The Politics and Government of Modern Japan
Government 1270, Spring 2012
Lectures: Mon, Wed 10-11am

Room: CGIS Knafel K107

This course is an introduction to the politics and government of contemporary Japan. It explores
how politicians have fought election campaigns, elected leaders, made policy, and governed in inter-
action with career bureaucrats, interest groups, the media and voters from 1955 until today. Special
attention is paid to the effects of institutional reforms on Japan’s political system and to current
policy challenges such as the rise of China and and disaster preparedness. The course includes
the showing of the documentary film Pictures at an Election as well as clips from Campaign, and
will involve in-lecture discussions in which student participation is required. No prior knowledge of
Japan, Japanese politics, or the Japanese language is required.

Instructor: Dr. Amy Catalinac (Postdoctoral Fellow, Program on U.S.-Japan Relations, Weath-
erhead Center for International Affairs, Harvard University).

Email: acatalinac@wecfia.harvard.edu
Office Hours: By appointment.

Course Website: http://isites.harvard.edu/icb/icb.do7keyword=k85550

Course Requirements: You are expected to attend and participate in all lectures. Participating
means completing the readings for the lecture before the lecture and using your understanding of
them to answer the questions posed to you during lecture. The study questions at the beginning
of each theme are meant to guide your reading of the material. In addition, you are required to
complete an in-class mid-term examination (on March 5); an in-class presentation on a chosen
research topic (on either April 23 or 25); and a final paper of 15 double-spaced pages on the same
research topic (due May 4).

Grade Breakdown:

Lecture Participation ............. ..o, 20%
Mid-Term . ......ooieit e 30%
Presentation ...............o. i 20%
Final Paper ... 30%

Presentation and Final Paper: The lectures focus on how politics and government works (and
does not work) in Japan. For the final paper, your task is to apply what we have learned in the
course to a particular policy area. Your task is to select a policy area; identify a change in that
policy area; and construct an argument, using evidence, as to what brought about that change in
policy. While making your own argument, try to use evidence to point out why other potential
alternative explanations are wrong. You are expected to decide the topic in consultation with me
and do your own research for these papers.


http://isites.harvard.edu/icb/icb.do?keyword=k85550

You may use any variable at all to explain this change. You may find that a concept we have
studied, such as the growing importance of the Prime Minister during elections or the declining
incentives for interest groups to mobilize votes on behalf of politicians, can explain this change
in policy. If so, make the case for why, using as much evidence as you can. If you find that the
concepts we have studied are not useful in explaining this change and something else is, such as a
demographic change, that is perfectly acceptable. You will be judged on your ability to identify a
change in policy and construct an argument that explains this change, not on the degree to which
you have “bought” the arguments of the scholars we have studied.

The in-class student presentations (on April 23 and 25) are designed to assist your writing of the
final paper. You will each be assigned ten minutes and are to describe the policy change your
paper will explain; the argument your paper will make (or at least, the argument you think you will
make); and the kind of evidence you plan to use. Each student is required to attend both of these
lectures and comment on other student’s presentations. This will count toward your participation
grade for the course.

After the presentation, you will have until May 4th to complete the paper. Please do not ask for
an extension. Everyone must operate within the same constraints. The paper is to be emailed to
me and late papers will incur a penalty of one-third of a letter grade per half-day.

Required Texts: The following four books are required and can be purchased at the COOP:

e Krauss, Ellis S. and Robert J. Pekkanen. 2010. The Rise and Fall of Japan’s LDP. Political
Party Organizations as Historical Institutions. Ithaca, New York: Cornell University Press.

e Jacob Schlesinger. 1999. Shadow Shogun: The Rise and Fall of Japan’s Machine Politics,
Stanford, CA.: Stanford University Press.

e Ramseyer, Mark J. and Frances Rosenbluth, 1993, Japan’s Political Marketplace, Cambridge,
Massachusetts: Harvard University Press.

o Curtis, Gerald. 1999. The Logic of Japanese Politics: Leaders, Institutions, and the Limits
of Political Change. New York: Columbia University Press.

