on relatively recent contributions. 
This course does not pretend to cover the most important or foundational articles and 
books in the field. We will focus on what I see as the frontier of research being done by 
political scientists and scholars from related disciplines. The most important goals of the 
course are to stimulate students’ curiosity, to give a broad overview of the range of 
methodological approaches that can be used to tackle important questions, and to 
motivate students to identify areas where there is potential for making a contribution to 
the discipline. However, students specially interested in comparative politics should 
become familiar with the more classical, foundational articles and books throughout 
their Ph.D. program. 
 
We will not focus on any specific region of the world. Rather, throughout the semester, 
we will analyze substantive topics that are central to the current debates in comparative 
politics, including: the importance and origins of institutions, democratic and 
authoritarian regimes, the role of the state, political representation and accountability, 
violence, social and political change, and survival of democracy. 
 
Assignments 
 
Assignment #1: Critical reviews (x4). 
 
Deadline: by midnight on Monday before the class session when the articles will be 
discussed.   
 
The first assignment for the course is a 5-page double-spaced written critical review of 
one week of assigned readings. During the first day of class students will sign up for 
weeks to review. The review must provide a critical analysis of the week’s readings and 
advance an argument. These reviews do not need to cover all of the material assigned 
during the week, but they should cover more than one assigned reading. Focus on 

 
1 This syllabus draws from courses designed by Gabriella Montinola, Arturas Rozenas, Pablo Querubin, 
and Philip Roeder. 



identifying the most important contribution of each piece of research that you discuss 
and/or pointing out where the assigned readings agree or diverge. You will turn this 
assignment in by uploading it to the week’s discussion prompt on Canvas. 
 
Assignment #2: Final paper.  
 
Deadlines: outline due Friday Nov 22. Final paper due Friday Dec 6.  
  
Your final assignment is an 8-10 page literature review on a question of your choice. You 
can expand on the literature on a question covered in class, or choose a different question 
in comparative politics that interests you. You will select a research question in the field 
of comparative politics and identify 2-3 specific answers to that question that have been 
published in books from university presses and/or the top journals in the field.2 Critically 
compare and contrast the works. Discuss what we have learned about the topic and what 
remains to be understood. Suggest directions for future research. You will also submit an 
outline for this literature review for feedback from the professor.  
 
Assignment #3: Participation 
 
Deadline for comments/questions: by midnight on Monday before the class session 
when the article will be discussed.   

Preparing for class is a good way to ensure a good participation grade. Outlining material 
and coming to class with a list of questions and comments are both great ways to prepare, 
and these notes will continue to be useful as you study for comps and do your own later 
research and teaching.  

To kick off the discussion in class, each participant will submit at least two questions or 
comments on the assigned readings to Canvas. Please take a few minutes to review the 
questions/comments that your classmates submit before class. You do not need to post 
separate discussion questions/comments during weeks when you post a response paper.  

If you need to miss a session, you can still get participation credit by writing an extra 
response paper for the session that you missed. This extra response paper is due by 
midnight before the start of the class that you miss. 

 
Grading 
 
Final grades will be calculated based on: 
 
Critical reviews – 40%  
Literature review – 40% 

 
2 Top university presses for comparative politics include Princeton UP, Cambridge UP, and Oxford UP. 
Journals include the American Political Science Review, American Journal of Political Science, Journal of 
Politics, Comparative Political Studies, Comparative Politics, and World Politics.  



Participation – 20%  
 
Assignments should be posted on the course website by the start of class on the day that 
they are due. Late assignments will be docked 1/3 of a letter grade for each 24 hours that 
they are late.  
 
Good writing is important for publishing, so please make sure to edit and proofread 
carefully. Written assignments should have a clear structure and language should be 
precise. Please include page numbers. Double-space your submissions unless otherwise 
specified.  
 
If you are having any problems with the course, talk to me. If you need to turn in 
something late, let me know in advance. My goal is to incentivize you to learn and 
practice new skills and I am happy to figure out an alternative way to enable you to do 
that if you have a personal challenge during the quarter. 
 
