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“Migration flows are the central issue of our time” (Samuel Huntington, 2004).
“Ein Land das die Fremden nicht beschitzt geht bald unter” (Johann Wolfgang v. Goethe).

“It’s just obvious that you can’t have free immigration and a welfare state” (Milton Friedman,
1978)

A specter is haunting Europe — the specter of nativism! The triumph of neo-liberal
economics, the increasing influence of the EU in shaping national laws and policies, one of the
largest immigration events since WWII has generated a massive re-alignment in European and
American politics. The result is a rise in populist and radical right wing parties that threaten to
undermine the very foundations of European politics by eroding the solidarity necessary to
mount an effective social security state. There are also warning signs that some countries are
turning into an authoritarian direction.

“Taking back control” is the new motto on which right political movements are making
serious inroads into hitherto more centrist politics. Does immigration driven diversity trigger
authoritarian moments? As societies are becoming more diverse, is social trust and social
cohesion indeed undermined? What is the cement of society anyway? Are liberal multicultural
policies replaced with stronger, more assimilationist policies — questioning the very liberal
foundations on which modern states were supposed to be built?

This class casts a wide net. The arc ranges from basic explorations into what determines
identity, via the challenges of immigration and its political consequences, the variety of political
institutions and their relative capacities to squash ethnic conflicts, variations in forms of
incorporation of newcomers, to questions of the viability of welfare states and trust in societies
that are facing increasing diversity. This class examines the most important forces that are
challenging the very foundations on which western societies are based.

Required readings:
Articles:

Most of the required readings are hyperlinked and can be downloaded directly. Some are book
chapters that can be downloaded by going to the electronic course reserves at the library



(https://www.libs.uga.edu/access-services/course-reserves) where they can be downloaded from
there. The password is: multikulti.

Course requirements:

1. Participation is crucial in this seminar. Students are expected
to have read and absorbed each week’s reading assignment so as to
enable them to meaningfully participate in each seminar.
Participation counts for 15 % of the total grade.

2. Each student will be assigned three weeks in which he/she will “lead
the seminar”, i.e. the student will, in essence, take on my role.
This means to give a concise overview of the weeks’ reading, place
the readings into the larger context of crucial approaches, or issues
in political science, to ask pertinent questions, and to engage other
students in discussion and to answer their and my questions. This
will count for 15 % of the total grade.

3. Each student is required to write one short paper based on
books, parts of books or articles provided in this syllabus (no
longer than two pages) Do not just repeat the argument in the
book or article! Briefly state the argument, but then go beyond it,
placing it in the larger literature, and providing constructive
criticism. Most likely, to make a convincing case you will have to
quote or cite additional material. Examine 1) the plausibility of the
argument, 2) the consistency of the argument, i.e. do other scholars
agree/disagree with the claims and if yes, why, 3) if any, assess the
empirical support of the argument. If not, what empirical data
could be used to support the theoretical argument, 4) in what way
does the argument “push the frontier” on any of your chosen
topics, 5) provide an original critique and possible modifications,
amendments, alternative hypotheses and additional original
research questions. Each paper will count for 15 % of the total
grade.

4. October 29 is puzzle week. Students should, by then have
developed a research puzzle, a literature review, and have
unearthed data that they think should help them in answering the
puzzle. This information will be presented orally to the class and
counts for 15 % of the total grade. One class will be devoted to the
presentation of this crucial part of your research.

5. Research paper. Each student will have to submit a completed
research paper by Friday, Dec. 9, 2019. This research paper
will have to follow the “Edicts of Candler” and counts for 40 % of



the total grade. For more information on how to write a research
paper consult the last page of this syllabus.

Detailed reading assignments:

August 20:

August 27:

September 3:

Welcome, introduction, discussion of syllabus, and puzzling puzzles

Readings: David Goodhart (2004).”Too Diverse”?

Where does it all come from? Economic structures and social values!

Michael Cox (2017) The rise of populism and the crisis of globalization:
Brexit, Trump, and Beyond. Irish Studies in International Affairs, 28:9-17

Marco Senatore (2018). Beyond Neoliberalism and Populism: Values,
individual autonomy and authentic communities. Global Policy.

Afredo Saad-Filho (2018). The Rise of Nationalist Authoritarianism and
the Crisis of Neoliberalism. Progress in Political Economy.

