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 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1The State (2008)

Prof. Javier Corrales

Paper 1 

Answer one of the following essay questions:

1.
The attached document consists of an excerpt from a transcript of a PBS TV interview of Representative Henry Waxman (D-California) by journalist Bill Moyers, which aired February 1, 2008.  In what ways does this story illustrate and challenge Marx’s argument on how the state in capitalist systems is beholden to the most powerful economic class?  Then select one of the following authors:  Locke, Mills, Weber or Tilly.  How would your selected author use the same interview to criticize Marx’s argument about the non-autonomy of states?  This paper should read as an analysis of the debate between Marx and your selected author.
2. 
Tilly is famous for proclaiming that war makes the state, and the state makes war. If so, what explains the rise of democratic states, i.e., states that grant rights to societal actors and provide services other than “neutralizing rivals”?  In your discussion of Tilly’s account for the rise of democracy, be sure to specify the ways in which Tilly borrows and departs from Marx and Weber.  That is, indicate what aspects of Marx and Weber does Tilly accept, reject and modify

3. 
For Hobbes, one of the main justifications for the existence of states is the need to save citizens from insecurity.  Contrast this argument with one of these authors’ argument:  de Tocqueville, Weber and Tilly.  Does your selected author offer an alternative solution to the question of insecurity posited by Hobbes, or does he simply ignore the issue in order to focus on other justifications for the rise of states?      

Guidelines

Be sure to lay out the main debates among your authors.  Be sure that the debates you select are germane to the topic in the question.  Do not attempt to discuss everything related to your authors.  Focus on answering the question.  
In outlining the debate, you may want to specify areas of non-obvious agreement and disagreement among them.  Your essay should avoid (or at least go beyond) simply providing summaries of authors.  You must strive instead to provide a reasoned comparison and critique of arguments.  The best critiques are those that present the “target” argument in its strongest forms and then proceed to identify shortcomings, inconsistencies, alternative ways of thinking, or empirical facts that the argument cannot account for.  You need not select a winner, but you must be explicit in identifying what each author can and cannot account for.

Your intro paragraph is a crucial component of your essay.  It must somehow complete the following phrase:  “This paper will argue that…”   Try to be specific about what your paper is about.   A topic sentence along the lines:  “Author X’s criticism of author Y is that….” is far preferable to “This paper will compare authors A and B.” In other words, your intro should tell us the question that you are addressing, and, even better, a preview of your answer.  

1. 
Deadline:  Wed. Feb 13, 12 noon (Clark House)

2. 
Length: 3 pages (you may finish your last parag. on p. 4).  

3. 
Typed, double space.  Leave a minimum of 1-inch margins (top/bottom and on each side).

4. 
Include page numbers.

5. 

Do not send paper by email; submit a hard copy.

6. 
 
Attach a cover page with your name. Do not write your name on any other page.

7. 
Citations: Be selective about your quotes.  Avoid quoting long paragraphs.  Avoid quotations that simply provide facts.  Reserve quotations to true punch lines that reveal the type of thinking or argumentation of the author.  Do not use footnotes.  At the end of your quote, simply provide in parenthesis: Author’s last name, and page no.  For example: Some authors argue that states “represent.....all the time” (Tilly:19).
The Bill Moyers Journal

February 1, 2008

Transcript (excerpts)

BILL MOYERS: We turn now from the rhetoric of the race to the reality of governance. Congress has begun a new round of hearings to get answers to questions the Bush administration refused to answer last year — questions about accountability. The heart of the matter is how do we know what the people in power are doing with the public's trust and the taxpayer's money if we are kept in the dark? Here's the first of reports we'll be bringing you over the coming months on some of the key hearings on Capitol Hill. 

You are looking at some of the least known but most powerful people in Congress. The Oversight and Government Reform Committee is the main investigative body in the House of Representatives, it's charged with making sure the government is doing its job and holding the executive accountable. That means searching for waste fraud and abuse of power in any federal program. Henry Waxman, who has been in congress 33 years, has been ranking member of the committee since 1997. 

REP. HENRY WAXMAN: The meeting will come to order. 

BILL MOYERS: He took the chairman's gavel last year when the Democrats won control of Congress. 

REP. HENRY WAXMAN: It's almost like having a policeman on the beat. If no one thinks they're being watched and being held accountable, they think they can get away with anything. And with this administration, the Bush Administration it's particularly dangerous because they've operated with enormous amount of secrecy. And they really did not want the Congress or the American public to know what they were doing. 

… (text excerpted here)

BILL MOYERS: You've been around this town now over 30 years. You've seen it all. Since Watergate is this different? 

REP. HENRY WAXMAN: I think it's much different. In fact, I think this administration is more secretive than the Nixon administration, which was obviously very, very secretive and didn't want to be held accountable and fought all the way to the US Supreme Court not to make information available to the Congress. They use the term executive privilege. When Nixon used it, people were shocked. Now, they just throw around executive privilege quite-- quite-- easily to say, "No, Congress isn't entitled to that information." 

