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  Abstract
  Rational choice theory tends to view political institutions as
structures of voluntary cooperation that resolve collective action
problems and benefit all concerned. Yet the political process often gives
rise to institutions that are good for some people and bad for others,
depending on who has the power to impose their will. Political
institutions may be structures of cooperation, but they may also be
structures of power—and the theory does not tell us much about this.
As a result, it gives us a one-sided and overly benign view of what
political institutions are and do. This problem is not well understood,
and indeed is not typically seen as a problem at all. For there is a
widespread sense in the rational choice literature that, because power is
frequently discussed, it is an integral part of the theory and
just as fundamental as cooperation. Confusion on this score has undermined
efforts to right the imbalance. My purpose here is to clarify the analytic
roles that power and cooperation actually play in this literature, and to
argue that a more balanced theory—one that brings power from its
periphery to its very core—is both necessary and entirely
possible.Terry M. Moe is the William
Bennett Munro Professor of Political Science at Stanford University and a
senior fellow at the Hoover Institution (moe@hoover.stanford.edu). An
earlier version of this article was presented at the Yale Conference on
Crafting and Operating Institutions, April 11–13, 2003. The author
would like to thank Sven Feldmann, Lloyd Gruber, James Fearon, Peter Hall,
Jennifer Hochschild, Stephen Krasner, Chris Mantzavinos, Gary Miller, Paul
Pierson, Theda Skocpol, Barry Weingast, and anonymous reviewers for their
helpful comments.


 


   
    
	
Type

	Research Article


 	
Information

	Perspectives on Politics
  
,
Volume 3
  
,
Issue 2
  , June 2005  , pp. 215 - 233 
 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S1537592705050176
 [Opens in a new window]
 
  


   	
Copyright

	
© 2005 American Political Science Association




 Access options
 Get access to the full version of this content by using one of the access options below. (Log in options will check for institutional or personal access. Content may require purchase if you do not have access.)  


    
 References
  
 

 Arrow, Kenneth J.
1963.
Social choice and individual values.
New Haven:
Yale University Press.


 
 

 Axelrod, Robert.
1984.
The evolution of cooperation.
New York:
Basic Books.


 
 

 Axelrod, Robert, and
Robert O. Keohane.
1985.
Achieving cooperation under anarchy: Strategies and
institutions.
World Politics
38 (1):
226–54.Google Scholar


 
 

 Bachrach, Peter, and
Morton S. Baratz.
1962.
Two faces of power.
American Political Science Review
56 (4):
947–52.Google Scholar


 
 

 Baldwin, David A.
1985.
Economic statecraft: Paradoxes of power.
Princeton:
Princeton University Press.


 
 

 Barry, Brian.
1976.
Power: An economic analysis. In
Power and political theory: Some European perspectives, ed.
Brian Barry,
67–101.
New York:
Wiley.


 
 

 Bartlett, Randall.
1989.
Economics and power: An inquiry into human relations and
markets.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Barzel, Yoram.
2002.
A theory of the state: Economic rights, legal rights, and the scope
of the state.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Bates, Robert H.
1989.
Beyond the miracle of the market: The political economy of agrarian
development in Kenya.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Bates, Robert H.
2001.
Prosperity and violence: The political economy of violence.
New York:
W. W. Norton.


 
 

 Becker, Gary.
1983.
A theory of competition among pressure groups for political
influence.
Quarterly Journal of Economics
98 (3):
371–400.Google Scholar


 
 

 Bell, Roderick,
David V. Edwards, and
R. Harrison Wagner, eds.
1969.
Political power: A reader in theory and research.
New York:
Free Press.


 
 

 Buchanan, James M.,
Robert D. Tollison, and
Gordon Tullock, eds.
1980.
Toward a theory of the rent-seeking society.
College Station:
Texas A&M Press.


 
 

 Calvert, Randall.
1997.
Rational actors, equilibrium, and social institutions. In
Explaining social institutions, ed.
Jack Knight and
Itai Sened,
57–93.
Ann Arbor:
University of Michigan Press.