 
Resources 
 
Writing Center – writing support through courses and one-on-one consultations. 
Counseling Services - student-centered mental health services, advocacy, outreach, and 
consultation. 
HDAPP – support related to harassment and discrimination.  
Ombuds – confidential, independent, impartial, and informal problem-solving and 
conflict management resource. 
CARE – education and support around gender and sexual violence.  
The Pantry – free food.  
Student disability center – accommodations for disabilities.   
Code of academic conduct – guidance around plagiarism, cheating, disruption, or 
unauthorized use of course materials.  
 
 
Sessions 
 
1 – Introduction: Theory and methods in comparative politics – Oct 1 
What are the goals of comparative politics research? What methods can we use to pursue 
those goals?  
 
Required:  

1. William Roberts Clark and Matt Golder. Big Data, Causal Inference, and Formal 
Theory: Contradictory Trends in Political Science?: Introduction. PS: Political 
Science and Politics, 48(1):65-70, 2015. 

2. Tom Pepinsky. “The return of the single-country study.” Annual Review of 
Political Science, 22: 187-203, 2019. 

3. Cyrus Samii. “The problem-solving approach and social science methodology.” 
Oxford Handbook of Engaged Methodological Pluralism, eds. Janet Box-



Steffensmeier, Valeria Sinclair-Chapman, and Dino Christenson, Oxford 
University Press, forthcoming. 

 
Recommended: 

1. James D. Fearon. “Counterfactuals and Hypothesis Testing in Political Science” 
World Politics, Vol. 43, No. 2 (Jan., 1991), pp. 169-195. 

2. James Mahoney, “The Logic of Process Tracing Tests in the Social Sciences,” 
Sociological Methods and Research, 41:4 (November 2012), 566-590. 

3. Barbara Geddes, “How the cases you choose affect the answers you get:  
Selection bias in comparative politics.” Political Analysis 2, 1991, pp. 131-50. 

4. John D Huber. Is Theory Getting Lost in the Identification Revolution"? 
Newsletter of the Political Economy Section of the American Political Science 
Association, 2013. http://themonkeycage.org/2013/06/is-theory-getting-lost-in-
the-identification-revolution/. 

5. Adam Przeworski. Is the Science of Comparative Politics Possible? In Carles 
Boix and Susan C. Stokes, editors, The Oxford Handbook of Comparative 
Politics, chapter 6. Oxford University Press, New York, 2007. 

6. Susan C Stokes. A Defense of Observational Research. In Field Experiments and 
their critics: Essays on the Uses and Abuses of Experimentation in the Social 
Sciences, pages 33(57). Yale University Press New Haven, 2014. 

7. Angus Deaton. Instruments, Randomization, and Learning about Development. 
Journal of Economic Literature, 48(2):424-455, 2010. 

8. Robert H. Bates. “From Case Studies to Social Science: A Strategy for Political 
Research” in Comparative Politics: Rationality, Culture and Structure. 2nd 
edition. 

9. Evan Lieberman, “Nested Analysis as a Mixed-Method Strategy for Comparative 
Research,” American Political Science Review 99 (August 2005): 435-452. 

10. Elizabeth Levy-Paluck, The Promising Integration of Qualitative Methods and 
Field Experiments, Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social 
Science, 628, March 2010: 59-71 

11. Abadie, A., Diamond, A., & Hainmueller, J. (2015). Comparative politics and the 
synthetic control method. American Journal of Political Science, 59(2), 495-510. 

12. Dunning, Thad. Natural experiments in the social sciences: A design-based 
approach. Cambridge University Press, 2012.  

13. Donald P. Moynihan. “How Can Scholars Help to Embed Institutions of Public-
Sector Change? (Or Things I Wish I’d Known When I Was a Grad Student).” 
Perspectives on Public Management and Governance, 5(4), 276–287, December 
2022. 

