Applying what you learned: What Causes Legislative Brawls?
What to do
Apply what you learned about the three theoretical traditions to a new puzzling observation. 
Why
Here's why I want you to do it: Applying these ideas to a new puzzle will give you practice with the essential tools of comparative politics and it will help you understand how they work. The sooner you learn how to use the essential tools, the sooner you can start making progress on the course learning objectives. 
How
Watch the videos below and read the short reading assignment. Reflect on the questions and record your answers to them.
Watch
If you have ever watched C-SPAN, you know that most legislative sessions are dull, quiet and sparsely attended.  Occasionally, though, they get really heated. Here are short (~1:00) videos showing what this looks like in legislatures on four different continents. What do you notice about these incidents? Do they seem to be pre-planned or spontaneous?
Taiwan legislators in brawl over tax (2013) 
Punches fly in Venezuelan parliament brawl (2013) 
Lawmakers Fist Fight During Ukrainian Parliamentary Meeting (2016) 
Brawl breaks out in South African parliament (2013)  
 
Read
Some countries go through periods of time when legislative brawls are very common, while other countries have never had a single legislative brawl. Why is this? Christopher Gandrud and Emily Beaulieu (2014) develop and test a causal model to explain this puzzle. Read this 1-2 page summary of their work that they published here:  https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/monkey-cage/wp/2014/10/14/huge-brawls-in-legislatures-explained/Links to an external site. 
The Washington Post gives free access to people with .edu email addresses. If you register on their site with your school email address and verify your email address, you should have unlimited free access to Washington Post articles.
How to do it
· Write two sentences per answer. The first sentence makes a claim. The second sentence supports that claim with reasoning or evidence. 
· Include the questions just above each of your answers so it is clear which questions you are answering.
· Write your own answers in your own words. Do not use outside sources or accept help from other people or AI tools. 
· Use evidence from the reading above by Gandrud and Beaulieu to support your claims. Don't quote the article. Just describe the evidence in your own words. 
Assignment: What to turn in
When they argued that new democracies and disproportionate electoral systems create credible commitment problems that lead to legislative brawls, Gandrud and Beaulieu (2014) used a structuralist interpretation.
1. Reinterpret the puzzle using a rationalist lens. What would a rationalist say causes legislative brawls?
2. Reinterpret the puzzle using a culturalist lens. What would a culturalist say causes legislative brawls?

Rubric
	Criteria
	4 pts
	3 pts
	2 pts
	0 pts

	Engages with material
	Got it: Student engages with the material in this assignment. It is clear the student read and understood the assignment.
	Mostly there: Student tries to engage with the material in this assignment. There are some minor areas of mis-understanding OR the answer would benefit from more detailed evidence from the reading.
	Working on it: Student tries to engage with the material in this assignment. There are some important areas of mis-understanding OR the answer uses very little detailed evidence from the reading.
	Does Not Meet Expectations: Did not complete or did not follow directions.

	Technical requirements
	Got it: Organized, direct & clear communication; uses Academic English. Every paragraph begins with a topic sentence. Every claim is supported by at least one sentence of reasoning or evidence.
	Mostly there: May have minor organization problems. 
	Working on it: Significant problems with organization or clarity.. 
	Does Not Meet Expectations: Did not complete or did not follow directions

	Analyzes observations using the three major theoretical traditions 
	Got it: Student applies the theoretical lenses to the puzzle using accurately and creatively. 
	Mostly there: Student tries to apply the theoretical lenses to the puzzle, but there are some minor areas of mis-understanding.
	Working on it: Student tries to apply the theoretical lenses to the puzzle, but there are some important areas of mis-understanding.
	Does Not Meet Expectations: Did not complete or did not follow directions.