 
 

 Cox, Gary W., and
Mathew D. McCubbins.
1993.
Legislative leviathan: Party government in the House.
Berkeley:
University of California Press.


 
 

 Dahl, Robert A.
1957.
The concept of power.
Behavioral Science
2 (3):
201–15.Google Scholar


 
 

 Dixit, Avinash K., and
John Londregan.
1995.
Redistributive politics and economic efficiency.
American Political Science Review
89 (4):
856–66.Google Scholar


 
 

 Dixit, Avinash K., and
John Londregan.
1996.
The determinants of success of special interests in redistributive
politics.
Journal of Politics
58 (4):
1132–55.Google Scholar


 
 

 Dowding, Keith M.
1991.
Rational choice and political power.
Aldershot, UK:
Edward Elgar.


 
 

 Dowding, Keith M.
1996.
Power.
Minneapolis:
University of Minnesota Press.


 
 

 Eggertsson, Thrainn.
1990.
Economic behavior and institutions.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Epstein, David, and
Sharyn O'Halloran.
1999.
Delegating powers: A transaction cost politics approach to policy
making under separate powers.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Francis, Arthur,
Jeremy Turk, and
Paul Willman, eds.
1983.
Power, efficiency, and institutions.
London:
Heineman.


 
 

 Greif, Avner.
1998.
Self-enforcing political systems and economic growth: Late medieval
Genoa. In
Analytic narratives, ed.
Robert H. Bates,
Avner Greif,
Margaret Levi,
Jean-Laurent Rosenthal, and
Barry R. Weingast,
22–63.
Princeton:
Princeton University Press.


 
 

 Greif, Avner,
Paul Milgrom, and
Barry R. Weingast.
1994.
Commitment, coordination, and enforcement: The case of the merchant
guilds.
Journal of Political Economy
102 (4):
745–76.Google Scholar


 
 

 Gruber, Lloyd.
2000.
Ruling the world: Power politics and the rise of supranational
institutions.
Princeton:
Princeton University Press.


 
 

 Hall, Peter A., and
Rosemary C. R. Taylor.
1996.
Political science and the three new institutionalisms.
Political Studies
44 (5):
952–73.Google Scholar


 
 

 Hardin, Russell.
1982.
Collective action.
Baltimore:
Johns Hopkins University Press.


 
 

 Hardin, Russell.
1990.
Contractarianism: Wistful thinking.
Constitutional Political Economy
1 (2):
35–52.Google Scholar


 
 

 Hardin, Russell.
1995.
One for all: The logic of group conflict.
Princeton:
Princeton University Press.


 
 

 Hirschleifer, Jack.
1994.
The dark side of the force.
Economic Inquiry
32 (1):
1–10.Google Scholar


 
 

 Horn, Murray J.
1995.
The political economy of public administration: Institutional choice
in the public sector.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Huber, John D., and
Charles R. Shipan.
2002.
Deliberate discretion? The institutional foundations of bureaucratic
autonomy.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Keohane, Robert O.
1984.
After hegemony: Cooperation and discord in the world political
economy.
Princeton:
Princeton University Press.


 
 

 Knight, Jack.
1992.
Institutions and social conflict.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Koremenos, Barbara,
Charles Lipson, and
Duncan Snidal.
2001.
The rational design of international institutions.
International Organization
55 (4):
761–800.Google Scholar


 
 

 Korpi, Walter.
2001.
Contentious institutions: An augmented rational-action analysis of
the origins and path dependency of welfare state institutions in western
countries.
Rationality and Society
13 (2):
235–83.Google Scholar


 
 

 Krasner, Stephen D.
1991.
Global communications and national power: Life on the Pareto
frontier.
World Politics
43 (3):
336–66.Google Scholar


 
 

 Kreps, David M.
1991.
Game theory and economic modeling.
New York:
Oxford University Press.


 
 

 Levi, Margaret.
1981.
The predatory theory of rule.
Politics and Society
10 (4):
431–66.Google Scholar


 
 

 Levi, Margaret.
1988.
Of rule and revenue.
Berkeley:
University of California Press.