REP. HENRY WAXMAN: Today's hearing has been called to investigate allegations of misconduct at the general services administration. 

BILL MOYERS: Waxman's committee held 40 hearings last year... It's understandable if you missed a few this one, for example: 

REP. HENRY WAXMAN: I am very pleased to welcome the Honorable Lurita A. Doan. 

BILL MOYERS: Lurita Doan is not a household name - but she is one powerful woman. She runs the GSA - the General Services Administration -- the largest broker of goods and services for the federal government. She manages nearly 500 billion of our tax dollars. 

REP. HENRY WAXMAN: I think that's the kind of thing that Congress ought to be looking at. Because people work hard for their money. And whether you're a liberal or a conservative or whatever you call yourself, you shouldn't want to see it wasted. 

BILL MOYERS: Lurita Doan was herself once a government contractor - providing surveillance equipment for border security and other projects. A big contributor to Republican campaigns, she was appointed by President Bush in 2006. Leaks from inside the GSA began to raise eyebrows. 

REP. HENRY WAXMAN: We heard that Lurita Doan, who was the head of the agency, who had only been there six months at the time, was trying to give a special contract to a friend, a personal friend, rather than have competition. And secondly, we heard that she was also giving a- contract or directed people to give a contract-- I think it was Sun Microsystems- 

BILL MOYERS: Right. 

REP. HENRY WAXMAN: --even though her own employees were telling her that the government's not getting a good deal. They're overpaying for these services. So with these two issues we felt it was important to call her in. Her own Inspector General had criticized the way she was operating. And we wanted to hear what she had to say. 

LURITA DOAN: I refuse to yield. I still believe that my actions were right. But I'm going to tell you, I'm not a perfect person. I make mistakes. And honestly, I'm probably going to make a few more. But there was no wrongdoing. 

BILL MOYERS: As they combed through the documents looking for possible sweetheart deals, Waxman's investigators came upon a real surprise -- a powerpoint presentation given at her supposedly non-partisan agency by Karl Rove's White House Deputy, Scott Jennings. 

REP. BRUCE BRALEY (D-IA): Can you tell us what if anything these slides have to do with the GSA's core purpose of procuring supplies and managing Federal Buildings? 

LURITA ALEXIS DOAN: This brown bag luncheon I believe has been mischaracterized. This is a meeting that is a team-building meeting that is hosted by our White House Liaison, a GSA employee, a non-career employee and it is hosted every month. 

REP. BRUCE BRALEY (D-IA): Well when the presentation begins with the White House Office of Political Affairs on the cover slide and the slide presentation has multiple references to the Republican's vaunted, 72 hour get out the vote effort, and its impact on a host of different Congressional races, which is what is contained on the other slides that are in this presentation, I think the American taxpayers have a very good reason to wonder whether the only team that was being helped during this briefing was the Republican party team. 

REP. HENRY WAXMAN: It's a violation of what's called the Hatch Act. You're not supposed to be doing partisan politics when you work for the government as a way to try to keep people insulated from the old days when the machines used to insist that government employees work for the party. 

REP. BRUCE BRALEY (D-IA): You have suggested that this wasn't intended to have a partisan purpose in your presentations and yet the Committee has been informed by multiple sources that after Mr. Jennings finished his presentation you took the floor, thanked him and then posed a question to the entire group of participants and, according to those sources, you stated, "how can we use GSA to help our candidates in the next election?" Now, reminding you that you are under oath, can you tell the committee whether, in fact you did make that statement? 

LURITA DOAN: I do know that I am under oath, and I will tell you that honestly and absolutely I do not have a recollection of actually saying that. 

REP. HENRY WAXMAN: And she said, "You know, I was there. I think I was pretty sure I was there. But I don't recall ever saying anything. In fact, I-- unless I did-- looked at my calendar, I'm not even sure I was there." 

LURITA DOAN: I don't know how many times I said this but I will repeat again that I cannot - I do not recollect this. I honestly and absolutely have no recollection 

BILL MOYERS: Waxman called her back a second time and pulled no punches. 

REP. HENRY WAXMAN: It's unusual for me to ever call for the resignation of a federal official. But in your case, I don't see any other course of action.. I would urge you to resign. 

BILL MOYERS: But Ms Doan is still in office, isn't she? 

REP. HENRY WAXMAN: She's still in office, and I think we've got to ask that question again of the administration. Why is she still there if she violated the law? And why is she still there if she gave sweetheart contracts, misusing taxpayers' dollars?

….

Source:  http://www.pbs.org/moyers/journal/transcripts/index.html
You can also watch the entire video on:  http://www.pbs.org/moyers/journal/02012008/watch2.html

