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POLITICAL SCIENCE 421C 
 

COMPARATIVE POLITICS OF DEVELOPING COUNTRIES 
Winter Term: 2012-2013 Term 1 

Instructor: Prof. Anjali Thomas Bohlken 
 

Office: Buchanan C308 
E-mail: anjali.bohlken@ubc.ca 
Office Hours: Thursday 11am to 1pm, or by appointment 
Class Location and Time: Buchanan D214; Tuesday 1pm to 4pm 
 
This seminar will focus on key questions in comparative politics that are particularly 
relevant to countries in the developing world. In particular, we will seek to understand 
and explain four types of challenges or problems frequently faced by developing 
countries: 1) Poor Provision of Public Goods and Services 2) Poor Mechanisms of 
Political Accountability 3) Violent Conflict 4) Low Levels of Economic Development. 
After an introduction and overview of analytical methods, the course will be divided into 
four parts each of which will focus on of the afore-mentioned problems. In each part, we 
will read and engage with cutting edge research in the fields of political science and 
economics that sheds light on why the challenges come about and why outcomes are 
worse in certain places at certain times and not others. While the course will be 
thematically organized, it will derive its empirical material primarily from sub-Saharan 
Africa, East and South Asia and Latin America. 
 
The seminar will involve student presentations, active class participation and a research 
paper. Successful students will come away from the class with a sophisticated grasp of 
the challenges endemic to the developing world as well as with an in-depth knowledge of 
certain country contexts.  They will acquire the analytical skills required to understand 
and critique cutting edge research in the social sciences and will gain experience with 
applying these skills to produce comparative research of their own. 
 
Required Texts: 
There are two books required for purchase for the course: 
 
-Easterly, William. The White Man’s Burden Penguin Books, London. 
 
-Collier, Paul. The Bottom Billion Oxford University Press 
 
All other required reading is in the form of journal articles or papers which can be found 
in the UBC online library database or on the web. 
 
Prerequisites 
Some of the readings employ advanced techniques in statistics, econometrics and game 
theory. Although previous training in these techniques will not be assumed and students 
will not be expected to grasp the nuances of the technical material, students will still be 
expected to engage with this type of material. Specifically, for any given reading, 
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students must be able to evaluate the logic of the argument laid out in non-technical terms 
and must be able to discuss the merits and flaws of the measurement approach and 
research design employed to address the question at hand. 
 
Course Requirements and Assignments 
All of the readings listed on the syllabus are required and students are expected to come 
to class having done the readings for the week and having prepared answers to the 
questions listed in the class participation section below. In terms of attendance, one 
unexcused absence on a week on which you are not presenting is allowed. Additional 
absences will incur a penalty as described in the class participation section. In addition to 
active class participation, there is one research paper and two article reviews or one book 
review and associated seminar presentations. Further details about the assignments are 
given below. 
 
Assignments 
 
1) Article or Book Excerpt Written Review and Associated Seminar Presentation on 
TWO separate weeks [30 percent total] 
 
Length of Written Review: 3 to 4 double spaced pages – must be handed in at the start of 
class. 
Length of Seminar Presentation: Around 15-20 minutes. 
 
The article/book excerpt review and associated seminar presentation should consist of the 
following elements: 

• SHORT Summary of the research question, argument and findings of the 
article/book (1-2 paragraphs) 

• At least three critiques that address one or more of the following points in bullet 
point form:  

o type of evidence used, quality of the evidence 
o assessment of how well the evidence supports the argument 
o assessment of the main contribution of the book or article (Did the article 

or book change your mind about a question? Did it confirm what you 
already suspected? Are you convinced by the findings? Why or why not?) 

• At least three questions or comments relating piece to current events or policy 
questions such as:  

o Arguments about how we should design policies/institutions in light of the 
reading 

o Discussion about relationship of reading to current events 
• Group Summary: Discuss TWO major take away points for the week’s topic that 

addresses all of the readings for the given week. This can be discussed as a group 
and presented by one person at the end of all the seminar presentations, but a 
group summary must be included in each individual written review in order to 
receive credit. 

