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Syllabus 

Part I 

What is comparative politics?
The study and comparison of domestic politics across countries
What intellectual and research traditions have shaped comparative politics?
No one true way of doing things
How perceive the world  how study politics
What principles underlie social scientific research?

Part II

What is the purpose of the state? 
How did the modern state emerge? 
Cut up to nation-states; every political unit is a state in a way 
Feudal units, city states, etc.
Why are some states strong and others weak? 
In degree of power/total strength 

Part III Nations and Society

Nationalism & national identity
Ethnic cleavages & civil war 
Does “civilizational conflict” exist? 

Part IV Regimes

Democratic regimes
Electoral systems
Party systems 
Non-democratic regimes
Authoritarianism 
Totalitarianism 
Democratization 
Political culture and civil society

Part V Markets and development 

What is the impact of different types of welfare state on poverty? 
Does democracy lead to economic growth?
Why do some states remain poor ?

Oct. 4th – covered in class and required readings (Midterm)
Nov. 8th – paper assignment 

Center Around Documentaries (Message Board #1) Vista
1% bonus (mark-up of final grade): 
50% participate 
2% bonus (mark-up of final grade): 
75% 
high quality and reflect knowledge of assigned readings

Instructor office hours: 
Correction:
Thursdays, 11am-12pm & 2-3 pm
Buch C306 
ellermann@politics.ubc.ca

Chapter 1 “Introduction” in Essentials of Comparative Politics(1-19) 
Make sure to define bold terms 
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What is political science?
The creation of knowledge based on generalizations about politics drawn from evidence. 9Gabriel Almond, 1998, A New Handbook of Political Science)
Evidence – consist of logic, utilize to construct an argument
Not just describing, but also analysis
Draw inferences/conclusions 
Need to be able to generalize 

Field of Political Science 
Political Theory
Canadian Politics 
Depends where you are
Study of country currently in
International Relations 
Difference between comparative politics and international relations
Relationships between states within the international sphere 
Comparative Politics 
Study of domestic politics of all except one currently within 

Comparative Politics (3 elements)
The study of foreign countries (relative) 
Not sufficient as a definition 
Cross-national comparison to identify/explain differences and similarities theory building and testing 
Use as a means to an end (overall goal) 
Concern with method of comparison 

Early 20th century 
Formal legal institutionalism (political journalism)  1st Paradigm 
i.e. foreign policy sub committee 
study of formal institutions 

Historical 
Legal-formal 
Descriptive 
Atheoretical
Eurocentric 
Only institutions studied, Western/Northern Europe, Canada, US

1950s/1960s (new paradigm and took the former’s place) 
Rise of behaviouralism in comparative politics 
Influenced by social psychology
Rise of totalitarianism, world wars/cold war (sense of threat, prevent encroachment)
Rise of the scientific revolution (computer, provides tools previously unavailable) 

1. Seeks to explain and predict political behaviour
i. Trying to explain the world 
2. Focus on individuals and groups, not institutions 
i. Notion that certain cultural traits conduccive to democracy
ii. Focus on micro-behaviour
3. Analytic, not substantive 
i. Recognizing patterns true across different units of analysis
4. Explanatory, not normative 
5. “Scientific” and quantitative 

1960s/1970s 
Structural-functionalism 

Why replace behaviouralism
not enough to focus on micro level
look at the macro level 
economic institutions, interstate relations, class structure 
1. Political world = structure of interrelated parts 
2. Each part fulfills specific function 
3. Large scale comparisons
Global case selection  rejection of Eurocentrism
Historical 
Qualitative 

1980s – present 
Institutional approaches 
1. The new institutionalisms  (all evolved independently)
Historical institutionalism 
i. Influenced by structural functionalism 
1. Interrelated parts
ii. Politics is driven by conflict 
iii. Studies relations among actors in institutional context 
iv. Role of institutions
a. Shape political choices an preferences 
b. Constrain political behaviour 
v. Qualitative often historical
Rational Choice institutionalism 
Individuals have fixed set of preferences and behave strategically to maximize these 
i.e. superb GPA, easier classes or work harder (strategic manner to pursue goal)
Politics = series of collective action problems 
Collective action problem: a situation in which the uncoordinated actions of individuals, though rational, does not result in the best outcome he or she can achieve
Example: Tragedy of the Commons 
“overgrazing”, manipulate grass to have fat cows
no incentives to solve among ourselves 
Sociological institutionalism 
Broad definition of “institution” 
Includes rules, procedures, governance structures, AND convetions and customs
Rationality 
Not efficiency, but cultural appropriateness matters 
Role of institutions 
Shape individual behaviour: 1 socialize individuals into particular roles 2. Individuals internalize role related norms 


