Political Science 389: Comparative Elections & Electoral Reform
Universty of Michigan
Monday and Wednesday 10-11:30, 1250 USB
Winter 2007

Prof. Allen Hicken GS: JoshuaGubler
D epatment of Politicd Science jgub@umich.edu
7642 Haven Hall

Office Hours: Wed: 2-4.

Phone 615-9105

Email: ahicken@umich.edu

Find Exam: Wednesday, April 25, 4:00 pm - 6:00 pm

Course Description:

This course examines the problem of how politicians and policies are selected by citizens. The
mechanics of eections (rules, procedures) have enormous impact on what sorts of choices voters
are offered, wha sorts of coditions politicians form, whose interests get represented in the
policymaking process, and, ultimately, what policies are chosen. For this reason, politicians fight
tenacioudy to shape the rules unde which they compete. This course will investigate what rules
matter, and why, and will draw from abroad array of casesto examine the most important issues a
gsakein current eectord reforms, both in the United Sates and doroad.

This courseis designed for advanced undergraduates. Sudents are expected to have afamiliarity
with the mgor themes, concepts and debaes in political science as covered in PS111 or 140. PS
311, 314 or 340 are ds0 recommended but not required. Sudents who have not had these courses
should see the ingructor about whether this course is gppropriae.

This course has amoderae reading load. On average sudents will be expected to read 40 to 60
pages for each class. Class lectures are designed as asupplement to rather than asummary of the
readings. Sudentswho atend lectures without doing the readings are not likely to dowell in the
course. Likewise, sudentswho do the reading but skip lectures will do poorly. Note the midterm
and find examinaion daes as well as the writing assgnment due daes. No makeup exams will be
given without adoctor@note, or prior approva of the instructor at least two weeks before the exam
dae. All written work is due a the beginning of classthe day it is due. Findly, plagiarism will not be
tolerated and will result in afaling gradefor the course.

Materials
Thereisonly one assgned book, avalable for purchase a the bookstore:

¥ Colomer, Josep M. 2001. Pditia Indituios Demoragy and Sa@a Chae New York: Oxford
University Press,

Therest of the materids are available in one of two ways.
1. Mog readings can befound in an eectronic course pack from Universty Reserves
http://w ww.lib.umich.edu'r eserved .




2. Readings not included in the eectronic course pack [IN CTOOL READINGS
FOLDER] will be posted on the course webste or handed out in class.

PS 389 hasits own homepage on Ctools (http://c toolsumich.edu). If you lose your copy of this
gyllabus, you can find another there. Lecture notes will be placed on the website prior to each class.

The website isdso agood place to see questions from students and my responses. If you send mea
question over email that is of generd interest, 1@ strip off any identifying information (e.g. your
sgn-off, return address) and post both the question and my response on the homepage. Sudents
should fed freeto send responses'c omments/c onjectures to me by email to be posted on the
websdite, so tha it can serve as aforum for out-of-class discussion.

This classis an intengve writing course. You will have multiple opportunitiesto write and to give
and receive feedback about your and othersGriting. I f you find yoursdlf struggling plesse make use
of the wondeaful resources a the Sweetland Writing Center in addition to seeking help from the
ingructor and GS.

Requirements and Grading

Quizzes (6-8): 5%

Take-home exams (2): 30% (15% each)
Reading Memo: 5%

Research Paper: 40%

Find exam: 20%.

Quizzes

You are expected to do the reading assigned for each lecture and be prepared to discussit (which
includes asking questions about it) in class. Needless to say discussing the readings requires that you
bein class. | do not take atendance, but as incentive to those who do the readings and regularly
atend class| will offer 5-8 in class quizzes. These are pop quizzes given a the beginning of each
class. Generdly these will take only afew minutes and will consst of afew basic questions about the
readings on the syllabus for tha day -- main arguments, results, conclusions, etc., or perhgps some
problemsto be solved based on the materids covered in the readings. | will not ask about

obscure information, but rather things tha should be evident if you have done the reading
reasonably carefully. Filling in your name will count as one question (assuming you get it right),
which isto say you® get some credit for showingup. THERE WILL BE NO MAKE-UPSFOR
QUIZZES. However, to dlow for religious holidays, sckness, any other unforeseen absence, or
something that prevents you from doing the reading before a class, each student@lowest quiz grade
(e.g. azero, if you hgppen to miss a class when we have aquiz) will be dropped before the quiz
gradeaverage is cdculated. Everyone gets one miss without pendty.