Assigned Readings: The assigned readings for each week can either be downloaded from HOLLIS
or have been posted on the course website.

Important Dates:

No Lecture ... ..o Monday, Feb 6
Make-up Lecture ............ i Friday, Feb 17
Mid-Term Exam ....... ... ... i, Monday, March 5
Screening of Documentary ..................... Wednesday, March 28
Guest Presentation and Q & A ............. ... ... Monday, April 9
Student Presentations ............................. Monday, April 23
Student Presentations .......................... Wednesday, April 25
Final Paper Due ........... ... ... ... ... ... ... Friday, May 4



Course Outline

Jan 23. Why Study Japanese Politics and Government?
There is no required reading for this lecture. Please purchase the assigned books at the COOP.

Supplementary Reading:

e Richardson, Bradley M., and Dennis Patterson. 2001. “Political Traditions and Political
Change: The Significance of Postwar Japanese Politics for Political Science”, Annual Review
of Political Science, 4, pp. 93-115.

e Steven R. Reed and Kay Shimizu, “An Overview of Postwar Japanese Politics”, in Political
Change in Japan: Electoral Behavior, Party Realignment, and the Koizumi Reforms, ed. Kay
Shimizu, Steven R. Reed and Kenneth McElwain. Stanford University: Walter H. Shorenstein
Asia-Pacific Research Center, pp. 109-131.

1 POLITICS AND GOVERNMENT, 1955-1994

1.1 ELECTION CAMPAIGNS

Japan is one of the few democracies in which political scientists have thrown themselves enthusi-
astically into understanding how politicians organize and fight election campaigns. These lectures
focus on how politicians in Japan’s ruling LDP cultivated votes through informal institutions, both
in their districts and in Tokyo, and the consequences of these vote-gathering strategies for the
political system. Questions to think about include: what explains politicians’ choice of electoral
strategy? Are politicians masters of their koenkai or slaves to it? Why is so much of Japanese
politics conducted in institutions invisible to the public eye? Does it pay to be a dirty politician in
Japan? Why?

Jan 25. Politicians in their Districts

e Cowhey, Peter F. and Mathew D. McCubbins, 1995, “Introduction”, in Structure and Policy
in Japan and the United States, eds. Peter F. Cowhey and Mathew D. McCubbins, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, pp. 1-10.

e Curtis, Gerald 1971. Election Campaigning, Japanese Style. New York: Columbia University
Press, pp. 126-178.

e Bouissou, Jean-Marie, 1999, “Organizing One’s Support Base under the SNTV: The Case
of the Japanese Koenkai”, in FElections in Japan, Korea, and Taiwan under the Single Non-
Transferable Vote, eds. Bernard Grofman, et al. Ann Arbor, Michigan: Michigan University
Press, pp. 87-120.



Supplementary Reading:

e Carey, John M., and Matthew Soberg Shugart. 1995. “Incentives to Cultivate a Personal
Vote: A Rank Ordering of Electoral Formulas”. FElectoral Studies, 14, 4, pp. 417-439.

Jan 30. Politicians in Tokyo

e McCubbins, Matthew D. and Frances Rosenbluth. 1995. “Party Provision for Personal Pol-
itics. Dividing the Vote in Japan”, in Structure and Policy in Japan and the United States,
ed. Peter F. Cowhey and Matthew D. McCubbins. New York: Cambridge University Press,
pp- 35-55.

e Krauss, Ellis and Robert Pekannen, 2011, The Rise and Fall of Japan’s LDP, pp. 100-127;
154-187.

e Reed, Steven R. 2009. “Party Strategy or Candidate Strategy: How Does the LDP Run the
Right Number of Candidates in Japan’s Multi-Member Districts?” Party Politics, 15, 3, pp.
295-314.

