PS 931 Seminar in Public Policy:

Models of Human Behavior and Public Policy 

Fall 2007








Kevin Smith

6:30-9:20 W








529 Oldfather

Oldfather 538








472-3220

ksmith1@unl.edu
Course Description
Herb Simon (the only political scientist to ever win a Nobel) once called the academic study of public policy the (science of the artificial( because it is concerned not just with what is and what will be, but with what might be.  Public policies are purposive, they are designed to shape the future by achieving a given end.  How is possible to make collective decisions in the present that create the desired future?  Most systematic approaches to studying public policy handle this question by making assumptions about human behavior, in effect saying (because humans are/act as if X, when government does A, people will respond by engaging in Y behavior.(  The most prominent example of this in the field of public policy are economic models that borrow the market framework and assume citizens in the public sphere can be treated as the equivalent of rational consumers in a marketplace.  The problem with making public policy on the basis of such models(the war on drugs, contracting out, school vouchers, reinventing government, welfare reform are all real world examples(is that success is critically dependent upon the assumptions made about human behavior.  If these are incorrect, the probabilities of achieving desired policy goals decrease while the probabilities for unforeseen problems increase.  This is all a lengthy way of saying that the fundamental question in the field of public policy, as it is for all areas of social sciences, is figuring out why people do what they do.

This seminar addresses the question of why people do what they do, and what public policy implications arise from answers to this question. We begin by looking at various perspectives on human nature underpinning different approaches to politics and public policy, drawing on classic pieces about human nature and government/market. From there we will move into three basic approaches to understanding human behavior(answers to the question of why people do what they do(and assess these frameworks in the context of policy making. These frameworks are rational choice (or, more accurately, its public sector counterpart public choice), bounded rationality, and evolutionary/biological models of human behavior. The idea is to see how these different perspectives on human nature, these different frameworks on why humans behave the way they do, lead to different notions of what public policy can/should be.

The reading material for this course is highly eclectic and in many cases not the sort of thing you would normally encounter in a policy seminar (or any other seminar in political science).  For that, I make no apologies, and encourage you to begin poking around in the literature of other disciplines to see how they might inform your own research projects.  The readings for this semester will primarily be drawn from the following disciplines: political science, economics, psychology, sociology and neuroscience/psychology.  I(ve tried to keep the reading load reasonable, but some weeks there is, no doubt, quite a bit of material to digest. I(ve tried to balance this out by assigning some lighter reading weeks where I thought it could be done without unduly shorting the subject.

Grades
As this is a research seminar, primary emphasis is placed on class participation and a major research paper.  There are no exams in this course.  Grades will be based on short weekly papers (maximum of two-pages, typewritten, standard 1-inch margins 10 to 12 point font) reacting to the assigned readings.  I will give maximum latitude on the subject matter you choose for your research paper, but all must contain the following elements:

1. A research question that is clearly stated and addresses some assumption of human behavior.

2. An appropriate and relevant literature review.

3. A clearly explicated and appropriately executed research design to address your question.

4. A conclusion that discusses how your research informs your question.

It may be helpful to think of your research papers as potential journal articles (or the basis of dissertations or theses).  You should be prepared to present your research to the class in the final weeks of the semester (see course schedule below). The research paper is due on the day you present. 

Readings and Course Schedule
AUGUST 29: COURSE INTRODUCTION

Reading: None

SEPTEMBER 5:  Different Perspectives on the Nature of Man and how it relates to government, politics and policy.

Thomas Hobbes, Part I of the Leviathan.

John Locke, excerpts from Second Treatise of Government.
James Madison, Federalist Number 10
Adam Smith, excerpts from The Wealth of Nations and A Theory of Moral Sentiments
Buchanan and Tullock, excerpts from The Calculus of Consent
SEPTEMBER 12:  Politics and policymaking with Homo Economus: 

Garret Hardin. (The Tragedy of the Commons.( 1968. Science. December: 1243-1248.

Elinor Ostrom, James Walker, Roy Gardner. (Covenants Without The Sword: Self-Governance Is Possible.( American Political Science Review. 1992. 86: 404‑417.

James Buchanan. (Politics Without Romance: A Sketch of Positive Public Choice Theory and its Normative Implications.(  Essay from The Theory of Public Choice II
Charles Tiebout. (A Pure Theory of Local Expenditures.( 1956. Journal of Political Economy. 64: 416-424.

Milton Friedman. (The Role of Government in Education.( Economics and the Public Interest.