 
The grading criteria for the review and seminar presentation is as follows: 
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1. Does the review/presentation identify in a succinct fashion the main 
argument/finding/contribution of the reading? [20%] 

2. Does the review/presentation show an understanding of how the evidence 
supports the argument and where it falls short? [20%] 

3. Does the review/presentation raise interesting/thoughtful questions for 
class discussion [20%] 

4. Is the seminar presentation effectively organized and delivered? [20%] 
5. Does the group summary take into account all of the week’s reading and 

succeed in highlighting the major take away points of the given week? 
[20%] 
 

The book excerpt/article written reviews are due by the start of class on the week on 
which you will present. 
 
The weeks for which you will write the outline and present will be driven by a 
combination of your preferences and the goal of ensuring a relatively even distribution of 
presentations across the weeks. By Tuesday, September 18th at noon, you must send me 
an email with a ranked list of four weeks on which you would like to present, choosing 
from Weeks 3 to 8 or Weeks 10 to 12. You should also mention which reading you would 
like to focus on for the given week you choose. I will then use these ranked preferences 
to assign weeks and readings. If you do not email me by the specified time, I will 
arbitrarily assign you to a specific week. You may change weeks/topics through the 
course of the term as long as (a) The student with whom you are switching also agrees (b) 
an e-mail (cc’ing every student whom the change affects) is sent to me at least two weeks 
in advance of your scheduled presentation. 
 
Note that on a given week, there will typically be two or more people presenting. You 
will usually each be assigned a separate piece (article or book excerpt) to critique. You 
must however, as a group, prepare a group summary that synthesizes the major 
arguments and findings of the week’s readings which must appear in the presentation as 
well as in the written review. The summary should show that you have read all of the 
week’s readings and you should discuss TWO points that focus on the major issues over 
which there is agreement or the ones over which there is still debate. Preparing this group 
summary will involve the relevant students assigned for this week being engaged in a 
discussion beforehand outside class. 
 
The two reviews and associated presentations will be worth 30% of your overall grade. If 
a significant improvement is noted in the second presentation of your article or book 
excerpt review, your marks will be more heavily weighted toward the second outline and 
presentation to reflect this improvement. Thus, it is best to space the weeks on which you 
present far apart enough to allow you to incorporate instructor feedback.  
 
NOTE: No delay in the seminar presentation is allowed except for documented medical 
reasons. A missed seminar presentation without a documental medical reason will incur 
a grade of zero. The seminar depends on your timeliness in this assignment and you 
should accord it the highest priority in your schedule. 
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3) Analytical Case Study  
[10-12 pages double spaced] 
Two Page Outline (Due November 6th at the start of class): [5% Pass/Fail] 
Full Assignment (Due via e-mail on December 7th, by noon): [35 percent] 
 
Pick one of the following outcomes and choose two countries in the developing world 
that are substantially different from each other in terms of the outcome you have chosen. 

 
1) Public Goods Provision 
2) Mechanisms of Political Accountability 
3) Level of Violent Conflict 
4) Level of Economic Development 

 
Then, conduct a comparative case study with the purpose of evaluating which, if any, of 
the explanations advanced in the course can account for the differences between the 
countries in terms of the particular outcome you have chosen. Further detail and 
instructions regarding the assignment will be provided during the course of the term. 
 
Since the quality of the research workshop depends on the timeliness of the outline 
submission, failure to hand in an outline promptly at the start of class on November 6th 
without a documented medical reason will incur a grade of zero. 
 
3) Class Participation [25 percent] 
 
The participation mark will be based on attendance and the quality of your in-class 
comments. For each class you should prepare in advance an answer, in written form, to 
the following questions for each of the readings assigned:  
 

1) Did the reading change your current thinking about the relevant outcome/problem 
(e.g. economic development, violent conflict etc.)? Why or why not? 