Feb 1. Consequence: Structural Corruption

e Schlesinger, Jacob M. 1997, Shadow Shoguns, pp. 36-45; 69-75; 82-90; 97-125.

e Cox, Gary and Michael Thies. 2000. “How Much Does Money Matter? Buying Votes in
Japan, 1967-1990”, Comparative Political Studies, 33, pp. 37-57.

e Nyblade, Benjamin and Steven R. Reed. 2008. “Who Cheats? Who Loots? Political Com-
petition and Corruption in Japan, 1947-1993”, American Journal of Political Science, 52, 4,
pp. 926-941.

Supplementary Reading:

e Horiuchi, Yusaku and Kentaro Fukumoto, 2011. “Making Outsiders’ Votes Count: Detecting
Electoral Fraud through a Natural Experiment”, American Political Science Review, 105, 3,
pp- 586-603.

Feb 6. NO CLASS (rescheduled to Feb 17)

1.2 GOVERNANCE

One of the biggest debates in Japanese politics concerns the locus of power, and who holds power
over what, when, and why. These three lectures focus on this debate. The first explains why the
Prime Minister was (arguably) a much weaker figure than in other parliamentary democracies. The
second and third lectures present contending arguments in favor of career bureaucrats and LDP
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politicians, respectively. Questions to think about include: why were Prime Ministers so weak?
What were the consequences? Are you convinced that career bureaucrats ran the show? Or do you
believe they act in the shadow of politician’s preferences? What kind of evidence would help us
adjudicate between these two explanations?

Feb 8. Powerless Prime Ministers

e Mulgan, Aurelia George. 2000. “Japan’s Political Leadership Deficit”, Australian Journal of
Political Science, 35:2, 183-202.

Feb 13. Who Runs the Show? The Case for Bureaucrats

e Chalmers Johnson. 1982. MITI and the Japanese Miracle. Stanford: Stanford University
Press, 1-34; 242-274; 305-324.

e Lincoln, Edward, 2001, Arthritic Japan. The Slow Pace of Economic Reform, Washington,
DC.: Brookings Institution, pp. 16-55.

Supplementary Reading:

e Frank Schwartz. 1993. “Of Fairy Cloaks and Familiar Talks: The Politics of Consultation” in
Allinson and Sone eds. Political Dynamics in Contemporary Japan, Ithaca: Cornell University
Press.

Feb 15. Who Runs the Show? The Case for Politicians

e Ramseyer, Mark and Frances Rosenbluth. 1993. Japan’s Political Marketplace, pp. 99-141.

e Mulgan, Aurelia George, 2005, “Japan’s Interventionist State: Bringing Agriculture Back In”,
Japanese Journal of Political Science, 6, 1, pp. 29-61.

e Muramatsu Michio and Krauss Ellis S. 1984. “Bureaucrats and politicians in policymaking”,
American Political Science Review, 78, pp. 126-46.

1.3 REPRESENTATION

Why do Japanese consumers prefer rice produced locally, even though it is six times’ more expensive?
Why do Japanese women choose abortions over birth control pills? These two lectures focus on
who was getting what from the political system during this period. They explain why the vote-
gathering strategies of politicians contributed to the formulation of policy that favored the interests
of organized groups at the expense of the unorganized voter. Questions to think about include: are
the explanations offered by these scholars sufficient to explain these policy outcomes? Why/why
not?



Feb 17. Whose Interests Were Represented?

e Kollner, Patrick. 2002, “Japanese Upper House Elections and the Power of the Organized
Vote”, Japanese Journal of Political Science, 3, 1, pp. 113-137.

e Naoi, Megumi and Tkuo Kume. 2011. “Explaining Mass Support for Agricultural Protec-
tionism: Evidence from a Survey Experiment During the Global Recession”, International
Organization, 65, 2011, pp. 771-95.

e MacLachlan, Patricia 2004. “Post Office Politics in Modern Japan: the Postmasters, Iron
Triangles, and the Limits of Reform”, Journal of Japanese Studies, 30, 2, pp. 281-313.

