HALL & TAYLOR – THREE INSTITUTIONALISMS
( seek to elucidate role that institutions play in determination of social and political outcomes
	
	relationship between institutions and behavior?

	how do institutions originate or change?

	HISTORICAL
	calculus approach:

· individuals are utility maximizers, behave strategically

· inst. affect behavior by providing actors degrees of certainty about behavior of other actors

· strategic interaction key role, actor’s goals or preferences exogenous to institutional analysis


	cultural approach:
· individuals are satisficers, turn to familiar patters to attain purposes
· inst. provide strategically-useful info, and affect identities and preferences
· individual is embedded in world of institutions, out of which a course of action is constructed
	calculus approach:
· inst. persist because they embody something like a Nash equilibrium
· individuals adhere to patterns of behavior because deviation will make individual worse off
	cultural approach:
· inst. resistant to redesign because they structure the choices about reform that individual is likely to make

	RATIONAL CHOICE
	· institutions structure interactions by affecting the range and sequence of alternatives on the choice-agenda, or by reducing uncertainty (this leads actors toward particular calculations and potentially better outcomes)

· classical calculus approach to how inst. affect individual action


	· actors create inst. to realize value of functions needed by actor (value is conceptualized in terms of gains from cooperation)

· inst. are created in voluntary agreement by relevant actors

· inst. survive because they provide more benefits to actor than alternative institutional forms



	SOCIOLOGICAL
	· inst. influence behavior by providing cognitive scripts and models indispensable for action; specify what one should do and what one can imagine oneself doing in a given context
· inst. affect strategic choice of actors AND their most basic preferences and identity
· classical cultural approach to how inst. affect individual action


	· new inst. practices originate because they enhance the social legitimacy of the organization or its participants
· inst. change when actors interactively discuss; these interchanges develop shared cognitive maps, which embody a sense of appropriate inst. practices


HISTORICAL INSTITUTIONALISM 


· conflict among rival groups for scarce resources at heart of politics (group theory): institutional organization of the polity and economy structures conflict so as to privilege some interests while demobilizing others

· polity as overall system of interacting parts (structural functionalism): institutional organization of the polity or political economy is principal factor structuring collective behavior and generating distinctive outcomes.

STATE: complex of institutions capable of structuring the character and outcomes of group conflict

INSTITUTIONS: formal or informal procedures, routines, norms and conventions embedded in the organizational structure of the polity or political economy.
1. the relationship between institutions and political behavior is conceptualized in broad terms

2. the asymmetries of power associated with development of institutions are emphasized

3. path dependence and unintended consequences are critical in institutional development

4. institutional analysis is integrated with the contribution that other kinds of factors (ideas etc) can make to political outcomes.
*** Weakness: 

· cost of eclecticism - devotes less attention to developing a sophisticated understanding of exactly how institutions shape behavior

· doesn’t specify precisely the casual chain through which institutions affect behavior

· emphasis on induction makes historical inst. slower to aggregate findings into systematic theories about how inst. originate and change

RATIONAL CHOICE INSTITUTIONALISM
1. relevant actors have a fixed set of preferences or tastes, behave entirely instrumentally so as to maximize attainment of preferences, and do so in a high strategic manner that presumes extensive calculation

2. politics is series of collective action dilemmas

3. role of strategic interaction in determination of political outcomes is emphasized – actor’s behavior is driven by strategic calculus, which is affected by his expectations about how others will likely behave
4. institutional creation and survival is seen as a voluntary agreement by relevant actors and survives because more benefits than other institutional forms
*** Weakness:

· rests on a simplistic image of human motivation, which misses many of its important decisions

· or goals are specified as exogenous (sometimes preferences aren’t, or are ambiguous)

· ‘functionalist’ – explains origins of institutions in terms of effects that follow from its existence (once cannot safely deduce origins from consequences) ( may leave us without an explanation for inefficiencies of institutions (or overstate them)

· ‘intentionalist’: assumes that process of inst. creation is a highly purposive one

· ‘voluntarist’: views inst. creation as voluntary agreement among relatively equal and independent actors

SOCIOLOGICAL INSTITUTIONALISM
· influence of social constructivism on new institutionalism: institutions provide terms through which meaning is assigned in social life

· many forms and procedures aren’t adopted because they are more efficient (rationality), but are culturally-specific practices

· not necessarily for means-ends efficiency, but as result of processes associated with transmission of cultural practices more generally.

1. institutions defined more broadly: apart from formal rules and procedures also include symbol systems, cognitive scripts, and moral templates that provide the ‘frames of meaning’ guiding human action ( break down conceptual divide between “institutions” and “culture”

2. relationship between institutions and individual action is “cultural”: they affect both strategic calculations and basic preferences and identity.

3. new institutional practices are developed because they enhance the legitimacy of the organization or its participants.

*** Weakness:

· misses possibility of inst. creation from clash of power among actors with competing actors