 
 
2 – Transitions to and from democracy – Oct 8 
How should we conceptualize and measure democracy? When does democracy emerge? 
 
Required: 

1. Coppedge, M., Gerring, J., Altman, D., Bernhard, M., Fish, S., Hicken, A., 
Kroenig, M., Lindberg, S.I., McMann, K., Paxton, P. and Semetko, H.A., 2011. 



Conceptualizing and measuring democracy: A new approach. Perspectives on 
Politics, 9(2), pp.247-267. 

2. Little, Andrew and Anne Meng. 2023. Measuring democratic backsliding. PS: 
Political Science & Politics, pp.1-13. 

3. Acemoglu, Daron and James A. Robinson. 2006. Economic Origins of 
Dictatorship and Democracy. Cambridge University Press. Chapters 1 & 2, 1-47. 

4. Treisman, Daniel. 2020. Democracy by mistake: How the errors of autocrats 
trigger transitions to freer government. American Political Science 
Review, 114(3): 792-810. 

 
Recommended:  

1. Lipset, Seymour M. 1959. “Some Social Requisites of Democracy: Economic 
Development and Political Legitimacy.” American Political Science Review 
53(1):69-105. 

2. Barrington Moore. 1966. Social Origins of Dictatorship and Democracy: Lord 
and Peasant in the Making of the Modern World. 

3. Gabriel A. Almond and Sidney Verba. 1965. Civic Culture: Political Attitudes 
and Democracy in Five Nations. (Boston, MA:Little, Brown and Co.)  

4. Robert D. Putnam. 1993. Making Democracy Work: Civic Traditions in Modern 
Italy. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.  

5. Ronald Inglehart, Culture Shift in Advanced Industrial Society (Princeton, 1990). 
6. Samuel P. Huntington. The Third Wave: Democratization in the Late Twentieth 

Century. University of Oklahoma Press, 1991. 
7. Ziblatt, D., & Capoccia, G. (2010). The Historical Turn in Democratization 

Studies. Comparative Political Studies, 43: 931-968. 
8. 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: Cambridge UP. 

9. Haggard, Stephan, and Robert Kaufman. 2012. “Inequality and Regime Change: 
Democratic Transitions and the Stability of Democratic Rule.” American Political 
Science Review 106(3): 495–516. 

10. Haggard, Stephan and Robert Kaufman. 2016. Dictators and Democrats: Masses, 
Elites, and Regime Change. Princeton, NJ: Princeton UP.  

11. Ahmed, A.T. and David Stasavage. 2020. Origins of early democracy. American 
Political Science Review, 114(2), pp.502-518. 

 
 
3 – Representation and responsiveness – Oct 15 
Does democratic representation matter? Does information enable democratic 
accountability?  
 
Required:  

1. Ferraz, Claudio, and Federico Finan. 2008. Exposing corrupt politicians: the 
effects of Brazil's publicly released audits on electoral outcomes. The Quarterly 
Journal of Economics 123(2): 703-745. 



2. Grossman, Guy and Kristin Michelitch. 2018. Information dissemination, 
competitive pressure, and politician performance between elections: A field 
experiment in Uganda. American Political Science Review, 112(2): 280-301. 

3. Clayton, Amanda and Par Zetterberg. 2018. Quota shocks: Electoral gender 
quotas and government spending priorities worldwide. The Journal of 
Politics, 80(3): 916-932. 

4. Adams, Jim, David Bracken, Noam Gidron, Will Horne, Diana Z. O’Brien and K 
Senk. 2023. “Can’t we all just get along? How women MPs can ameliorate 
affective polarization in Western publics.” American Political Science Review 
117(1): 318-324. 

 
Recommended:  

1. Timothy Besley, ‘Political Selection’, Journal of Economic Perspectives in 
Politics, 19, no. 3 (2005), 43–60. 

2. James D. Fearon, ‘Electoral Accountability and Control of Politicians: Selecting 
Good Types versus Sanctioning Poor Performance’, in Adam Przeworski, Susan 
C. Stokes and Bernard Manin, eds, Democracy, Accountability, and 
Representation (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999), pp. 55–97. 