Feb 22. Whose Interests Were Excluded?

e Tiana Norgren. 1998. “Abortion Before Birth Control”, Journal of Japanese Studies, 24, 1,
pp- H59-94.

e Pharr, Susan J. 2000, “Officials’ Misconduct and Public Distrust: Japan and the Trilateral
Democracies” in Susan J. Pharr and Robert D. Putnam, (eds.) Disaffected Democracies,
Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, pp. 232-258.

1.4 SOURCES OF STABILITY

Japan’s Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) is arguably the most successful political party in the
advanced industrialized democratic world. It won the most seats out of any party in every Lower
House election from 1958 to 2009. In 1993, seven opposition parties managed to cobble together
enough seats to form a government, yet a mere ten months later the LDP was back at the reigns.
These two lectures introduce a variety of explanations for why Japan experienced unbroken LDP
rule from 1955 to 1993, an outcome that appears decidedly undemocratic. Questions to think about
include: how did the media extend tacit support for the LDP-led government? What prevented
the media from acting as a watch dog? How was the opposition disadvantaged under this system?
What did the LDP do to sabotage the opposition’s efforts to win elections? Was there any way for
voters to kick the rascals out?

Feb 27. A Servile Mass Media?

e Krauss, Ellis S. 1996. “Portraying the State: NHK Television News and Politics”, in Media
and Politics in Japan, ed. Susan J. Pharr and Ellis S. Krauss. Honolulu: University of Hawaii
Press, pp. 89-129.

e Nester, William. 1989. “Japan’s Mainstream Press: Freedom to Conform?”, Pacific Affairs,
62, 1, pp. 29-39.

Supplementary Reading:

e Freeman, Laurie Anne. 2000. Closing the Shop: Information Cartels and Japan’s Mass Media.
Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, pp.62-141.
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Feb 29. A Toothless Opposition Or a Shrewd LDP?

e Scheiner, Ethan. 2005. “Pipelines of Pork. Japanese politics and a model of local opposition
party failure”, Comparative Political Studies, 38, 7, pp. 799-823.

e McElwain, Kenneth, 2008, “Manipulating Electoral Rules to Manufacture Single-Party Dom-
inance”, American Journal of Political Science, 52, 1, pp. 32-47.

Supplementary Reading:

e Calder, Kent, 1988, Crisis and Compensation: Public Policy and Political Stability in Japan,
1949-1986. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, pp. 156-230.

e Richardson, Bradley, 1997, Japanese Democracy. Power, Coordination, and Performance,
New Haven CT.: Yale University Press, pp. 12-48.

Mar 5. MID-TERM EXAM

1.5 FALL & REFORM

Unbroken LDP rule came to an abrupt end in 1993, catalyzing a process that would lead to a series
of electoral and other reforms in 1994. The first lecture explores why a group of LDP politicians
defected from the party in June 1993 and formed a coalition government with parties they had
spent most of their careers fighting against. The second lecture explores the reasons why this new
government chose to reform Japan’s electoral system. Questions to think about include: what, if
anything, did the LDP’s fall from power have to do with the bursting of the economic bubble?
What, if anything, did it have to do with the string of corruption scandals that had surfaced in the
preceding five years? Why didn’t defections produce multi-party coalition governments in earlier
years? What provoked the coalition government to change the rules of the electoral game in 19947
What explains the system chosen? What other reforms were adopted at the same time?