Institutions: “the formal or informal procedures, routines norms and conventions embedded in the organizational structure of the polity” (Hall and Taylor 1996)

Rational Choice 
Individual behaviour is 
Rational 
Strategic, intended to maximize goal attainment
Constrained by (1) lack of resources (knowledge, info, etc) (2) institutions 
Methodological individualism
Pursuit of universalism 
Preference for mathematical modeling 

Cultural approaches 
Pursuit of “thick descriptions” through fieldwork
Real in-depth knowledge
Political life = system of meanings and values 
Appropriateness, find meaning in life 
Produce interpretive understandings 
All about meaning 
Skepticism about generalization 
True in one context, not true in another

1. According to the authors, what is the relationship between qualitative and quantitative research traditions?
2. What are the rules of scientific interence?
3. What are the markeers of good “social scientific research”
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2. 
The Mozart Effect : a set of research results that suggest that listening to Mozart may induce a short term improvement in spatial temporal reasoning 

Operationalization 
The process of converting concepts into specific observable indicators that a researcher can measure 
must have a concept  be able to define 
based on definition  how does it manifest in the empirical world 

Operationalizing concept “happiness” 
Defining “happiness”
State of well-being characterized by emotions ranging from contentment to intense joy 

Is State A more democractic than State B? 
Define the concept “democracy”
People’s individual capabilities maximized  and guaranteed through freedoms, laws, and rights enforced by a constitution; this process facilitated by voting etc. 
Of the people, for the people, by the people
Operationalize “democracy” 
Choose indicators that will allow you to measure degree of democracy in State A and State B 
Rates of participation 
Civil liberties (government regulation) 
Economic freedoms 
Separation between public & private sphere 

Hypothesis

Definition: proposed explanation for an observed phenomenon that can be tested and verified/falsified.

Example: “Countries with higher levels of economic development will be more likely to have democratic forms of government than countries with lower levels of economic development”

Correlation: apparent association 
But correlation does not = causation

Depedent Variable (DV)
Outcome which one attempts to explain 
Depends on the independent variable  DV changes when the IV changes 

Independent Variable (IV) 
Variable that affects DV 

“Economic development promotes democracy” 
IV                                    DV

The problem of endogeneity 
When an variable (IV) that is supposed to affect a particular outcome (DV) depends itself on that outcome 
Example: 
DV = electoral success
IV = campaign spending 

Quantitative Research
Studies a large number of case (Large “N”) 
Methods: statistical 
Traditional use: hypothesis testing 

Qualitative  Research 
Studies a small number of cases (Small “N”)
Methods: observation, interviews, focus groups, archival research 
Traditional use 
Hypothesis-generation 
In depth understanding, e.g. explaining puzzling quantitative results 

Research question: 
“Why do more Poli 220 students do their readings than students in other courses?” 

The Logic of Social Science 
“ALL empirical (i.e. non philosophical) research can be based on the same underlying logic of scientific inference 

The logic of scientific inquiry 
Goal: arrive at valid inferences by the systematic use of well established procedures of inquiry 

“Scientific Inquiry” = 
Goal is scientific inference
Descriptive inference 
Casual inference 
Procedures are public 
Inference is uncertain

Complexity 
All socio-political phenomena are complex! 
Theorizing depends on simplification 
Simplification depends on ability to identify variables 
 “Complexity” is partly conditional on the state of our theory

Case selection in quantitative research 
Based on random selection  representatives 

Case selection in qualitative research
“selection must be done in an intentional fashion, consistent with research objectives and strategy” 

Most common selection method 
Most similar systems 
Select cases that take on different values for a key IV and similar values for remaining IVs 

Example

Hypothesis:
Environmental protection = Green Party strength + strength of industry lobby + economic growth 
Case 1: 
High protection in Germany = strong Green party + moderate industry lobby + moderate growth 
Case 2: 
Low protection in Canada = weak Green Party + moderate industry lobby + moderate growth 