3. Saad Gulzar, 2021. Who enters politics and why? Annual Review of Political 
Science 24: 253-75.  

4. Amanda Clayton, 2021. How do electoral gender quotas affect policy?. Annual 
Review of Political Science, 24, pp.235-252. 

5. Chattopadhyay, Raghabendra, and Duflo, Esther. 2004. “Women as Policy 
Makers: Evidence from a Randomized Policy Experiment in 
India.” Econometrica 72 (5): 1409–43. 

6. Grossman, Guy, Kristin Michelitch, and Carlo Prato. 2024. The effect of 
sustained transparency on electoral accountability. American Journal of Political 
Science 68(3): 1022-1040. 

7. Gulzar, S. and Khan, M.Y., 2024. Good politicians: Experimental evidence on 
motivations for political candidacy and government performance. Review of 
Economic Studies, p.rdae026. 

8. Goyal, T., 2023. Representation from below: How women’s grassroots party 
activism promotes equal political participation. American Political Science 
Review, pp.1-16. 

 
 
4 – Authoritarian institutions – Oct 22 
What is an institution? How do they change? What are the primary threats to autocrats? 
Do democratic institutions facilitate authoritarian powersharing? 
 
Required: 

1. Avner Greif and David Laitin. A Theory of Endogenous Institutional Change. 
American Political Science Review, 98(4), 2004.  

2. Svolik, Milan W. 2012. The Politics of Authoritarian Rule. Cambridge University 
Press. Chapters 1 and 2.  



3. Magaloni, Beatriz. Voting for Autocracy: Hegemonic Party Survival and Its 
Demise in Mexico. Cambridge University Press, 2006. Introduction,  

4. Malesky, Edmund and Paul Schuler. 2010. Nodding or needling: Analyzing 
delegate responsiveness in an authoritarian parliament. American Political 
Science Review, 104(3): 482-502. 

 
Recommended: 

1. Slater, Dan. Ordering power: Contentious politics and authoritarian leviathans in 
Southeast Asia. Cambridge University Press, 2010. 

2. Greitens, Sheena Chestnut. Dictators and their secret police: Coercive institutions 
and state violence. Cambridge University Press, 2016. 

3. Hassan, Mai. 2020. Regime threats and state solutions: Bureaucratic loyalty and 
embeddedness in Kenya. Cambridge University Press. 

4. Boix, Carles, and Milan W. Svolik. 2013. The foundations of limited authoritarian 
government: Institutions, commitment, and power-sharing in dictatorships. The 
Journal of Politics, 75(2), pp.300-316. 

5. Truex, Rory. 2016. Making autocracy work: Representation and responsiveness 
in modern China. Cambridge University Press. 

6. Geddes, Barbara, Joseph G. Wright and Erica Frantz. 2018. How dictatorships 
work: Power, personalization, and collapse. Cambridge University Press. 

7. Roessler, Philip. 2011. The enemy within: Personal rule, coups, and civil war in 
Africa. World Politics, 63(2): 300-346.  

8. Gandhi, Jennifer, and Ellen Lust-Okar. 2009. Elections Under Authoritarianism. 
Annual Review of Political Science, 12:403-422. 

9. Knutsen, C.H., Nygård, H.M. and Wig, T., 2017. Autocratic elections: Stabilizing 
tool or force for change?. World Politics, 69(1), pp.98-143. 

10. Magaloni, Beatriz, and Ruth Kricheli. 2010. “Political order and one-party 
rule.” Annual Review of Political Science 13(1): 123-143. 

11. Jennifer Gandhi and Adam Przeworski. Authoritarian Institutions and the Survival 
of Autocrats. Comparative Political Studies, 40(11):1279-1301, 2007. 