Ronald Inglehart and Pippa Norris (2017). Trump and the Populist
Authoritarian Parties: the Silent Revolution in Reverse. Perspectives on
Politics, 15:443-451.

Between primordialism and constructivism: where does identity come
from?

Mark Schaller and Justin H. Park (2011) The Behavioral Immune System
(and why it matters). Current Directions in Psychological Science. 20: 99-
103.

Clifford Geertz (1993) Primordial Loyalties and Standing Entities.
Anthropological Reflections on the Politics of Identity. Public lecture
delivered at the Collegium Budapest.

Butovskaya, Marina, Frank Kemp Salter, Ivan Diakonov, and Alexey
Smirnov. 2000. Urban Begging and Ethnic Nepotism in Russia: An
Ethological Pilot Study. Human Nature 11 (2): 157-82.

Samuel Huntington (2004). Who Are We? The Challenges to America’s
National Identity. Chapters 1 and 2 (in electronic course reserves).

Lene Arooe, Michael Bang Petersen and Kevin Arceneaux (2017). The
Behavioral Immune System Shapes Political Intuitions: Why and How




September 10:

September 17:

September 24:

Individual Differences in Disqust Sensitivity Underlie Opposition to
Immigration. American Political Science Review, 111:277-294.

Primordial constructions, or constructing primordialism?

Markus Crepaz (2008) A primordial challenge to the welfare state? (pp.
14-51) in: Trust Beyond Borders; The University of Michigan Press, Ann
Arbor (in electronic course reserves).

Symposium: Cumulative Findings in the Study of Ethnic Politics

Guest Editor: Kanchan Chandra, Massachusetts Institute of

Technology (2001). Only read Kanchan Chandra’s contribution starting on
p. 7 and Stephen van Evera’s contribution on p. 20.

Eller, Jack David, and Reed M Coughlan. 1993. The Poverty of
Primordialism: The Demystification of Ethnic Attachments. Ethnicand
Racial Studies 16 (2):183-202.

Mitch Brown, Lucas Keefer, Donald Sacco and Aaron Bermond (2019). Is
the Cure a Wall? Behavioral Immune System Responses to a Disease
Metaphor for Immigration. Evolutionary Psychological Science, 5:343-
356.

The Welfare Queen Experiment (1999) by F.D. Gilliam. Can be
found here:

Welfare for “us” but not for “them”!

Frederik Hjorth (2015) Who benefits? Welfare chauvinism and national
stereotypes. European Union Politics. 17: 3-24.

Van der Waal Jeroen, Willem De Koster and Wim van Oorschot (2013).
Three Worlds of Welfare Chauvinism? How Welfare Regimes Affect
Support for Distributing Welfare to Immigrants in Europe. Journal of
Comparative Policy Analysis, 15:164-181.

Marx Paul and Naumann Elias (2018). Do right-wing parties foster
welfare chauvinistic attitudes? A longitudinal study of the 2015 ‘refugee
crisis’ in Germany. Electoral Studies, 52:111-116.

Redistribution, Sacrifice, and Identity:

Alesina, Alberto, Edward Glaeser and Bruce Sacerdote. 2001. Why Doesn't the United
States Have a European-Style Welfare State? Brookings Papers on Economic Activity,

Vol. 2001(2): 187-254. (start reading on p. 21 “Political explanations”)



Wim van Oorschot (2006) Making the Difference in social Europe: deservingness
perceptions among citizens of European welfare states. Journal of European
Social Policy, 16:23-42.

James Habyarimana, Macartan Humphreys, Daniel Posner, and Jeremy Weinstein
(2007). Why does Ethnic Diversity Undermine Public Goods Provision?
American Political Science Review. Vol. 101, pp. 709-726.

David Brady and Ryan Finnigan (2014). Does Immigration Undermine Public
Support for Social Policy? American Sociological Review, 79:17-42

October 1: “It’s the culture, stupid, no?” — economic versus perceived cultural threat
as drivers of anti-immigrant attitudes.

Katerina Manevska and Peter Achterberg (2011). Immigration and
Perceived Ethnic Threat: Cultural Capital and Economic Explanations.
European Sociological Review. 29:437-449.