 
 

 Levi, Margaret.
1990.
A logic of institutional change. In
The limits of rationality, ed.
Karen Schweers Cook and
Margaret Levi,
402–18.
Chicago:
University of Chicago Press.


 
 

 Levi, Margaret.
1997.
Consent, dissent, and patriotism.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Libecap, Gary D.
1986.
Contracting for property rights.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Lukes, Steven.
1974.
Power: A radical view.
London:
Macmillan.


 
 

 Mantzavinos, Chris,
Douglass C. North, and
Syed Shariq.
2004.
Learning, institutions, and economic performance.
Perspectives on Politics
2 (1):
75–84.Google Scholar


 
 

 Martin, Lisa L.
1992.
Coercive cooperation: Explaining multilateral economic
sanctions.
Princeton:
Princeton University Press.


 
 

 McGuire, Martin C., and
Mancur Olson, Jr.
1996.
The economics of autocracy and majority rule: The invisible hand and
the use of force.
Journal of Economic Literature
34 (1):
72–96.Google Scholar


 
 

 McKelvey, Richard D.
1976.
Intransitivities in multidimensional voting models and some
implications for agenda control.
Journal of Economic Theory
12 (3):
472–82.Google Scholar


 
 

 Milgrom, Paul R.,
Douglass C. North, and
Barry R. Weingast.
1990.
The role of institutions in the revival of trade: The medieval law
merchant, private judges, and the champagne fairs.
Economics and Politics
2 (1):
1–23.Google Scholar


 
 

 McCubbins, Mathew D.,
Roger G. Noll, and
Barry R. Weingast.
1987.
Administrative procedures as instruments of political
control.
Journal of Law, Economics, and Organization
3 (2):
243–77.Google Scholar


 
 

 Milner, Helen V.
1997.
Interests, institutions, and information: Domestic politics and
international relations.
Princeton:
Princeton University Press.


 
 

 Moe, Terry M.
1984.
The new economics of organization.
American Journal of Political Science
28 (4):
739–77.Google Scholar


 
 

 Moe, Terry M.
1990.
Political institutions: The neglected side of the story.
Special issue,
Journal of Law, Economics, and Organization
6:
213–53.Google Scholar


 
 

 Moe, Terry M.
1997.
The positive theory of public bureaucracy. In
Perspectives on public choice: A handbook, ed.
Dennis C. Mueller,
455–80.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Morriss, Peter.
2002.
Power: A philosophical analysis.
New York:
Manchester University Press.


 
 

 Niskanen, William A., Jr.
1971.
Bureaucracy and representative government.
New York:
Aldine-Atherton.


 
 

 North, Douglass C.
1981.
Structure and change in economic history.
New York:
W. W. Norton.


 
 

 North, Douglass C.
1990.
Institutions, institutional change, and economic performance.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 North, Douglass C.
1994.
The historical evolution of polities.
International Review of Law and Economics
14 (4):
381–91.Google Scholar


 
 

 North, Douglass C.
1995.
Five propositions about institutional change. In
Explaining social institutions, ed.
Jack Knight and
Itai Sened,
15–26,
Ann Arbor:
University of Michigan Press.


 
 

 North, Douglass C., and
Barry R. Weingast.
1989.
Constitutions and commitment: The evolution of institutions
governing public choice in seventeenth-century England.
Journal of Economic History
49 (4):
803–32.Google Scholar


 
 

 Olson, Mancur, Jr.
1965.
The logic of collective action: Public goods and the theory of
groups.
Cambridge:
Harvard University Press.


 
 

 Olson, Mancur, Jr.
1982.
The rise and decline of nations: Economic growth, stagflation, and
social rigidities.
New Haven:
Yale University Press.


 
 

 Olson, Mancur, Jr.
1993.
Dictatorship, democracy, and development.
American Political Science Review
87 (3):
567–76.Google Scholar


 
 

 Olson, Mancur, Jr.
2000.
Power and prosperity: Outgrowing communist and capitalist
dictatorships.
New York:
Basic Books.