Selection bias 
=bias in selecting cases for the DV 
Quantitative research: 
Non-random
Qualitative research: 
Intentional selection on DV when research design assumes selection on IV 
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Defining the State 

Max Weber: “ a human community that (successfully) claims the monopoly of the legitimate use of physical force within a given territory” (Weber) 
Key component: legitimate – must be recognized by the citizens of state 
Violence – ability to coerce own people in specific situations 
Premised on sovereignty: “ability to carry out actions and policies independently from external actors or internal rivals” 
Set of institutions 
Legislators, bureaucracy, etc. to pass and enforce laws 

Two schools of political thought 

Liberalism  - Hobbes + Locke 
Republicanism = Aristotle + Rousseau 

Liberalism

You – Rest of You/Community – State 

Citizenship = social contract between individual and state  consensual government 
State protect individual rights 
Most important obligation of state as a signatory of this contract 
State is artificial human creation 
Takes something away natural (own freedom); in return to protect 

Republicanism

Citizenship = public deliberation about the common good 
As a result, state promotes the common good 
Focus is on the community 
Transformative process 
Some element in republican thinking
State is natural and/or god-given 

Thomas Hobbes (1588-1679)

Understand the historical period – English Civil War; extreme violence against civilians 
Emphasis on order : existential order 

State of nature 

Human nature: driven by animal desires 
Natural rights: right to self preservation 
In absence of a state 
No moral complications 
State of nature: “war of all against all” where life is “solitary, poor, nasty, brutish and short” 

The Social Contract 
Creation of civil society + state 
State = “artificial person” (institution) authorized to act to preserve peace
Social contract 
Civil society surrenders liberty of state of nature in exchange for protection 

John Locke (1632- 1704)

lived to see the beginnings of parliamentary constitution; Glorious Revolution 

State of Nature 
Human nature : driven by reason 
State of freedom and quality 
Rational enough to realize if go around killing; eventually happen to person 
Governed by “law of nature”: duty to preserve life 
Individuals follow law of nature as rational and moral agents 

Why leave the state of nature?
Labour theory of property 
Property: comes into being if fruits of own labour 
Money = accumulation = inequality = state of war 

Social Contract
Individuals enter political society 
Social contract requires consent of majority of the governed 
Both equally bound by it (unlike Hobbes) 
State protects individuals right to life liberty and property 

Aristotle (384 BCE – 322CE) 

Human nature and the Polis 
Man is a rational, political animal 
Life in polis is natural 
Poli is necessary for human fulfillment 
Comes into existence due to reason 
Polis exists not for the sake of life alone but for the sake of good life 
State exists to promote virtue, not freedom
Educator 

Jean Jacques Rousseau (1712-1778)

State of nature 
Humans are born equal & free 
Like Locke 
With free will, capable of perfection 
Two natural principles : self preservation & compassion for others 
Vs Hobbes: kill even if in pain
In need of community 

Loss of the state of nature
Use of reason and comparison with others leads to loss of innocence 
Increasing inequality 
We become artificial creations of society 
“man is born free, and everywhere he is in chains”

Social Contract 

Purpose: to protect individuals & property while preserving our true nature 
Helps preserve who we really are 
Based on free will 
Overlap to Locke 
Political community engenders “general will” (common good) 
Contract will restore state of nature while also offering moral liberty
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State = political system + moral order 


What defines the MODERN state ? 

“States” up to the Middle Ages 
Post feudal “states”
Modern state 

Ancestors of the modern state 

- 1. Greek POLIS
a. Self governing
b. Small, culturally homogenous people
c. No political unity among poleis 
d. Problem:
i. Inability to expand 

-2. Roman EMPIRE
unity was formal, imposed by force 
ruling elites and subject peoples had separate cultures 
political unity in the absence of community
Lack of territorial integrity
Frontiers, not borders (exclusive jurisdiction over particular territory) 

If the Greek city states remained communities without constituting a unified state, empires remained states in search of communities 


-3. FEUDAL RULE in medieval Europe 
Fragmented rule 
i. Crosscutting jurisdisctions
ii. Overlapping allegiances 
iii. No centralized authority 
No monopoly over violence 
Rule was personal 
Today, impersonal 
Through particular person occupying the position 
Christendom was transnational
Community of believers (different form of ordering) 

Post-feudal states 

1. Mediterranean CITY STATES
Characteristics 
Small territory/populations with poorly integrated hinterlands 
Quite separated 
Commercial/trading powers 
Most famous: Italian City States 

2. CITY LEAGUES  
Characteristics
Economic and military alliance of trading cities 
No clear hierarchical order 
No formal territorial boundaries 

3. Sovereign territorial state (MODERN STATE)
Characteristics 
Sizeable territories and populations 
Urban centers 
i.e. France 

Rule in the Modern State 
Territorial 
Firm, exclusive 
Impersonal 
Direct 

Why did the modern state win out over its competitors?