2) Discuss an aspect of this piece of research (e.g. the question, argument, methods, 
findings or conclusion) that you find puzzling, that you disagree with, or that you 
find hard to understand.  

 
The instructor reserves the right to ask for your responses to be e-mailed before class in 
order to receive participation credit. Also you may be called upon at any time to share 
the answers you prepared. In addition, you must also be prepared to actively engage in 
the discussion by offering responses to questions raised by other students in the class and 
by suggesting follow-up questions for further discussion. There will be a significant 
amount of in-class group work throughout the term. You are encouraged to be an active 
participant in these small group discussions since the performance of your group will be 
reflected in your participation mark. 
 
Grading Criteria: In each class (aside from the introductory class and research workshop 
class), you will be given a mark between 0 and 10 for the quality and thoughtfulness of 
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your comments and questions. Non-attendance will earn a mark of 0. I will take your 10 
best marks to calculate your overall participation mark. You also have the opportunity to 
earn up to 5 bonus points for especially thoughtful comments in a given class. These 
bonus points will be added to your participation mark until you have reached the  
maximum points for participation. 
 
4) Research Workshop Peer Feedback [Due November 13th, 5% Pass/Fail] 
 
The class period on November 6th will comprise a research workshop. In this workshop, 
you will present the two page outline of your case study and will give and receive 
feedback from your peers. At a minimum, this outline should mention the choice of 
countries, describe how they differ along the outcome you have chosen, and discuss two 
possible explanations for why the outcome differs. During the workshop, you will be 
broken up into small groups and each member of the group will present an outline of their 
research while the other members, in turn, offer constructive feedback and suggestions 
for improvement. Such feedback could include suggestions for case selection, 
suggestions for how to distinguish between arguments, discussions of alternative 
interpretations of the facts of the case study and so on. After the workshop, each group 
member should write up a brief (3 to 4 paragraph) summary of the feedback they have 
provided and hand it to the relevant student(s) with a copy to the instructor. This written 
peer feedback summary is due in class on November 13th. 
 
Lateness Policy 
Please note the due dates specified in bold above. Late assignments are strongly 
discouraged and will incur penalties except in the event of an illness or emergency 
(documentation may be requested). Any major scheduling conflicts should be discussed 
with me at least two weeks before the assignment due date. The penalty for a late 
assignment will be a deduction of 2% of the overall mark for the paper for a paper 
handed in on the due date but after the time specified and an additional 2% for each 
subsequent day that the paper is not turned in. A missed seminar presentation will incur a 
grade of zero except in the case of a documented medical problem or emergency. Thus, it 
is crucial to prepare in advance or the seminar presentation and accord it the highest 
priority in your schedule for the given week. In addition since the success of the 
workshop depends on your timely completion of the two page outline of your case study, 
failure to hand in this outline on time will also incur a grade of zero. 
 
 
Academic Integrity 
Academic dishonesty in the form of cheating or plagiarism will not be tolerated. 
Plagiarism includes but is not limited to the presentation or submission of the work of 
another person, without citation or credits, as the student's own work.  If you have any 
doubts about how and when to properly acknowledge another person’s work, please 
discuss these with the instructor. Punishment for cheating or plagiarism may include a 
grade of zero and other disciplinary action. Please refer to the University policies on 
cheating and plagiarism for further details. 
[http://students.ubc.ca/calendar/index.cfm?tree=3,54,111,0] 
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Turnitin.com 
In this course you will be required to submit each of your review papers as well as your 
final research paper electronically to a service to which UBC subscribes, called 
TurnItIn. This is a service that checks textual material for originality. It is increasingly 
used in North American universities. It is the policy of the Department of Political 
Science that written assignments in undergraduate courses will be submitted to TurnItIn. 
You can find out more about Turnitin, and the university’s policies on it, at 
http://www.vpacademic.ubc.ca/integrity/turnitin/index.htm. 
 