 
 

 Ostrom, Elinor.
1990.
Governing the commons: The evolution of institutions for collective
action.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Perrow, Charles.
1981.
Markets, hierarchies, and hegemony: A critique of Chandler and
Williamson. In
Perspectives on organization design and behavior, ed.
Andrew H. Van de Ven and
William F. Joyce,
371–86.
New York:
Wiley.


 
 

 Perrow, Charles.
1986.
Complex organizations: A critical essay.
New York:
McGraw-Hill.


 
 

 Pierson, Paul.
2000.
Increasing returns, path dependence, and the study of
politics.
American Political Science Review
94 (2):
251–67.Google Scholar


 
 

 Pierson, Paul, and
Theda Skocpol.
2002.
Historical institutionalism in contemporary political
science. In
Political science: The state of the discipline, ed.
Ira Katznelson and
Helen V. Milner,
693–721.
New York:
W. W. Norton.


 
 

 Polsby, Nelson W.
1980.
Community power and political theory: A further look at problems of
evidence and inference.
2nd ed.
Berkeley:
Institute of Governmental Studies Press.


 
 

 Powell, Robert.
2002.
Bargaining theory and international conflict.
Annual Review of Political Science
5:
1–30.Google Scholar


 
 

 Pratt, John W., and
Richard J. Zeckhauser.
1985.
Principles and agents: The structure of business.
Boston:
Harvard Business School Press.


 
 

 Przeworski, Adam.
1991.
Democracy and the market: Political and economic reforms in Eastern
Europe and Latin America.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Roemer, John, ed.
1986.
Analytical Marxism: Studies in Marxism and social theory.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Romer, Thomas, and
Howard Rosenthal.
1978.
Political resource allocation: Controlled agendas and the status
quo.
Public Choice
33 (4):
27–43.Google Scholar


 
 

 Root, Hilton L.
1989.
Tying the king's hands: Credible commitments and royal fiscal
policy during the old regime.
Rationality and Society
1 (2):
240–58.Google Scholar


 
 

 Rosenthal, Jean-Laurent.
1992.
The fruits of revolution: Property rights, litigation and French
agriculture (1700-1860).
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Shepsle, Kenneth A.
1979.
Institutional arrangements and equilibrium in multidimensional
voting models.
American Journal of Political Science
23 (1):
27–59.Google Scholar


 
 

 Shepsle, Kenneth A.
1986.
Institutional equilibrium and equilibrium institutions. In
Political science: The science of politics, ed.
Herbert F. Weisberg,
51–81.
New York:
Agathon.


 
 

 Shepsle, Kenneth A., and
Barry R. Weingast.
1981.
Structure-induced equilibrium and legislative choice.
Public Choice
37 (3):
503–19.Google Scholar


 
 

 Taylor, Michael.
1987.
The possibility of cooperation.
New York:
Cambridge University Press.


 
 

 Umbeck, John.
1981.
Might makes right: A theory of the function and initial distribution
of property rights.
Economic Inquiry
19 (1):
38–59.Google Scholar


 
 

 Wantchekon, Leonard.
2004.
The paradox of “warlord” democracy: A theoretical
investigation.
American Political Science Review
98 (1):
17–34.Google Scholar


 
 

 Weber, Max.
1947.
The theory of economic and social organization.
Trans. A. M. Henderson and Talcott Parsons. New York:
Oxford University Press.


 
 

 Weingast, Barry R.
1995.
The economic role of political institutions: Market-preserving
federalism and economic development.
Journal of Law, Economics, and Organization
11 (1):
1–31.Google Scholar


 
 

 Weingast, Barry R.
1996.
Political institutions: Rational choice perspectives. In
A new handbook of political science, ed.
Robert E. Goodin and
Hans-Dieter Klingemann,
167–90.
New York:
Oxford University Press.