Exams

There will be two take-home exams during the semester and afind exam (due 2/5 and 3/1 2). These
will test your knowledge of the assigned readings and the materia covered in lectures and class
discussions. The take-home exams will mogt likely be composed of problemsto solve and short
essay questions and will be handed out in the class before they are due. Thefind will combine short
answer (ID-type) questions and essay questions. The find exam is scheduled for Wednesday, April
25, 4:00 pm - 6:00 pm.




Reading Memos

You will be required to write amemo of a least one page, but not longer than 2 pages (see
below for formatting) for any 2 class sessons (so 2 memos totd). One of these memos must be
written for aclass prior to Soring Bresk. These will be graded on the following criteria

1. Up to onepoint for asummary of the readings. What are the big points or contributions of
the readings? How is the reading structured?What are the arguments? And <o forth. | would
expect that you could do thisin aparagraph, two & the mogt.

2. Up to two points for explaining the sgnificance of the reading and/or linking it back to
previous readingsdi scussions. How does the reading add to the debates discussed in class or
in other readings? Does the reading agree or disagree with previous authors?How? Thisis
the meat of the pgper and may take afew paragraphs.

3. Up to one point for contributing an insght, question, or comment on the readings. This
question is not one meant to Gtump the class,Obut rather something you are wrestling with
or wonder. Or, it might be an ingght into how the reading is critical or makes a mgor
contribution, etc. Findly, you might aso offer acritique of the reading. This should only
take aparagrgph, dthough you might write more if you have to explain why a contribution is
especidly sgnificant.

Memos are due a the sart of class on the day the reading for that memo is assigned. They should be
typed, double-gpaced, 12-point font, 1-inch margins dl around. _Late memos will not be

accepted.

Research Paper
Each student isresponsble for producing a 15 page research pgper on atopic relaed to the course.
The paper isdue on the last day of class April 16. Late papers will not be accepted.

The accompanying handout will provide more deails on the research paper and includes alist of
suggested generd topicsin case you are having ahard time getting garted. In order to provideyou
with multiple opportunities for feedback and to bresk the project into smdler, more managesble
chunks we will adhere to the following schedue:

Saement of research question (1 page maximum) 3% (January 22)
Revised Satement of research question 3% (1 page) (January 31)
Research Design (4-5 pages) 5% (February 21)

First dreft of research paper (15 pages) 10% (March 21)

Peer review 4% (T o be completed by April 2)

Find draft of research paper (15 pages) 15% (April 16)

KK K KKK

For the peer review students will be organized into groups of 5. Each group member will read the
paper dréfts of the other four members. The group will then meet outsdeof class prior to April 2to
discuss each paper and offer feedback to the writer. Each group member will produce awritten one
paragraph summary of his’h er commentsto each author (s0 4 paragrgphstotd). A copy should be
given to each writer during the group meeting and a copy of all four paragraphs should be
turned in at the beginning of class on April 2 as proof the assignment was completed.



| mportant Course Policies and Procedures

Studentswith Disabilities
Any sudent with soecid needsbecause of adisability is requested to spesk with the professor by the
end of Week 3 (Jenuary 22).

Readings and L ectures

All readings for this course are mandaory. If you atend class, but do not complete the readings you
are not likely to passthe course. Likewisg, if you complete the readings, but do not atend class, you
are not likely to pass the course. The lectures are desgned to supplementN not smply reviewN the

assigned readings.

Examination Policies

Note the midterm (I and 1) and finad exam daes. No makeup exams will be given without prior
goprova of theingructor a least two weeks before the quiz/e xam dae/deadline or without a
doctor@note submitted to the professor within 1 week of the quiz/e xam.

Plagiarism and Cheating
Any ingance of cheating or plagiarism will result in an E for the course.