12. Meng, Anne. 2020. Constraining dictatorship. Cambridge University Press.  
 
 
5 – Authoritarian control – Oct 29 
Why do citizens support authoritarian governments? When and why do they dissent? 
How do autocrats shape public opinion? 
  
Required: 

1. Rozenas, Arturas and Denis Stukal. 2019. How autocrats manipulate economic 
news: Evidence from Russia's state-controlled television. The Journal of Politics 
81(3): 982-996. 

2. King, Gary, Jennifer Pan, and Margaret E. Roberts. 2013. How censorship in 
China allows government criticism but silences collective expression. American 
Political Science Review 107(2): 326-343. 

3. Pan, Jennifer, and Alexandra A. Siegel. 2020. “How Saudi crackdowns fail to 
silence online dissent.” American Political Science Review 114(1): 109-125. 



4. Hellmeier, Sebastian, and Nils B. Weidmann. 2020. “Pulling the strings? The 
strategic use of pro-government mobilization in authoritarian 
regimes.” Comparative Political Studies 53(1): 71-108. 

 
Recommended: 

1. Kuran, Timur. 1998. Private truths, public lies: The social consequences of 
preference falsification. Harvard University Press. 

2. Haifeng Huang. Propaganda as signaling. Comparative Politics, 47(4):419-437, 
2015. 

3. King, Gary, Jennifer Pan, and Margaret E Roberts. 2017. How the Chinese 
government fabricates social media posts for strategic distraction, not engaged 
argument. American Political Science Review, 111(3):484-501. 

4. Roberts, Margaret. Censored: distraction and diversion inside China's Great 
Firewall. Princeton University Press, 2018. 

5. Young, Lauren E. 2019. The psychology of state repression: Fear and dissent 
decisions in Zimbabwe. American Political Science Review 113(1): 140-155. 

6. LeBas, Adrienne, and Lauren E. Young. 2024. “Repression and dissent in 
moments of uncertainty: Panel data evidence from Zimbabwe.” American 
Political Science Review 118(2): 584-601. 

7. Guriev, Sergei, and Daniel Treisman. 2022. Spin dictators: The changing face of 
tyranny in the 21st century. Princeton University Press. 

8. Hassan, Mai, Daniel Mattingly, and Elizabeth R. Nugent. 2022. Political 
control. Annual Review of Political Science 25(1): 155-174. 

9. Kohno, M., Montinola, G.R. and Winters, M.S., 2023. Foreign pressure and 
public opinion in target states. World Development, 169, p.106305. 

 
 
NO CLASS NOV 5 – ELECTION DAY 
 
 
6 – The state – Nov 12 
When do states emerge? What is the effect of state presence?  
 
Required: 

1. Sánchez De La Sierra, Raul. 2020. On the origins of the state: Stationary bandits 
and taxation in eastern Congo. Journal of Political Economy, 128(1), pp.32-74. 

2. Garfias, Francisco. 2018. Elite competition and state capacity development: 
Theory and evidence from post-revolutionary Mexico. American Political Science 
Review 112(2): 339-357. 

3. Blair, Christopher. 2023. The fortification dilemma: Border control and rebel 
violence. American Journal of Political Science OnlineFirst. 

4. Ziblatt, Daniel, Hanno Hilbig, and Daniel Bischof. “Wealth of Tongues: Why 
peripheral regions vote for the radical right in Germany.” American Political 
Science Review FirstView, 2023.  

 
Recommended:  



1. Tilly, Charles. 1990. Coercion, capital, and European states, AD 990–1990. 
Blackwell. 

2. Centeno, Miguel Angel. Blood and debt: War and the nation-state in Latin 
America. Penn State Press, 2002. 

3. Herbst, Jeffrey. States and power in Africa: Comparative lessons in authority and 
control. Vol. 149. Princeton University Press, 2014. 