To submit your assignment, log on to www.turnitin.com. You will be asked to create a 
“user profile” with ID (use your email address) and password. Once your profile is 
created, you will be able to add courses to it for assignment review. If you have already 
created a profile for another course you do not need to create a new one; just add this 
course to your existing account. To add this course, you will need the “Class ID” and 
“enrollment password” which are as follows: 
 
Class ID: 5503414 
Enrollment password: cpdc2012 
 
Please note that in order for your assignment to be considered on time, you must submit it 
to turn it in by the specified deadline or you will incur a late penalty. 
 
Detailed Outline of Topics and Readings 
 
Week 1 (September 11th): Overview and Introduction 
 
 
Week 2 (September 18th): Analytical Methods  
 
Fearon, James D. 1991. "Counterfactuals and Hypothesis Testing in Political Science." 
World Politics 43: 169-195. 

 
 

I. EXPLAINING PUBLIC SERVICE PROVISION 
 
Week 3 (September 25th): Democracy/Electoral Competition 
 
Philip Keefer and Stuti Khemani. 2005. Democracy, Public Expenditures, and the Poor: 
Understanding Political Incentives for Providing Public Services World Bank Research 
Observer 20 (1): 1-27. 
 
John Gerring, Strom C. Thacker and Rodrigo Alfaro. 2012. Democracy and Human 
Development. The Journal of Politics January 2012 74 :pp 1-17 
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Michael L. Ross. 2006, Is Democracy Good for the Poor? American Journal of Political 
Science Vol. 50. No. 4, pp 860-874. 
 
Stasavage, David. 2005. Democracy and Education Spending in Africa, American 
Journal of Political Science, Vol. 49, No. 2 (Apr., 2005), pp. 343-358. 
 
 
Week 4 (October 2nd): Ethnic Diversity and Group Membership 
 
Easterly, William and Ross Levine, 1997, “Africa’s Growth Tragedy: Policies and Ethnic 
Divisions,” Quarterly Journal of Economics 112 (November), pp. 1203-1250 
 
Humphreys, J Habyarimana, D Posner and J Weinstein. 2007. "Why Does Ethnic 
Diversity Undermine Public Goods Provision?" American Political Science Review 101 
(4), pp 709 -725. 
 
Miguel, Edward. 2004. Tribe or Nation? Nation-Building and Public Goods in Kenya 
versus Tanzania. World Politics 56.3; 327-362 
 
Tsai, Lily, “Solidary Groups, Informal Accountability, and Local Public Goods Provision 
in Rural China,” American Political Science Review 101, no. 2 (May 2007): 355-72.  
 
 

II. EXPLAINING POLITICAL ACCOUNTABILITY 
 
Week 5 (October 9th): Decentralization  
 
O’Neill, Kathleen. 2003. Decentralization as an Electoral Strategy, Comparative Political 
Studies Vol. 36, No. 9 (Nov. 2003), pp1068-1091 
 
Garman, Christopher, Stephan Haggard and Eliza Willis. 2001. Fiscal Decentralization: 
A Political Theory with Latin American Cases, World Politics Vol. 53, No. 2 (Jan., 
2001), pp. 205-236 
 
Bohlken, Anjali Thomas. 2010. “Democracy from Above: Intra-Party Rivalry and 
Strategic Local Democratization in India” Working Paper. 
 
Falleti, Tulia G. 2005. A Sequential Theory of Decentralization: Latin American Cases in 
Comparative Perspective, American Political Science Review Vol. 99, No. 3, pp 327-346 
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Week 6 (October 16th): Clientelism and Corruption 
 
Keefer, Philip. 2007. “Clientelism, Credibility, and the Policy Choices of Young 
Democracies”, American Journal of Political Science, vol.51, no.4, pp.804-821.  
 
Stokes, Susan. 2005. Perverse Accountability: A Formal Model of Machine Politics with 
Evidence from Argentina. American Political Science Review 99(3), pp315-327 
 
Miriam A. Golden and Eric C. C. Chang. 2001. Competitive Corruption: Factional 
Conflict and Political Malfeasance in Postwar Italian Christian Democracy. World 
Politics July 2001 53 : pp 588-622 
 
Daniel Treisman. 2007. What Have We Learned About the Causes of Corruption From 
Ten Years of Cross-National Empirical Research? Annual Review of Political Science, 
2007. 
 