 
 

 Weingast, Barry R.
1997.
The political foundations of democracy and the rule of law.
American Political Science Review
91 (2):
245–63.Google Scholar


 
 

 Weingast, Barry R.
2002.
Rational-choice institutionalism. In
Political science: The state of the discipline, ed.
Ira Katznelson and
Helen V. Milner,
660–92.
New York:
W. W. Norton.


 
 

 Weingast, Barry R., and
William Marshall.
1988.
The industrial organization of Congress, or Why legislatures, like
firms, are not organized as markets.
Journal of Political Economy
96 (1):
132–63.Google Scholar


 
 

 Williamson, Oliver E.
1985.
The economic institutions of capitalism: Firms, markets, relational
contracting.
New York:
Free Press.


 
 

 Woodruff, David M.
2001.
Review of Power and prosperity: Outgrowing communist and
capitalist dictatorships, by Mancur Olson.
East European Constitutional Review
10 (1):
97–103.Google Scholar




 

           



 
  	202
	Cited by


 

   




 Cited by

 
 Loading...


 [image: alt]   


 













Cited by





	


[image: Crossref logo]
202




	


[image: Google Scholar logo]















Crossref Citations




[image: Crossref logo]





This article has been cited by the following publications. This list is generated based on data provided by
Crossref.









Köllner, Patrick
2005.
Formal and Informal Politics from an Institutional Perspective: An Analytical Approach for Comparative Area Studies.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Durant, Robert F.
2006.
Agency Evolution, New Institutionalism, and ‘Hybrid’ Policy Domains: Lessons from the ‘Greening’ of the U.S. Military.
Policy Studies Journal,
Vol. 34,
Issue. 4,
p.
469.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Levi, Margaret
2006.
Why We Need a New Theory of Government.
Perspectives on Politics,
Vol. 4,
Issue. 01,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






2006.
LABOR HISTORYSYMPOSIUM.
Labor History,
Vol. 47,
Issue. 3,
p.
397.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Calder, Ryan
and
Lie, John
2007.
The Blackwell Encyclopedia of Sociology.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Vanhuysse, Pieter
and
Sulitzeanu-Kenan, Raanan
2007.
Teacher's PAT? Multiple-Role Principal-Agent Theory, Education Politics, and Bureaucrat Power.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Ulfelder, Jay
2007.
Gambling on Reform.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Romero, Vidal
2007.
Rocky Marriage: A Theory of Presidents and Their Parties.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Lapuente, Victor
and
Fernández‐Carro, Remo
2008.
Political Regimes, Bureaucracy, and Scientific Productivity.
Politics & Policy,
Vol. 36,
Issue. 6,
p.
1006.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Dowding, Keith
2008.
Agency and structure: Interpreting power relationships.
Journal of Power,
Vol. 1,
Issue. 1,
p.
21.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






ARMINGEON, KLAUS
and
CAREJA, ROMANA
2008.
Institutional change and stability in postcommunist countries, 1990–2002.
European Journal of Political Research,
Vol. 47,
Issue. 4,
p.
436.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Shadlen, Ken
2008.
Globalisation, Power and Integration: The Political Economy of Regional and Bilateral Trade Agreements in the Americas.
The Journal of Development Studies,
Vol. 44,
Issue. 1,
p.
1.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Lane, Ruth
2008.
Bottom Up Comparative Politics: Game Theory Abroad.
PS: Political Science & Politics,
Vol. 41,
Issue. 4,
p.
871.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Hicks, Tim
2009.
Rational Historical Institutionalism: With Application to British and Swedish Health Policy.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






2009.
The Politics of Property Rights Institutions in Africa.
p.
19.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Hall, Peter A.
2009.
Explaining Institutional Change.
p.
204.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Guardiancich, Igor
2009.
Institutional Survival and Return: Examples from the New Pension Orthodoxy.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






BINDERKRANTZ, ANNE SKORKJÆR
and
CHRISTENSEN, JØRGEN GRØNNEGAARD
2009.
Delegation without Agency Loss? The Use of Performance Contracts in Danish Central Government.
Governance,
Vol. 22,
Issue. 2,
p.
263.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Driscoll, Amanda
and
Krook, Mona Lena
2009.
Can There Be a Feminist Rational Choice Institutionalism?1.
Politics & Gender,
Vol. 5,
Issue. 02,
p.
238.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






2009.
Explaining Institutional Change.
p.
1.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar





Download full list
















Google Scholar Citations

View all Google Scholar citations
for this article.














