Professor Keiser
POSC 216 – Direct Democracy
Winter 2007


This will be a discussion-based seminar in which students will carry the burden of the discussion.  This requires close reading of the material; I recommend that you extract, from each set of readings, two or three ideas (along with pagination) that you will be ready to discuss in a prepared, coherent manner.  Be prepared to explain why some quote is interesting and perhaps how it relates to previous materials.  The readings in this course has been produced by learned, hard-working scholars.  When you read the materials, your first predisposition should be to appreciate the wisdom that the authors are sharing.  Only after you have accomplished this should you begin to view the article from a critical frame. 

This course will also require independent, self-motivated exploration.  I expect you to follow up interesting footnotes and draw the attention of the class to them.  I expect you to look on relevant websites and peruse scholarly journals for articles and insights about our class material that the syllabus has overlooked.  

Broad Questions of the course

What is the history of the initiative and referendum?  Investigating this question might take us to an analysis of the debates between the Federalists and Anti-Federalists as well as a close reading of the Federalist Papers.  We would certainly want to examine the historical circumstances that led to the creation of these tools of direct democracy.  Why were they created in the few states that created them, why did other states reject them, what has contributed to their uneven spread across the US?

Are the tools of direct democracy a useful addition and complement to the republican institutions of representative democracy?  Do they merely replicate the same outcomes that would occur in legislatures?  Do they suffer from the same drawbacks, or worse?  Do they add, or promise to add, any qualities to democratic discourse, to the quality of citizenship, to participation, or to the justice of governance?

What is the record of the referendum in other democracies?  The initiative and referendum are not particular to American democracy.  Many nations have a much broader experience with these institutions. How is the structure and function of these institutions different in other countries than it is in the US?

******************

Jan. 4: Alan Tarr,   ; Bowler, Donovan, and Tolbert, chapters 1-2.

Jan. 9: R. Dalton, “Political participation,” “Values in Change,” “The Democratic Process,” Citizen Politics: Public Opinion and Political Parties in Advanced Industrial Societies. AND S. Craig, “An Ethos of Democracy” and “Popular discontent and the future of American politics,” The Malevolent Leaders. What problems of American Democracy are identified and what are the causes?


POSC 316: One Page Assignment due 9 am: A. Downs, “The Statics and Dynamics of Party Ideologies” An Economic Theory of Democracy. AND D. Amy, “Encouraging Issue-oriented campaigns,” Real Choices, New Voices.  Why is issue-oriented politics uncommon in American politics, according to these authors?  Using your own wisdom, are there virtues for the stability of American democracy that are “silver-linings” in this problem that the authors do not identify?

Jan. 11: Smith and Tolbert, chs. 1-4.  

POSC 316: Note assignment due on 1/18.

Jan. 16: Smith and Tolbert, chs. 5, 7 & Lupia, “Shortcuts versus encyclopedias.”

Jan. 18: Wilson, Organizations and Public Policy, ch. 10.

POSC 316 Assignment Due 9 am: Three page summary, using no quotations of two articles.  In addition to summary, explain why Gamble’s thesis is intuitively appealing.  Also, what kinds of evidence do these authors use and do they provide a definitive refutation of Gamble’s argument?  Frey, “Does the Popular Vote Destroy Civil Rights” AND T. Donovan, “Direct Democracy and Minority Rights.”  Be ready to discuss your paper in class.  Significant Late Penalty.

Jan. 23: Glantz and Balbach, chs. 1-5.

POSC 316 students must meet with the instructor this week about paper topics.

Jan. 25: Glantz and Balbach, chs. 6-10.

Jan.30: Glantz and Balbach, chs. 11-16.

POSC 316 Assignment due 9 am: Find two academic book reviews of this book and summarize the significant positives and negatives offered by the reviewers in 2-3 pages.  Be prepared to orally defend your choices of what is significant. Also, demonstrate your ability to use the SSCI database by producing 2 citations of scholarly articles that cited this book.  The citations should be turned in with this assignment on a separate page. 

Feb. 1:  Midterm Examination for POSC 216 will be distributed on Wednesday, 1/31 and will be due on Friday 2/2.  For POSC 316, turn in a statement of your research topic, some of your literature review, and a bibliography of ten sources beyond course material by Feb. 6 at 9 am.

MIDTERM BREAK

Feb. 6: Broder, Democracy Derailed, entire book.   

Feb. 8: Further Discussion of Broder.

POSC 316 Assignment: Be prepared for question and answer on Citrin, “Who’s the Boss?” 

Feb. 13: Bowler, Donovan and Tolbert, chs. 5, 7, 8.

Feb. 15: Bowler, Donovan and Tolbert, chs. 9-12.

POSC 316 Two page assignment explaining the contribution of the following articles: Bowlerand Donovan, “Measuring the Effect of Direct Democracy” and Lupia and Matsusaka.  Would either of these articles make a significant contribution to the syllabus?  If so, for what reasons and if not, why is their main argument not an advance of our previous readings?
Feb. 20: 

POSC 316 Draft of 12-15 pages of text (not outline) due 9 am.

Feb. 22: Oliver and Marwell, “A Theory of the Critical Mass.” And Marwell, and Oliver, “Social Networks and Collective Action.”  
Feb. 27:

Mar. 1: Caves, “Seattle, Washington” and Calavita, “Growth Machines,” and Matsusaka, “I and R in American Cities: Basic Patterns.”
Mar. 6:

Mar. 8:

