Political Economics Il — Spring 2010

Objectives

This course aims at giving a selective overview of modern political economics,
providing the students with basic research tools for theoretical and empirical work.
Specifically, the course gives an introduction to theoretical models, empirical
methodology, and substantive findings in political economics. It not only covers
theoretical and empirical research, but also — importantly — the link between the two.

This basic course is followed by Political Economics 11, a course which instead
presents a range of selected topics at the current research frontier.

Schedule and examination

The course has eight three-hour lectures. It also includes a number of exercises —
theoretical as well as empirical — that will be discussed in separate exercise sessions.
Examination is through a written exam
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from the United States”, Journal of Economic Literature 41, 7-73.
*Chapter 1 in Persson, T. and G. Tabellini [2003], The Economic Effects of
Constitutions, MIT Press (P-T 2003 below)
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corruption: A game theoretic analysis”, Games and Economic Behavior 5,
118-132.

Persson, T., G. Roland, and G. Tabellini [2000], “Comparative politics and public
finance”, JPE 108, 1121-1161.

Empirical strategy and results
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