 

×






	Librarians
	Authors
	Publishing partners
	Agents
	Corporates








	

Additional Information











	Accessibility
	Our blog
	News
	Contact and help
	Cambridge Core legal notices
	Feedback
	Sitemap



Select your country preference



[image: US]
Afghanistan
Aland Islands
Albania
Algeria
American Samoa
Andorra
Angola
Anguilla
Antarctica
Antigua and Barbuda
Argentina
Armenia
Aruba
Australia
Austria
Azerbaijan
Bahamas
Bahrain
Bangladesh
Barbados
Belarus
Belgium
Belize
Benin
Bermuda
Bhutan
Bolivia
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Botswana
Bouvet Island
Brazil
British Indian Ocean Territory
Brunei Darussalam
Bulgaria
Burkina Faso
Burundi
Cambodia
Cameroon
Canada
Cape Verde
Cayman Islands
Central African Republic
Chad
Channel Islands, Isle of Man
Chile
China
Christmas Island
Cocos (Keeling) Islands
Colombia
Comoros
Congo
Congo, The Democratic Republic of the
Cook Islands
Costa Rica
Cote D'Ivoire
Croatia
Cuba
Cyprus
Czech Republic
Denmark
Djibouti
Dominica
Dominican Republic
East Timor
Ecuador
Egypt
El Salvador
Equatorial Guinea
Eritrea
Estonia
Ethiopia
Falkland Islands (Malvinas)
Faroe Islands
Fiji
Finland
France
French Guiana
French Polynesia
French Southern Territories
Gabon
Gambia
Georgia
Germany
Ghana
Gibraltar
Greece
Greenland
Grenada
Guadeloupe
Guam
Guatemala
Guernsey
Guinea
Guinea-bissau
Guyana
Haiti
Heard and Mc Donald Islands
Honduras
Hong Kong
Hungary
Iceland
India
Indonesia
Iran, Islamic Republic of
Iraq
Ireland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Japan
Jersey
Jordan
Kazakhstan
Kenya
Kiribati
Korea, Democratic People's Republic of
Korea, Republic of
Kuwait
Kyrgyzstan
Lao People's Democratic Republic
Latvia
Lebanon
Lesotho
Liberia
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Liechtenstein
Lithuania
Luxembourg
Macau
Macedonia
Madagascar
Malawi
Malaysia
Maldives
Mali
Malta
Marshall Islands
Martinique
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mayotte
Mexico
Micronesia, Federated States of
Moldova, Republic of
Monaco
Mongolia
Montenegro
Montserrat
Morocco
Mozambique
Myanmar
Namibia
Nauru
Nepal
Netherlands
Netherlands Antilles
New Caledonia
New Zealand
Nicaragua
Niger
Nigeria
Niue
Norfolk Island
Northern Mariana Islands
Norway
Oman
Pakistan
Palau
Palestinian Territory, Occupied
Panama
Papua New Guinea
Paraguay
Peru
Philippines
Pitcairn
Poland
Portugal
Puerto Rico
Qatar
Reunion
Romania
Russian Federation
Rwanda
Saint Kitts and Nevis
Saint Lucia
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
Samoa
San Marino
Sao Tome and Principe
Saudi Arabia
Senegal
Serbia
Seychelles
Sierra Leone
Singapore
Slovakia
Slovenia
Solomon Islands
Somalia
South Africa
South Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands
Spain
Sri Lanka
St. Helena
St. Pierre and Miquelon
Sudan
Suriname
Svalbard and Jan Mayen Islands
Swaziland
Sweden
Switzerland
Syrian Arab Republic
Taiwan
Tajikistan
Tanzania, United Republic of
Thailand
Togo
Tokelau
Tonga
Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia
Türkiye
Turkmenistan
Turks and Caicos Islands
Tuvalu
Uganda
Ukraine
United Arab Emirates
United Kingdom
United States
United States Minor Outlying Islands
United States Virgin Islands
Uruguay
Uzbekistan
Vanuatu
Vatican City
Venezuela
Vietnam
Virgin Islands (British)
Wallis and Futuna Islands
Western Sahara
Yemen
Zambia
Zimbabwe