Critical Challenge
State survived depends on military power 
Late 15th century onward: costs of warfare increased 
Technological developments 
Sword  cannons 
Requires materials and fortify 
Standing armies 
Conscript as a soldier; able to mobilize at any moment 
Create accommodations for them 

3 Different Responses 
3 paths of state transformation
Coercive-intensive 
Capital intensive 
Capitalist-Coercive

Coercive Trajectory
Big populations – no concentrated capital 
Pleasant economies 
No commercial urban centers 
Focused on subsistence 
Autonomous, repressive state 
Rulers organized for war through taxation of population and conscription
Easier to tax people 
Under-resourced standing armies 

Cases: Russia, Poland, Hungary 

Capitalist Trajectory
Small populations – concentrated capital 
Non autonomous 
Rulers relied on capitalists to rent/purchase military force 
No standing armies 
Due to population, purchase mercenaries 
Cases: Genoa, Venice, Dutch Republic, Switzerland (-city states, city-empires, urban federations) 

Capitalist Coercive Trajectory
Big populations – moderately concentrated capital 
Moderately autonomous state 
Rulers had access to manpower and capital  strong standing armies 
Could tax,  trade thus develop 
Cases: Britain, France, Prussia, Spain 

THE WINNER: THE CAPITALIZED COERCIVE STATE 
Increasing scale of war 
Advantage to states with standing armies 
Deploy immediately 
Less likely to fight, develop loyalties 
Advantage to states with (1) large populations and (2) capitalists + commercialized economies 
National state becomes dominant in late 15th century 

1 hour exam 
Make sure to read questions: TWO Questions 1. Methods 2. State 

2 pages Max for 1 
3 pages Max for 2 

Example: Explain the difference between “inductive” and “deductive” reasoning. Name ONE contribution of each approach to research give an empirical example to illustrate 

Example: Describe the understanding of human nature of one liberal thinker and one republican thinker discussed in this course. What are the implications for the role and nature of the state arising from these understandings of human nature? What, according to your own understanding of human nature, should be the role of the state? 
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-cargo: white man’s power
genetically superior to the native population 
-more arid 13 000 years ago  Middle East 
hunter gatherer lifestyle 
fundamental problem with hunting  time 
with bow and arrow = no certainty 
productive food environment and steady food supply 

Barley and Wheat – key grains with a profound impact  modern civilization 

Large drought 12,500 years ago  peope began to gather collectively 
Grow food next to the village 

Where farming emerged, so did civilization 

Process of animal domestication: control move, feeding, and breeding 

Complementary: crops and animals 
Mutually beneficial 
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Two Types of Power 

Michael Mann (1984)

1. Despotic power (O’Neil: “state autonomy”)
Range of actions which elite is empowered to undertake without routine, institutionalized negotiation with civil society
State can do as it pleases
i.e. regime without elections 
political elite generate a distinction between themselves and general population
power of state over civil society 
many forms: repression 

2. Infrastructural Power (O’Neil: “state capacity”) 
Capacity of state to penetrate civil society and implement political decisions 
Without roads, no state officials in areas outside of centre
Allows for possibility that state is instrument of civil society 
Civil society tells what to do, then state implements 

High Despotic Power – High Infrastructural Power (most repressive combination)
Authoritarian, Totalitarian (Fascist, Communist) 
All power emanates from the center 
Reach far into society, penalize individuals, etc. 

High Despotic Power – Low Infrastructural Power 
A lot of power to set rules as they please 
I.e. Roman Empire could not penetrate all constituencies 
Laws rarely get implemented 

Low despotic power (constantly negotiate policies to pursue) – High Infrastructural Power
Most democratic states 

Low – Low Combination 
Feudal States 
No centre that could dominate over civil society 

Discussion

Is strong/low state autonomy conducive to human well-being?
Is strong low state capacity conducive to human well-being?