Mar 19. LDP’s Fall From Power & Electoral Reform

e Curtis, Gerald, 1999, The Logic of Japanese Politics, pp. 65-97.

e Otake, Hideo, 1996, “Forces for the Political Reform: The LDP’s Young Reformers and Ozawa
Ichiro”, Journal of Japanese Studies, pp. 269-294.

e Reed, Steven R. and Michael F. Thies. 2001. “The Causes of Electoral Reform in Japan”, in
Matthew Soberg Shugart and Martin P. Wattenberg, eds., Mized-Member Electoral Systems,
Oxford, United Kingdom: Oxford University Press, pp. 152-172.

e Sakamoto, Takayuki. 1999. “Explaining Electoral Reform. Japan versus Italy and New
Zealand”, Party Politics, 5, 4, pp. 419-438.



Supplementary Reading:

e Reed, Steven R. and Ethan Scheiner. 2003. “Electoral Incentives and Policy Preferences:
Mixed Motives behind Party Defections in Japan”, British Journal of Political Science, 33,
pp. 469-490.

e Altman, Kirsten Kyoko. 1996, “Television and Political Turmoil: Japan’s Summer of 1993”7,
in Susan J. Pharr and Ellis Krauss, eds. Media and Politics in Japan, Honolulu, HI: University
of Hawaii Press, pp. 165-186.

e Curtis, Gerald, 1999, The Logic of Japanese Politics, pp. 137-170.

2 POLITICS AND GOVERNMENT, 1994-
2.1 ELECTION CAMPAIGNS

The new debate in Japanese politics is whether electoral reform has had the effects reformers
(and political scientists) anticipated. The reform was supposed to produce “party-centered election
campaigns”, where politicians abandoned koenkai and relied exclusively on their party label and
their party leader. Politicians were supposed to become “policy department stores”, as opposed to
“policy boutiques”. These lectures explore what (if any) change has occurred. The first weighs up
the evidence for changes in the way campaigns are run. The second explains why the Prime Minister
has an electoral role to play in the new system, and how this has led to changes in the political role
of the media. The third is a showing of the documentary film Pictures at An Election. Questions
to think about include: how do parties help politicians under the new system? If parties are so
useful, why are politicians still cultivating koenkai? What should a re-election-minded politician do
between elections to increase her chances of winning the next election? How long should we “wait”
for change?

Mar 21. From personalities to policies?

e Krauss and Pekkanen, The Rise and Fall of Japan’s LDP, pp. 65-99.

e Kollner, Patrick. 2009. “Japanese Lower House Campaigns in Transition: Manifest Changes
or Fleeting Fads?”, Journal of East Asian Studies, 9, pp. 121-149.

Supplementary Reading:

e Christenson, Ray. 1998. “The Effect of Electoral Reforms on Campaign Practices in Japan:
Putting New Wine into Old Bottles”, Asian Survey.

e Hirano, Shigeo. 2006. “Electoral Institutions, Hometowns, and Favored Minorities: Evidence
from Japanese Electoral Reforms”, World Politics, 58, pp. 51-82.

e Maeda, Ko. 2009. “Has the Electoral System Reform Made Japanese Elections Party-
Centered?” in Steven R. Reed, Kay Shimizu, and Kenneth Mori McElwain (eds.) Political
Change in Japan: FElectoral Behavior, Party Realignment, and the Koizumi Reforms. The
Walter H. Shorenstein Asia-Pacific Research Center, pp. 47-66.
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e Pekkanen, Robert, Benjamin Nyblade and Ellis Krauss, et al. 2006. “Electoral Incentives in
Mixed-Member Systems: Party, Posts, and Zombie Politicians in Japan”, American Political
Science Review, 100, 2: pp. 183-93.

Mar 26. An Electoral Role for the Prime Minister?

e Krauss, Ellis, and Benjamin Nyblade. 2005. “Presidentialization in Japan? The Prime
Minister, Media and Elections in Japan”, British Journal of Political Science, 35, 2, pp.
357-68.

e Kabashima, Tkuo and Gill Steele, “How Junichiro Koizumi seized the leadership of Japan’s
Liberal Democratic Party”, Japanese Journal of Political Science, 8, 1, pp. 95-114.