Join us online

	









	









	









	









	


























	

Legal Information










	


[image: Cambridge University Press]






	Rights & Permissions
	Copyright
	Privacy Notice
	Terms of use
	Cookies Policy
	
© Cambridge University Press 2024

	Back to top













	
© Cambridge University Press 2024

	Back to top












































Cancel

Confirm





×





















Save article to Kindle






To save this article to your Kindle, first ensure coreplatform@cambridge.org is added to your Approved Personal Document E-mail List under your Personal Document Settings on the Manage Your Content and Devices page of your Amazon account. Then enter the ‘name’ part of your Kindle email address below.
Find out more about saving to your Kindle.



Note you can select to save to either the @free.kindle.com or @kindle.com variations. ‘@free.kindle.com’ emails are free but can only be saved to your device when it is connected to wi-fi. ‘@kindle.com’ emails can be delivered even when you are not connected to wi-fi, but note that service fees apply.



Find out more about the Kindle Personal Document Service.








Power and Political Institutions








	Volume 3, Issue 2
	
Terry M. Moe (a1)

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S1537592705050176





 








Your Kindle email address




Please provide your Kindle email.



@free.kindle.com
@kindle.com (service fees apply)









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×




Save article to Dropbox







To save this article to your Dropbox account, please select one or more formats and confirm that you agree to abide by our usage policies. If this is the first time you used this feature, you will be asked to authorise Cambridge Core to connect with your Dropbox account.
Find out more about saving content to Dropbox.

 





Power and Political Institutions








	Volume 3, Issue 2
	
Terry M. Moe (a1)

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S1537592705050176





 









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×




Save article to Google Drive







To save this article to your Google Drive account, please select one or more formats and confirm that you agree to abide by our usage policies. If this is the first time you used this feature, you will be asked to authorise Cambridge Core to connect with your Google Drive account.
Find out more about saving content to Google Drive.

 





Power and Political Institutions








	Volume 3, Issue 2
	
Terry M. Moe (a1)

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S1537592705050176





 









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×



×



Reply to:

Submit a response













Title *

Please enter a title for your response.







Contents *


Contents help










Close Contents help









 



- No HTML tags allowed
- Web page URLs will display as text only
- Lines and paragraphs break automatically
- Attachments, images or tables are not permitted




Please enter your response.









Your details









First name *

Please enter your first name.




Last name *

Please enter your last name.




Email *


Email help










Close Email help









 



Your email address will be used in order to notify you when your comment has been reviewed by the moderator and in case the author(s) of the article or the moderator need to contact you directly.




Please enter a valid email address.






Occupation

Please enter your occupation.




Affiliation

Please enter any affiliation.















You have entered the maximum number of contributors






Conflicting interests








Do you have any conflicting interests? *

Conflicting interests help











Close Conflicting interests help









 



Please list any fees and grants from, employment by, consultancy for, shared ownership in or any close relationship with, at any time over the preceding 36 months, any organisation whose interests may be affected by the publication of the response. Please also list any non-financial associations or interests (personal, professional, political, institutional, religious or other) that a reasonable reader would want to know about in relation to the submitted work. This pertains to all the authors of the piece, their spouses or partners.





 Yes


 No




More information *

Please enter details of the conflict of interest or select 'No'.









  Please tick the box to confirm you agree to our Terms of use. *


Please accept terms of use.









  Please tick the box to confirm you agree that your name, comment and conflicts of interest (if accepted) will be visible on the website and your comment may be printed in the journal at the Editor’s discretion. *


Please confirm you agree that your details will be displayed.


