Risks of high autonomy:
Predator
Undermines democracy 

Risks of low autonomy:
Captured by organized groups 
Anyone can capture them
Societal groups/interest groups (economic elite)

Is capacity a good thing
It depends on the regime 
Both Sweden’s welfare state and the Nazi’s genocide depended on strong state capacity 

Summing Up

High Despotic – Low infrastructure 
High political unrest 
Unable to deliver on promises 

Low despotic power – high infrastructure 
Successfully fulfill basic tasks 

Low- Low Combo
Ineffectual states i.e. Somalia 

Why are some states strong and others weak?

The challenge of territorial control in Sub Saharan Africa (Jeffrey Herbst)

African political geography 
Low population density 
Hard to control territory if sparsely populated 
Inhospitable territory 
Climate zones, different ways of exerting infrastructural capacity 
Implications:
Rulers struggle to build infrastructural capacity
Weak territorial control
Cannot mobilize/tax
No tax, no benefits = no legitimacy 
Weak legitimacy
Weak identification of population with its state

Pre-Colonial Rule 
Power based on control over people, not land 
Territory is integral to European understanding of state 
Different incentives (little arable land) 
Ownership and control of land was unbundled 
One could own certain parcels of land, did not matter very much 
Concentric Rule 
Urban Center (populations into)
Further away, weaker population and range of power 
Meaningful only in the center 

Colonial Rule 
Pre-1880s: expand trade, not territory 
Exploit the continent economically thru trade 

1880-WWI:colonization 
based on European notions of exclusive sovereignty
Berlin Conference 1884/5: minimalist requirements for “territorial control”
Territorial base
Start from coast, gradually progress inland
No infrastructural power if nominally owning 
No effective administration of hinterland

WWI/WWII prevented development of infrastructural development

Territorial boundaries become significant through international recognition 
Departure from pre-colonial era (frontiers similar Roman Empire)
Colonizers recognize boundaries amongst eachother 
1st time they mattered 
Limited infrastructural capacity shifts from interior to coasts, reducing radius effective rule 
Tension between firm external boundaries and weak internal rule cannot be resolved 

Post Colonial Rule 
1950s/60s nationalist movements in urban areas 
1960s onward: postcolonial rule largely confined to urban areas, little control over rural hinterland (=majority of population)

Consequences of post colonial state weakness 
Governments tax trade, rather than their population: 
Overvalued exchange rates, import dependency, price inflation, resource volatility = weak economy 
Weak popular identification with state = loss of legitimacy 

Why have Africa’s permanently weak states survived?

If one assumes that the state is essentially an empirical phenomenon..one cannot explain why some states manage to persist when important empirical ….

Empirical Statehood 
=Weber’s “monopoly of violence” over a territory 
Many Sub-Saharan African states do not possess full empirical statehood 
Territorial boundaries and legal identities are arbitrary creations of colonial rule 
Contested monopoly of force 
Government incapacity 

The Answer: juridicial statehood 
Weak states surive because of juridicial statehood:
An international attribute 
State as creature and component of international society of states, defined in international terms 
International law considers “territory” and “independence” 

Timing matters 

Europe 
Empirical statehood preceded / was concurrent with juridicial statehood
State jurisidisction and international society were result of survival of successful states 
Africa:
Postcolonial independence when international society was highly organized and integrated 
Juridicial statehood occurred in absence of /prior to empirical statehood
 weak states are able to survive

A provocative conclusion 
“The enforcement of state jurisdictions may be at odds with effort to develop the empirical state in Africa and elsewhere.” 
[bookmark: _WNSectionTitle_7][bookmark: _WNTabType_6]State Strength 
Better off in some cases that war led to re-ordering and forced state to empirical capacity and grow up in to states 

Documentary: Somalia – The Neglected War 
Was Thomas Hobbes correct? 
Is life in the absence of the state “solitary, poor, nast, brutish and short” – a “war of all against all” 

State failure and Lawlessness
-absence of empirical statehood, governments monopoly of coercion inefficient 
many armed groups better equipped than the government 

-Central government has no “monopoly over the legitimate means of violence” 
warlord violence in urban centers 
piracy at sea 

A Stateless Economy
Just because no states exists does not mean that the economy does not function 
-Livestock-based  commerce and cross-border trade continues 
-no fundamental change to life under weak state to now, failed state 
-Statelessness promotes open and unrestricted economy 
fewer fees and tariffs than before 

Trust in a stateless economy
Trade requires mutual trust 
In absence of state, kinship based social capital provides basis of trust
Social capital = value derived from social networks 
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Ethnic Diversity and Civil War 

The political salience of cultural difference 
Daniel Posner 

Why do some cultural differences matter for politics and others not? 