Supplementary Reading:

e McElwain, Kenneth Mori, 2009, “How Long Are Koizumi’s Coattails? Party-Leader Visits
in the 2005 Election”, in Steven R. Reed, Kay Shimizu, and Kenneth Mori McElwain (eds.)
Political Change in Japan: Electoral Behavior, Party Realignment, and the Koizumi Reforms.
The Walter H. Shorenstein Asia-Pacific Research Center, pp. 133-155.

e Cox, Gary, Frances Rosenbluth and Michael Thies, 1999, “Electoral Reform and the Fate of
Factions: The Case of Japan’s Liberal Democratic Party”, British Journal of Political Science,
29, pp. 33-56.

2.2 GOVERNANCE

Debates about power in Japanese politics used to concern politicians and bureaucrats. Now, the
question is: to what extent has power shifted away from both actors toward the Prime Minister?
These three lectures use case studies to explore the degree to which Prime Ministers have been able
to leverage their growing electoral clout into influence over policy decisions. The first lecture focuses
on the battle over privatization of Japan’s postal service, a policy area with an entrenched interest
group and a powerful ministry. The second lecture focuses on the battle surrounding the dispatch of
the Self Defense Forces (SDF) to Iraq, an area without an entrenched interest group or a powerful
ministry. The third lecture is a litmus test: did the incoming DPJ Prime Minister implement what
he promised to after assuming power in 20097 Futori Hideshi, a former secretary and campaign
manager in the 2009 election for DPJ politician Nagashima Akihisa will attend the lecture and help
us answer this question. Questions to think about include: what thwarts the Prime Minister from
doing whatever she wants? How have Prime Ministers themselves facilitated this power transfer?
Why aren’t all Prime Ministers able to exercise the same clout?

Mar 28. Battle 1: Postal Privatization

e Mishima, Ko, 2007, “Grading Japanese Prime Minister Koizumi’s Revolution. How Far Has
the LDP’s Policymaking Process Changed?”, Asian Survey, 47, 5, pp. 727-748.



e MacLachlan, Patricia. 2006, “Storming the Castle: The Battle for Postal Reform in Japan”,
Social Science Japan Journal, 9, 1, pp. 1-18.

Supplementary Reading:

e Fujimura, Naofumi, 2007, “The Power Relationship between the Prime Minister and Ruling
Party Legislators: The Postal Service Privatization Act of 2005 in Japan”, Japanese Journal
of Political Science, 8, pp. 233-261.

e Shinoda, Tomohito. 2005. “Japan’s Cabinet Secretariat and Its Emergence as Core Execu-
tive”, Asian Survey, 45, 5, pp. 800-821.

Apr 2. No Lecture. Film Screening Scheduled.

Apr 4. Battle 2: Sending the SDF to Iraq

e Shinoda, Tomohito. 2006. “Japan’s Top-Down Policy Process to Dispatch the SDF to Iraq”,
Japanese Journal of Political Science, 7, 1, pp. 71-91.

Supplementary Reading:

e Shinoda Tomohito, 2007, Koizumi Diplomacy, Japan’s Kantei Approach to Foreign and De-
fense Affairs, Seattle, WA: University of Washington Press.

Apr 9. Litmus test: The DPJ Takes the Reigns

Reed, Steven, Ethan Scheiner, and Michael Thies, 2010, “New Ballgame in Politics”, Social
Science Japan Newsletter, 42, March.

Arase, David. 2010. “Japan in 2009: A Historic Election Year”, Asian Survey, 1, pp. 40-55.

Fackler, Martin. 2009. “New Leaders in Japan Seek to End Cozy Ties to Press Clubs”, New
York Times, November 21.

Tabuchi, Hiroko and Martin Fackler. 2010. “U.S. and Japan Reach Okinawa Deal”, New
York Times, May 27.

Fackler, Martin, 2009. “Japan Rethinks a Dam, and a Town Protests”, New York Times,
October 16.