4. Migdal, Joel S. 1988. Strong Societies and Weak States. Princeton, NJ: Princeton 
University Press. 

5. Migdal, Joel S., Atul Kohli, and Vivienne Shue, State Power and Social Forces: 
Domination and Transformation in the Third World. (New York: Cambridge 
University Press).  

6. Bates, Robert H. 1981. Markets and States in Tropical Africa: the Political Basis 
of Agricultural Policies. (Berkeley, CA: University of California Press). 

7. Levi, Margaret. 1988. Of Rule and Revenue.  (Berkeley, CA: University of 
California Press). 

8. Kasara, Kimuli. 2007. Tax me if you can: Ethnic geography, democracy, and the 
taxation of agriculture in Africa. American Political Science Review, 101(1), 
pp.159-172. 

 
 
7 – Assimilation and accommodation – Nov 19 
When do states permit expressions of diversity? How does national identity emerge?  
 
Required:  

1. Carter, Christopher. 2024. Extraction, Assimilation, and Accommodation: The 
Historical Foundations of Indigenous–State Relations in Latin America. American 
Political Science Review, 118(1): 38-53. 

2. Michalopoulos, Stelios, and Elias Papaioannou, 2016. The long-run effects of the 
scramble for Africa. American Economic Review, 106(7), pp.1802-1848. 

3. Abdelgadir, Aala, and Vasiliki Fouka, 2020. Political secularism and Muslim 
integration in the West: Assessing the effects of the French headscarf 
ban. American Political Science Review, 114(3): 707-723. 

4. Hager, Anselm, Hanno Hilbig, and Sascha Riaz. 2024. Refugee labor market 
access increases support for immigration. Comparative Political Studies, 57(5): 
749-777. 

 
Recommended:  

1. Lijphart, Arendt. 1969. Consociational democracy. World politics, 21(2): 207-
225.  

2. Miguel, Ted. 2004. Tribe or nation? Nation building and public goods in Kenya 
versus Tanzania. World Politics, 56(3): 327-362. 

3. Robinson, Amanda. 2014. National versus ethnic identification in Africa: 
Modernization, colonial legacy, and the origins of territorial nationalism. World 
Politics, 66(4): 709-746. 

4. Nunn, Nathan and Leonard Wantchekon, 2011. The slave trade and the origins of 
mistrust in Africa. American Economic Review, 101(7), pp.3221-3252. 



5. Choi, Danny Donghyun, Mathias Poertner, and Nicolas Sambanis. 2022. Native 
Bias. Princeton University Press.  

6. Myers, Emily, Audrey Sacks, Juan F. Tellez, and Erik Wibbels. 2024. Forced 
displacement, social cohesion, and the state: Evidence from eight new 
studies. World Development, 173, p.106416. 

 
 
8 – Redistribution – Nov 26 
When do citizens support policies to redistribute wealth? When and where do welfare 
programs emerge? 
 
Required: 

1. Rehm, P., Hacker, J.S. and Schlesinger, M., 2012. Insecure alliances: Risk, 
inequality, and support for the welfare state. American Political Science 
Review, 106(2): 386-406. 

2. Shayo, Moses. 2009. A model of social identity with an application to political 
economy: Nation, class, and redistribution. American Political science 
review, 103(2):147-174. 

3. Scheve, Kenneth, and David Stasavage. 2012. Democracy, war, and wealth: 
lessons from two centuries of inheritance taxation. American Political Science 
Review, 106(1): 81-102. 

4. Paglayan, Agustina S. 2021. The non-democratic roots of mass education: 
Evidence from 200 years. American Political Science Review, 115(1):179-198. 

 
Recommended: 

1. Przeworski, Adam and Michael Wallerstein. 1988. “Structural Dependence of the 
State on Capital.” American Political Science Review 82(1): 11-29. 

2. Meltzer, Allan H., and Scott F. Richard. 1981. A Rational Theory of the Size of 
Government. Journal of Political Economy 89(October): 914-27.  

3. Esping-Andersen, Gosta. 1990. The Three Worlds of Welfare Capitalism. 
Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.  