 

III. EXPLAINING SOCIETAL DIVISIONS AND CONFLICT 
 

Week 7 (October 23rd): Political and Social Factors 
 
Posner, Daniel N. 2004. The Political Salience of Cultural Difference: Why Chewas and 
Tumbukas Are Allies in Zambia and Adversaries in Malawi, The American Political 
Science Review, Vol. 98, No. 4 (Nov., 2004), pp. 529-545 
 
Diana Dumitru and Carter Johnson. 2011. “Constructing Interethnic Conflict and 
Cooperation: Why Some People Harmed Jews and Others Helped Them during the 
Holocaust in Romania” World Politics, Volume 63, Number 1, January 2011, pp. 1-42 
 
Steven I. Wilkinson. 2000. “Party Fractionalization and Ethnic Violence in India”  
http://www.yale.edu/macmillan/ocvprogram/licep/2/wilkinson/wilkinson.pdf 
 
Varshney, Ashutosh. 2001. “Ethnic conflict and civil society: India and beyond” World 
Politics 53.3 (2001) 362-398 
 
 
 
 
Week 8 (October 30th): Economic Conditions 
 
Fearon, James D., and David D. Laitin. 2003. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War.” 
American Political Science Review 97 (March): 75–90. 
 
Collier, Paul and Anke Hoeffler. 2004. Greed, Grievance and Civil War. Oxford 
Economic Papers. 56 (4): 563-595. 
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The Bottom Billion, Chapters 1 and 2 
 
Michael Ross. 2004. How do natural resources influence civil war? Evidence from 
thirteen cases. International Organization Volume 58, Issue 01, pp 35-67 
 
 
Week 9 (November 6th):  
 
RESEARCH WORKSHOP 
 
Re-read: Fearon, James D. 1991. "Counterfactuals and Hypothesis Testing in Political 
Science." World Politics 43: 169-195. 
 
 
 

IV. EXPLAINING DIVERGING DEVELOPMENT PATHS 
 
Week 10 (November 13th): Geography vs. Institutions Debate   
 
Sokoloff, Kenneth L. and Stanley L. Engerman 2000. History Lessons: Institutions, 
Factors Endowments, and Paths of Development in the New World. The Journal of 
Economic Perspectives, 14 (3), pp. 217-232 
 
Daron Acemoglu, Simon Johnson and James Robinson. “Institutions as a Fundamental 
Cause of Long-Run Growth” 
http://baselinescenario.files.wordpress.com/2010/01/institutions-as-a-fundamental-
cause.pdf 
 
Dani Rodrik and Arvind Subramanian. The Primacy of Institutions (and what this does 
and does not mean) 
http://www.ppge.ufrgs.br/giacomo/arquivos/eco02237/rodrik-subramanian-2003.pdf 
 
Sachs, Jeffrey D. Andrew Mellinger, and John Gallup. The Geography of Poverty and 
Wealth. Scientific American, March 2001, p.71-74 
http://www.earth.columbia.edu/sitefiles/file/about/director/documents/sciam0301.pdf 
 
 
Week 11 (November 20th): The Curse of Natural Resources 
 
The Bottom Billion, Chapter 3, pp (38 to 52) 
 
Michael Ross. “Review: The Political Economy of the Resource Curse” World Politics, 
Vol. 51, No 2, pp 297-322. 
 
Kevin M. Morrison. 2012. “What Can We Learn about the “Resource Curse” from 
Foreign Aid?” World Bank Research Observer 27 (1), pp52-73. 
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Week 12 (November 27th): Role of Foreign Aid and External Intervention 
 
White Man’s Burden, Part 1, Chapters 1, 2, 3,5,6,10  (ps 3 to 112) 
 
The Bottom Billion, Part 4, Chapters 7, 8, 9 and 10 (pps 99 to 157) 
 
 