Daniel Oesch (2008). Explaining Worker’s Support for Right-Wing
Populist Parties in Western Europe: Evidence From Austria, Belgium,
France, Norway, and Switzerland. International Political Science Review,
29:349-373

Lefkofridi Zoe and Elie Michel (2017) The Electoral Politics of Solidarity.
pp. 233-267. In: The Strains of Commitment. The Political Sources of
Solidarity in Diverse Societies. Keith Banting and Will Kymlicka (ed).
Oxford University Press, Oxford, UK. (in electronic reserves).

Jaak Billiet, et. al. (2014). The relationship between ethnic threat and
gconomic insecurity in times of economic crisis: analysis of European
Social Survey data. Migration Studies. 2:135-161.

October 8: Triggers of xenophobia, nativism and welfare chauvinism: can it happen
“there” again, and maybe “here”?

Karen Stenner and Jonathan Haidt (2018) Authoritarianism is not a
momentary madness, but an Eternal Dynamic within Liberal Democracies.
(pp. 175-220). In: Can it happen here? Authoritarianism in America. Cass
Sunstein (ed.) Dey St.

Matthew McWilliams (2016) The one weird Trait that predicts whether
you’re a Trump supporter. Politico Magazine. (January 17).

Markus M. L. Crepaz (2019) Authoritarian roots of welfare
chauvinism.pdf. Manuscript currently under review.




October 15:

October 22:

October 29:

November 5:

Karen Stenner (2009) Three Kinds of Conservatism. Psychological
Inquiry. 20:142-159

Getting a bit more complicated: how exactly should ethnic diversity affect
public goods provision?

Markus M. L. Crepaz (2008). Trust in Diverse Societies (pp. 93-133) In
Trust Beyond Borders. University of Michigan Press. Ann Arbor. (in
electronic reserves).

Eric Uslaner (2005) The Moral Foundations of Trust. Social Science
Research Network.

Robert Putnam (2006). E Pluribus Unum. Diversity and Community in the
21° Century. The 2006 Johann Skytte Prize Lecture.

Alejandro Portes and Erik Vickstrom (2011). Diversity, Social Capital,
and Cohesion. Annual Review of Socioloqgy, 37:461-479

Immigration and the end of the welfare state? Between Recognition and
Redistribution: The Liberal/Progressive’s Dilemma

Kymlicka, Will (2015). Solidarity in diverse societies: beyond neoliberal
multiculturalism and welfare chauvinism. Comparative Migration Studies
3:1-19.

Joakim Kulin, et. al. (2016) Immigration or Welfare? The Progressive’s
Dilemma Revisited. Socious: Sociological Research for a Dynamic World.
2: 1-15.

Nasar Meer (2016) The ties that blind us — the hidden assumption in the
‘new progressive’s dilemma:’ Comment in Will Kymlicka’s article:
“Solidarity in Diverse Societies”.

Rainer Baubock (2016). Why liberal nationalism does not resolve the
progressive’s trilemma: comment on Will Kymlicka’s article: “Solidarity
in Diverse Societies. Comparative Migration Studies.

Will Kymlicka (2016) Rejoinder: From sociability to solidarity: reply to
commentators. Comparative Migration Studies

Pause: puzzle week and discussion of projects

Incorporating newcomers — between assimilation and multiculturalism



November 12:

November 19:

Jens Hainmdiller, et. al. (2017) Catalyst or Crown: Does Naturalization Promote
the Long Term Social Integration of Immigrants? American Political Science
Review, 111: 256-276.

Ruud Koopmans (2013) Muslim Immigrants and Christian Natives in
Western Europe. WZB: Mitteilungen,

Dutch prof warns no Western society has managed to fully integrate
Muslims. The Nation, March 6, 2019.

Ruud Koopmans (2010) Trade-Offs between Equality and Difference:
Immigrant Integration, Multiculturalism and the Welfare State in Cross
National Perspective. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, Vol. 36: 1-
26.

Reversing the causal arrow? Can the state/society CREATE trust in
diverse societies?

Markus M. L. Crepaz and Regan Damron (2009). Constructing Tolerance.
The role of the welfare state in shaping attitudes about immigrants.
Comparative Political Studies, 42:437-462.