4. Huber, Evelyn, and John D. Stephens. 2001. Development and Crisis of the 
Welfare State: Parties and Policies in Global Markets. Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press.  

5. Alesina, Alberto and Edward L. Glaeser. 2004. Fighting poverty in the US and 
Europe: A world of difference. Oxford University Press. 

6. Mares, Isabela. 2003. The Politics of Social Risk. Business and Welfare State 
Development. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.  

7. Mares, Isabela, and Matthew E. Carnes. 2009. Social policy in developing 
countries. Annual Review of Political Science, 12(1): 93-113. 

8. Iversen, Torben, and David Soskice. 2006. Electoral institutions and the politics 
of coalitions: Why some democracies redistribute more than others. American 
Political Science Review, 100(2): 165-181. 

9. Alt, J. and Torben Iversen. 2017. Inequality, labor market segmentation, and 
preferences for redistribution. American Journal of Political Science, 61(1): 21-
36. 



10. Bénabou, Roland, and Jean Tiróle. 2006. "Belief in a Just World and 
Redistributive Politics." Quarterly Journal of Economics 121(2): 699-746. 

11. Holland, Alicia C., 2017. Forbearance as redistribution: The politics of informal 
welfare in Latin America. Cambridge University Press.  

12. Pan, Jennifer. 2020. Welfare for autocrats: How social assistance in China cares 
for its rulers. Oxford University Press, USA. 

 
 
9 – Violence – Dec 3 
Where does violence occur during conflict? What are its effects? 
 
Required: 

1. Gilligan, Michael J., Prabin Khadka, and Cyrus Samii. 2023. “Intrinsic social 
incentives in state and non-state armed groups.” American Political Science 
Review 117(1): 22-41.  

2. Tellez, Juan F. 2022. Land, opportunism, and displacement in civil wars: 
Evidence from Colombia. American Political Science Review, 116(2): 403-418. 

3. Bauer, Michal, Christopher Blattman, Julie Chytilová, Joseph Henrich, Edward 
Miguel, and Tamar Mitts. 2016. “Can war foster cooperation?” Journal of 
Economic Perspectives 30(3): 249-274. 

4. Arturas Rozenas and Yuri Zhukov. Mass repression and political loyalty: 
Evidence from Stalin's ‘terror by hunger’. American Political Science Review, 
2019. 

 
Recommended:  

1. Paul Collier and Anke Hoeffler, 2004. Greed and grievance in civil war. Oxford 
Economic Papers, 56(4):563-595, 10. 

2. Oeindrila Dube and Juan Vargas. Commodity Price Shocks and Civil Conflict: 
Evidence from Colombia. The Review of Economic Studies, 80(4):1384-1421, 
2013. 

3. Stathis N. Kalyvas. The Logic of Violence in Civil War. Cambridge University 
Press, New York, 2006. 

4. Blattman, Christopher, and Edward Miguel. 2010. “Civil War.” Journal of 
Economic Literature 48(1): 3–57. 

5. Cohen, Dara Kay. 2017. “The Ties That Bind: How Armed Groups Use Violence 
to Socialize Fighters.” Journal of Peace Research 54(5): 701–14. 

6. Hoover Green, Amerlia. 2016. “The Commander’s Dilemma: Creating and 
Controlling Armed Group Violence.” Journal of Peace Research 53 (5): 619–32. 

7. Weinstein, Jeremy M. 2006. Inside Rebellion: The Politics of Insurgent Violence. 
New York: Cambridge University Press. 

8. Wood, Elisabeth Jean. 2003. Insurgent Collective Action and Civil War in El 
Salvador. New York: Cambridge University Press. 

9. Young, Lauren E. 2019. “The psychology of state repression: Fear and dissent 
decisions in Zimbabwe.” American Political Science Review 113(1): 140-155. 

10. Nugent, Elizabeth R. 2020. After repression: How polarization derails democratic 
transition. Princeton University Press. 