Preliminaries

Jn. 8 | CourseIntro
Social Choice Theory and Electoral Rules
Jan. 10 Socid choice and the electorate Colomer 1, 2
Jan. 15 No Class. Martin Luther King, Jr.
Day
Jan. 18 The power of ingtitutions: Same Riker 2,3
preferences, different outcomes
Jan. 22* I ndeterminancy with multiple dternatives | Riker 4
Jan. 24 Votes! Representaion Colomer 3
Jan. 29 Representation! Government Colomer 4
Jan. 31* What can dections achieve? Colomer 5,
Pass-out take- | Can damocracy work? Riker 10
home exam 1
Parties, Representation and Misrepresentation
Feb. 5 Electord Sygems and Party Sysems Cox and Amorim Neto
Take-home
exam 1 due
Feb. 7 Electord Sysgems and representation Powell and Vandberg
Samuels and Shyde
Feb. 12 Women@Qrepresentation Reynolds
Norris
Feb. 14 Party versus candidae-centered electord | Golden and Chang
rules Hicken
Feb. 19 Mixed Systems. Best of both worlds? Shugart
D oorensplect
Feb. 21* Electionsin Divided Societies Lijphart
Reilly
BREAK
Mar. 5 Direct Democracy Economist (Swiss)
LeDuc
White et. d.
Mar. 7 Bdlot Design and Counting Reynoldsand Steenbergen
Pass-out take Niemi & Herrnson
home exam 2

* Pgper assgnment due




Attempts and Electoral Engineering

Mar. 12 Great Britan Britan Jakins Canmssm
Takehome Repat
exam 2 due
Mar. 14 Fiji Fraenkel and Groffman
Thalland Horowitz
Fraenkel and Groffman
Hicken
Mar. 19 Thalland continued Hicken
Jgpan Reed and Thies (Causes and
Conseguences)
Mar. 21* Japan continued McKean and Scheiner
Ity Katz
Bartolini
Reform Issuesin the US
Campaion Finance
Mar. 26 The First Amendment and U.S Corrado
campaign finance reform Ortiz
Mar. 28 | ssue advocacy and the BCRA Mann
Perspectives of the players Potter and Jowers
April 2* Fate of the BCRA USSC BCRA (dudtice Scdiad
dissenting opinion only);
Grosset.d. 2003;
Corrado & Mann 2003
(selections-skim)
Corrado 2006
Redistriding Minority Repressntation and | naumbent Protedtion
April 4 Cumulative Voting and Racid Guinier
Redigtricting US Supreme Court (Shaw v.
Reno)
April 9 Mechanics of modern redigtricting Toobin;
Peters, Bensen, Bullock,
McDondd, and Gaddie
papersfrom
Extesas
April 11 Justiciability of partisan gerrymanders Vidghv. Jdire (Syllabus;

Scdiaopinion; Souter and
Breyer dissents).
Wadhingan Pt

April 16*

Wrap up




READINGS

Colomer, Josep M. 2001. Pditid Indtitutionss Damaragy and Sad Chde New York: Oxford Universty
Press.

Riker, William. LibadisnmAgang Pgoulisn Waveland Press, 1982. (Ch.2-4, 10). Handed out in
Class.

Cox, Gary and Amorim Neto, Octavio. 1997. (Electord ingtitutions, cleavage structures, and the
number of partiesOAmeian Journdl o Pditicd Sene41(1):149-174.

Powell, G.B. and Georg Vanberg. 2000. CElection Laws, Disproportionaity and Median
Correspondence: Implications for Two Visons of Democracy." British Jurnd o Pditicad Soane
30(3): 383-411.

Samuels, David and Richard Shyder. 2001. Orhe Vdue of aVote Maapportionment in Comparative
Perspective. OBritish Jurnd o Pditicd Soene31(4): 651-671.

Reynolds Andrew. 1999. QNVomen in the legidatures and executives of the world - Knocking at the
highest glass celling. OWald Pditics 51(4): 547-572.

Norris, Pippa 2004. Eletad Engnezing V dingRuesand Pditicd Bdavia. Cambridge University
Press. Chapter 8. Pp. 179-208.

Golden, Miriam A. and Eric C.C. Chang. 2001. GCompetitive corruption: Fectiond conflict and
politicd mafeasance in postwar Itdian Christian democracy.OWarld Pditics 53(4)(Jduly):588-622.

Hicken, Allen. 0How Do Rules and | ndtitutions Encourage Vote Buying?0l n Elatiosfar Sae The

Causs Casuanas ad Rdamd V aeBwjingFredeic C. Shaffer, ed. Lynne Rienner. IN
CTOOL READINGSFOLDER

Shugart, Mathew S 2001. "Electord 'efficiency’ and the move to mixed-member sysems." Eletad
Studes20(2)(dune): 173-193.

Doorensplest, Renske. 2005. CElectord Systems and Democratic Quaity: Do Mixed Systems
Combine the Best or the Worst of Both Worlds? An Explorative Quantitative Cross-naiond
Sudy.OActa Pditic, 40:1. pp. 28-49. Handed out in Class.