Carolin Rapp (2016) Shaping tolerant attitudes towards immigrants: the
role of welfare state expenditures. Journal of European Social Policy. 27:
40-56

Anthony Kevins and Kees van Kersbergen (2019) The Effects of welfare
state universalism on migrant integration. Policy and Politics, 47:115-132.

Keith Banting and Will Kymlicka (2015) The Political Sources of
Solidarity in Diverse Societies. Robert Schumann Center for Advanced
Study Research, Paper # RSCAS 2015/73.

From national to post-national identity and back?

Soysal, Yasemin Nuhoglu. 1998. “Toward a Postnational Model of
Membership.” In The citizenship debates : a reader. Gershon Shafir (Ed.).
Minneapolis, MN, University of Minnesota Press. [pp. 189-217]

Randall Hansen (2007) The poverty of postnationalism: citizenship,
immigration and the new Europe. Theory and Society, 38:1-24

David Koyzis (2017) “No Core Identity”? The Impossibility of the State
without a Soul. First Things.




Andreas Wimmer (2019) Why Nationalism Works And Why it isn’t
Going Away. Foreign Affairs, (March/April).

November 26: Presentation of Research papers

RESEARCH PAPER DUE: DECEMBER 9, BY HIGH NOON!



THE EDICTS OF CANDLER HALL

MARKUS M. L. CREPAZ

Congratulations! You have come far; you are sitting in an “advanced” graduate seminar and you
should be familiar with the conventions on how to write a research paper. All of you have taken POLS
7010. This is the time to remember what you learned in this class and to apply it right here. But just in
case you don’t remember anything of POLS 7010 anymore (heaven forbid!) here are some pointers on
how to do it in order to reduce the “B.S. factor”. Here are the steps you should follow, although not
necessarily in this order, to write a logically compelling research paper and one that maximizes your
chances of getting a good grade.

1) PUZZLE: This is atough one. Your research must have a puzzle, if not, why do the research? If
theory and praxis diverge, that is a puzzle; contested theories represent a puzzle;
inconsistent empirical findings are a puzzle; etc.

2) RESEARCH QUESTION: At some point you should clearly state in the form of a question the
objective of your research.

3) LITERATURE REVIEW:  Here you are taking stock — what is it that others have written about your
subject. This is the place for showing off how much have you have read and understood
about the material and drop names.

4) THEORY: Thisis VERY important! Here you don’t drop names — after all this is the place where
you present YOUR theory to the world, YOUR ideas, YOUR contribution.

5) UNIT OF ANALYSIS: What is the “unit” that you are examining? Is it elections, individuals,
countries, etc.?

6) TEMPORAL AND SPATIAL PARAMETERS: Over what time period and what location are you
applying your theory?

7) HYPOTHESIS: What is your hypothesis? Remember a hypothesis contains three things: first it
indicates the object of observation, the dependent an independent variables, and the
direction of their relationship. For example: “the more I’m feeding my cat, the fatter she
gets”. “Cat” is the object of observation, “food” is the cause, cat getting “fat” is the
effect, and the direction of the relationship is positive.

8) DEPENDENT AND INDEPENDENT VARIABLES: Which ones are they? How much do they vary?

9) PROCESS TRACING: Why should the cat get fat if feed a lot? If more calories enter her body that she
can burn, her body will on the basis of biological processes begin to store the energy
contained in the food in terms of fat. Process tracing should in detail describe the various
steps how things move from cause to effect.

10) OPERATIONALIZATION OF CONCEPTS: Your hypotheses will contain concepts, i.e. names of
things. You will have to translate these concepts into things that can be measured. It is
crucial that you explain this metamorphosis from concept to measure as clearly as you
can.



11) VALIDITY AND RELIABILITY OF MEASURES: Do the measures you use capture the concept
they intend to reflect? Would repeated measuring yield the same results every time?
Might there be systematic or random measurement error?

12) CAUSAL MECHANISM: How do you know that your argument is causal rather than correlational?
Do you have endogeneity? Is your research design indeterminate?

13) FINDINGS: Are you accepting or rejecting your hypothesis?
14) LIMITATIONS: No research design is perfect. What are the limitations of yours?
15) CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS: What do these findings mean? How do they affect the

reigning theories? Do they question them, or confirm them? What new questions do
arise? Where does future research go from here?