Supplementary Reading:

e Kabashima ITkuo and Gill Steele, 2010, Changing Politics in Japan, Ithaca, NY.: Cornell
University Press, pp. 128-149.
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2.3 REPRESENTATION

Scholars have found new evidence that the interests of unorganized voters are being represented after
electoral reform. This lecture focuses on the arguments scholars have made that recent changes in
Japan’s welfare and fiscal policies are reflective of a need to move policy away from the preferences
of organized groups and toward the preferences of the median voter. Questions to think about
include: how do the arguments made by the three authors differ? Are you convinced that these
policy changes are a product of electoral reform and not something else? Why/why not?

Apr 11. Policies for the Unorganized?

e Rosenbluth, Frances and Michael F. Thies. 2001. “The Electoral Foundations of Banking
Regulation”, Policy Studies Journal, 29, 1, pp. 23-37.

e Estevez-Abe, Margarita. 2008. Welfare and Capitalism in Postwar Japan. Cambridge, MA:
Cambridge University Press, pp. 254-286.

e Horiuchi Yusaku and Jun Saito. 2010. “Cultivating Rice and Votes: The Institutional Origins
of Agricultural Protectionism in Japan”, Journal of Fast Asian Studies, 10, pp. 425-452.

Supplementary Reading:

e Noble, Gregory. 2010. “The Decline of Particularism in Japanese Politics”, Journal of Fast
Asian Studies, 10, pp. 239-273.

2.4 NEW POLICY CHALLENGES

In the context of these new electoral institutions and altered relationships between political actors,
Japan is also being buffeted by geographic, demographic, and external forces, which create situations
to which Japan must respond. These two lectures take two policy challenges, national security and
the 3/11 disasters respectively, and examine how political actors have sought to respond to them.
Questions to think about include: how has Japan responded to these policy challenges? How has
Japan’s new institutional environment affected its response? Would Japan have responded the same
way under the old institutional environment? Why/why not?

Apr 16. The Rise of China and Threat of North Korea

e Heginbotham, Eric and Richard J. Samuels. 1998. “Mercantile Realism and Japanese Foreign
Policy”, International Security, 22, 4, Spring, pp. 171-203.

e Hughes, Christopher W. 2012. “The Democratic Party of Japan’s New (but Failing) Grand
Security Strategy: From “Reluctant Realism” to “Resentful Realism”?”, Journal of Japanese
Studies, 38, 1, pp. 109-140.

e Catalinac, Amy L. “Pork to Policy: The Rise of National Security in Elections in Japan”,
Working Paper (to be distributed).
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Sasada Hironori. 2010. “The Electoral Origins of Japan’s Nationalistic Leadership: Primaries
in the LDP Presidential Election and the Pull Effect”, Journal of East Asian Studies, 10, pp.
1-30.

Supplementary Reading:

Apr

Apr

Curtis, Gerald. 2011. “Charting a Future Course for US-Japan Relations”, Asia-Pacific
Review, 18, 1, pp. 1-12.

18. 3/11 Disasters

Aldrich, Daniel. 2012. “Post-Crisis Japanese Nuclear Policy”, Fast West Center Asia Pacific
Issues, 103, January, pp. 1-12.

Madsen, Robert and Richard J. Samuels, 2011. “Japan’s Black Swan. The earthquake
changed everything. What will Tokyo do next?”, Foreign Policy, March 16, pp. 1-6.

Matsumura Masahiro. 2011. “Japan’s Earthquake: The Politics of Recovery”, Survival, 53,
3, pp. 19-25.

Onishi, Norimitsu. 2011. “Culture of Complicity Tied to Stricken Nuclear Plant”, New York
Times, April 26.

Tabuchi Hiroko, Ken Belson and Norimitsu Onishi. 2011. “Dearth of Candor From Japan’s
Leadership”, New York Times, March 16.

23. Student Presentations

25. Student Presentations
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