Hypothesis: “The political salience of a cultural cleavage will depend on the sizes of the groups that it defines relative to the size of the arena in which political competition is taking place 

If groups are large enough to constitute viable bases of political support  politicians will mobilize groups  cleavage becomes politically salient 

Key independent variable 

Sizes of the cultural groups relative to the size of the arena which political competition is taking place 

Alternative explanations 
Degree of cultural difference 
Nature of cultural difference 
Historical timing of cleavage 
Colonial legacy 

Posner’s operationalization of the DV 

Case selection 
Most similar systems (selections on IV)
Select cases that take on different values for a key IV…
Sizes of cultural groups relative to the size of the arena in which political competition is taking place 
…and similar values for remaining IVs
ethnic homogeneity 
geographic proximity 
exposure to politics and market 

Findings 
Chewa-Tumbuka cleavage less politically and socially salient in Zambia than in Malawi 
Chewas/Tumbukas in Zambia more likely to 
Vote for Presidential candidate from other group 
Marry members of other group
 Comparable degrees of cultural difference correspond to differing degrees of political/social salience 

Conclusions 
Politics in Zambia/Malawi revolves around competition over scarce patronage resources 
Because resources are controlled by national government, need to capture political power or exert pressure on office-holder
Politicians will mobilize supporters by exploiting cultural divisions 
Politicans will emphasize cleavage that defines most usefully sized coalitional building blocks (chewas/Tumbukas in Malawi, but NOT in Zambia)

Ethnicity, insurgency and civil war 
James Fearon & David Laitin

Ethnic diversity = civil war? 

1. Greater degree of ethnic/religious diversity by itself does not increase likelihood of civil war 
mode of analysis different: use quantitative analysis; broader base of data 
2. Greater degree of ethnic/religious discrimination
3. Economic inequality
4. Lack of democracy or civil liberties 

Conditions that favour insurgency 
Insurgency = small, lightly armed bands practicing guerrilla warfare from rural base 

What conditions favour insurgency? 

State weakness marked by poverty and instability 
Weak local policing  weak counterinsurgency  indiscriminate retaliations  support for rebels 
How is state weakness measured? 
Poverty = low  per capita income 
Instability =either at center or loss of foreign support
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Rough terrain, rebes with knowledge of local population, large and poor population 

What is democracy? 

“A system of governance in which rulers are held accountable for their actions in the public realm by citizens, acting indirectly through the competition and cooperation of their elected representatives” (151)
key  accountability 
A political system with a constitution “in conformity with one elementary principle: that all the members are to be treated…as if they were equally qualified to participate in the process of making decisions about the policies the association will pursue”
Fundamental: participatory and equality 


American Declaratio of Independence 1776 
“We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men [and women] are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain…” 

Plato & Aristotle
“Not all are equally competent. Many are vulnerable to political manipulation by emagogues and support decisions that are not common good”
Susceptibility of people to befall to the will of politically superior 
(Shaw)Democracy “substitutes election by the incompetent many for appointment by the corrupt few”

Are we all created as equals? 
Should we treat everybody as a political equal? 

The normative case for political equality 
Dahl’s concept of “intrinsic equality”: 
“One person’s life, liberty, and happiness is not intrinsically superior or inferior to the life liberty and happiness of any other” 

The Tyranny of the Majority  (or  “When numbers meet intensities” 

What is liberalism

“An ideological perspective advocating a high level of individual freedom, based on a belief in the inherent dignity and worth of each individual” 

Liberal Institutions

Protection of individual rights and freedoms 
Constitutions 
Courts 
Uphold the protections, if challenged by the executive 
Power of review 
Limited government 
Horizontal separation of powers 
Vertical separation of powers 
Federalism (diffusion of power) 
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