Paul Teske, Mark Schneider, Michael Mintrom, Samuel Best.  (Establishing the Micro 
Foundations of a Macro Theory: Information, Movers, and the Competitive Local Market

 for Public Goods.( 1993. American Political Science Review.  87" 702‑713.

SEPTEMBER 19.   Does Homo Economus Really Exist?

Donald Green and Ian Shapiro. Chapters three, four and five of Pathologies of Rational Choice Theory.
Guth, Warner and Reinhard Tietz. 1990. (Ultimatum Bargaining Behavior: A

Survey and Comparison of Experimental Results.( Journal of Economic Psychology.11: 417-449.

Ernst Fehr and Simon Gachter. 2000. (Fairness and Retaliation: The Economics of Reciprocity.( Journal of Economic Perspectives. 14: 159-181.

SEPTEMBER 26.  Bounded Rationality

Simon, Herbert. (Human Nature in Politics.( American Political Science Review.

Bryan Jones . Politics and the Architecture of Choice.
OCTOBER 3.  Alternative Models of Human Behavior: Biology

Madsen, Douglas. 1985. (A Biochemical Property Relating to Power Seeking in Humans.( American Political Science Review. 79: 448-457. 

Madsen, Douglas. 1986. (Power Seekers are Different.( American Political Science Review. 80: 261-270.

Alford, John R., Carolyn L. Funk, and John R. Hibbing.  2005a.  (Are Political Orientations Genetically Transmitted?(  American Political Science Review 99 (May):  153-168.

Zak, Paul, Rob Kurzban, and William Matzner. 2005. (Oxytocin is Associated With Human Trustworthiness.( Hormones and Behavior. 48: 522-527. 

Colin Camerer, George Leowenstein, Drazen Prelec. 2005. (Neuroeconomics: How Neuroscience Can Inform Economics.( Journal of Economic Literature. March: 9-65. 

OCTOBER 10. Alternative Models of Human Behavior: Evolutionary Theory/Evolutionary Psychology

.

Leda Cosmides and John Tooby. (Evolutionary Psychology: A Primer( 1997. Center for Evolutionary Psychology.

Douglas S. Massey. (A Brief History of Human Society: The Origin and Role of Emotion in Social Life.(  2002.  American Sociological Review. 67: 1-29.

John Orbell et al. 2004. (Machiavellian Intelligence as the Basis for the Evolution of Cooperative Predispositions.( American Political Science Review. 98: 1-15.

October 17. Using Evolution and Biology to Explain Politics and Policy

Rubin, Paul. Darwinian Politics.
Smith, Kevin B. 2006. (Representational Altruism: The Wary Cooperator As Authoritative Decision Maker.( American Journal of Political Science.

OCTOBER 24. Prospect Theory. A New Direction for Evolution/Biology, or Bounded Rationality Redux?

Daniel Khaneman and Amos Tversky. 1979. (Prospect Theory: An Analysis of Decision Under Risk.( Econometrica. 47: 263-292.

Chen, M. Keith. 2005. (The Evolution of Our Preferences: Evidence From Capuchin-Monkey Trading Behavior.(
Mercer, Jonathan. 2005. (Prospect Theory and Political Science.( Annual Review of Political Science. 8: 1-21.

McDermott, Rose. 2001. (Comparing Rational Choice and Prospect Theory Analyses: The U.S. Decision to Launch Operation Desert Storm.( Journal of Strategic Studies. 24: 49-85.

OCTOBER 31:Can Biology and Evolution Really Help Us Understand Public Policy and Private Decisions?

Evolutionary Psychology, Public Policy and Personal Decisions. 2004. (Charles Crawford and Catherine Salmon, eds). Chapters 1, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15 and 16.

NOVEMBER 7.  Full Circle: Reconsidering Human Nature(Is Homo Economus Extinct?

Jervis, Robert. 2004. (The Implication of Prospect Theory for Human Nature and Values.( Political Psychology. 25: 163-176.

Thaler, Richard H. 2000. (From Homo Economicus to Homo Sapiens.( Journal of Economic Perspectives. 14: 133-141.

Atkipis, C. Athena and Rob Kurzban. (Is Homo Economus Extinct?( Journal of Economic Literature.
John Alford and John Hibbing. 2004. (The Origin of Politics: An Evolutionary Theory of Political Behavior(  Perspectives on Politics.. 

NOVEMBER 14/21/28. NO CLASS(WORK ON PAPERS.

DECEMBER 5/12.  Paper Presentations. 