Lijphart, Arend. 2004. GCongtitutiona Design for Divided SocietiesOJournd of Derorag. 15:2
(April).

Reilly, Benjamin. 2002. CElectord Systems for Divided SocietiesOJournd of Devorag. 12:2 (April).
TheEanaris. 1999. QPolitics brief: The people's voice. OAug 14, 1999,

LeDuc Lawrence. 2003. ThePditisd Diret Darorag. Rdeendunsin a Gldd Pegpative Broadview
Press. (chs. 1and 8)



White, Sephen, Richard Rose, and lan McAllister. 1997. HowvRussaV des Chatham, NJ Chatham
House Publishers, Inc. Pp. 69-109 (chs4-5).

Reynolds Andrew and Marco Seenbergen. 2006. "How the World Votes: The Political
Conseguences of Bdlot Design, Innovation and Manipulation.OEletad Sudes 25:3, 570-598.

Niemi, Richard G., and Paul Herrnson. 2003, Beyond the butterfly: The complexity of U.S
bdlots OPegatives an Pditics 1(2):317-326.

Jakins Carmssan Rgoat (ak.a Reoat d thelndgoandat Carmissan (df theUK) antheV ding Syam)
Vdurel. (Volume 2 recommended, selectively). IN CTOOL READINGSFOLDER
http://w ww.archive.officid-documents.co.uk/do cument/c m40/4 090/c ontentshtm

Fraenkd, Jon and Bernard Grofman. 2006. (D oes the Alternaive Vote Foser Modeadaion in
Ethnicdly Divided Societies?. The Case of Fiji. OCamparaivePditicd Stdes 39:5, June, 623-651.

Horowitz, Donad L. 2006. (Rrategy Takes aHoliday: Fraenkd and Grofman on the Alternative
Vote.OCoparative Pditid Sudes 39:5, June, 652-662.

Fraenkd, Jon and Bernard Grofmf;n. 2006. Orhe Falure of the Alternative Vote asaTool for
Ethnic Moderaion in Fiji.OCarparative Pditicd Sudes 39:5, June, 663-666.

Hicken, Allen. 2006. QParty Fabrication: Congtitutiona Reform and the Rise of Tha Rek ThaiO
Jound d Ead Asan Sudes 6:3, 381-408.

Hicken, Allen. Forthcoming. How Effective are | ntitutiona Reforms?20In Deroray far Sde The
Causs Casuanas ad Rdamd V aeBwjingFredeic C. Shaffer, ed. Lynne Rienner. IN
CTOOL READINGSFOLDER

Reed, Seven R. and Michad F. Thies. 2001. Orhe Causes of Electora Reform in Jgpan.Oln Mixed
Merbe Eletad Syars TheBet d Bah Walds Matthew Soberg Shugart and Martin P.
Wattenberg, eds Oxford University Press.

Reed, Seven R. and Michael F. Thies. 2001. Orhe Consequences of Electord Reform in Japan.Oln
Mixed Marbe Eletad Syers TheBet d Bah Walds Mathew Soberg Shugart and Martin P.
Wattenberg, eds Oxford Universty Press.

McKean, Margaret and Scheiner, Ethan. 2000. Qlspan@New Electord System: Plus lachange...O
Eletara Stdes 19(4):447-477.

Katz, Richard S 2001. QReforming the I tdian Electora Law, 1993.01n Mixed Marbe Eletad
Syers TheBet o Bah Walds Mathew Soberg Shugart and Martin P. Wettenberg, eds
Oxford Univergty Press.

Bartolini, Sefano. 2002. Orhe Political Consequences of the Itaian Mixed Electorad System (1994-
2001.0OPeper prepared for the Conference of (Elections and Democracy,OSocid Science
Ingtitute, Univergity of Lisbon, 1-2 February 2002. IN CTOOL READINGSFOLDER



Corrado, Anthony. 2005. Money and Politics: A history of federd campaign finance law.OAnthony
Corrado, Thomas Mann, Daniel Ortiz, and Trevor Potter, eds TheNevCanpagh Finane
Sarchok. Washington, DC: The Brookings I ngitution. IN CTOOL READINGSFOLDER
http://w ww.brookings.edug s'c f/s ourcebk01/l nternetChapl.pdf

Ortiz, Danid R. 2005. Orhe First Amendment and the limits of campaign finance reform.OAnthony
Corrado, Thomas Mann, Daniel Ortiz, and Trevor Potter, eds TheNevCanpagh Finane
Sarchok. Washington, DC: The Brookings I ngitution. IN CTOOL READINGSFOLDER
http://w ww.brookings.eduqg s'c f/s ourcebk01/l nternetChap3.pdf

Mann, Thomas. 2003, Q.inking Knowledge and Action: Political Science and Campaign Finance
Reform.OPaatives an pditics 1(1):69-83.

Potter, Trevor and Kirk L. Jowers. 2002. Qssue and express advocacy.OAnthony Corrado, Thomas
Mann, Danid Ortiz, and Trevor Potter, eds TheN avCanpaigh Finanee Sarchok. Washington,
DC: The Brookings Ingtitution. IN CTOOL READINGSFOLDER
http://w ww.brook.eduw/dy bdocroot/g S'c f/s ourcebk/I ssueExpressAd.pdf

U.S Supreme Court (2003). Offiaa Rgoatsd the Syorere Caurt. McConnell v. FEC (Bipartisan
Campaign Reform Act). [Justice Scalia® dissenting opinion only requiredN p. 168-186] IN
CTOOL READINGSFOLDER
http://a 257.g.akamaitech.net/7 /2 57/2 422/ 10dec20031140/w wWw.supremecourtus.gov/o pinions
/0 3pdf/0 2-1674.pdf

Gross, Kenneth A., Ki P. Hong, et.d. 2003. GBummary of the Bipartisan Campagn Reform Act and
impact of Supreme Court decison in McConnell v. FEC.OAdde Inped: TheNenddte d thePudic
Affars Caunal. December. IN CTOOL READINGSFOLDER

Corrado, Anthony, Thomas E. Mann, and Trevor Potter, eds 2003. Inddethe Canpaign

FineneBattle Caurt Tegtimoy antheNevRdans Washington D C: Brookings | nstitution Press.
[Sdetions: Q/iews of the advocates Opp.237-256; Primo GCampaign contributions E trust in
government,Opp.285-296; D onor perspectives Opp.297-316; ADfficeholder perspectives,O
pp.317-333]

Corrado, Anthony and Charles A. Dana 2006. Updetean Maney and Pdiitics Party Fundraisngin the
2006 Eletion. Washington D.C. Committee for Economic Development. IN CTOOL
READINGSFOLDER

Guinier, Lani. 1991. ONo Two Seats The Elusive Quest for Political Equaity.OV irgnia L aw Reiev
77(8):1413-1514.

US Supreme Court (1992). Offiad Repatsd the SyorereCaurt vol.509US part 3. Shaw v. Reno:630-
658. [SHections: Syllabus, Opinion (O-Connor)] IN CTOOL READINGSFOLDER
http://s traylight.law.corndl.edu/s upct/h tml/9 2-357.Z O .html

Toobin, Jffrey. 2003. Orhe great dection grab: When does gerrymandering become athrest to
democracy?TheNevYake. December 8, 2003.



The following articlesare dl included in Exterdas A Journd o theCarl Albat Cogessad Reserdh
and Stdes Cate, Fdl 2004. | will providea copy of the journd for each student.

¥
¥

¥
¥

¥

Peters, Ronad M. QRedigtricting and representation:02-4.

Bensen, Clark. CRubstantia political consequences: A practitioner® perspective on
redigtricting05-8.

Bullock, Charles S 111. O'wo generations of redigtricting: An overview:09-13.
McDonad, Michael P. Drawing the line: Redistricting and competition in congressiond
dections014-18.

Gaddie, Rondd Keith. Orhe Texas redigtricting, messure for measure:019-24.

IN CTOOL READINGSFOLDER
http://w ww.ou.edu's pecid/albertctr/c achomehtml

US Supreme Court (2004). Offiad Regpatsd theSyrereCaurt. Vieth v. Jubdlirer [Sdections. Syllabus,
Opinion (Scdia), Dissent 2 (Souter), Dissent 3 (Breyer)]. IN CTOOL READINGSFOLDER

http://s traylioht.law.cornell.edu/'s upct/s earch/di splay.html2erms=vieth&url=/s upct/h tml/0 2-

1580.ZShtml

Redistricting Reconsidered OTheWagingan Pag. 15 N ovember, 2006,

Find: Wednesday, April 25, 4:00 pm - 6:00 pm




