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Political Consc1ousness In Japan, the environmental pollution has been taken a
close-up as a serious problem in the end of 1960s, and the Japanese government has
endeavored to resolve this problem by making the standard of strict regulations. But
as the ratification of the Kyoto protocol has been suétained and been at the deadlock,
it seems that the Japanese government could not and cannot take the initiative to
solve the international environmental pollution. Comment on this problem from the

viewpoint of political‘consciousness of the Japanese society.
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Political Theory: What do you think about the point of issue that the three framework
of theories, liberalism, realism, and constructivism, will have the influence on the
making of global demccracy which is based on the partlclpatory democracy mediated

the political discourse.
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Administration: While the privatization of the postal office of Japan has been
proceeding, some ways of the public private partnership like the PFI projebt,.the
system of appointed manager and market testing ére seen as new ways of management.
Comment on why such a way of public private partnership is focused on as a ney way

of management.
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Political Process: In the political process of the postwar period in Japan;{thélnammoth,
political party like the Liberal Democratic Party of Japan was born, and this party
has consisfently continueé its one party dictatorship. Cdmmeﬁt on the political
stability comparing with the country which has repeated the change of poiitical regime

" and the country which has not repeated the change of it.
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Comparative Politics: In the age of globalization, the mter—dependence of countries
and areas of the world has been exitended, and the union like the European Union or
the African Union has established. On the other hand, there is no ﬁ)erspective to be
gstablishgd the union like. the Asian Union. What do you think about why the union

like the Asian Union is not born in the Asian region?
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Answer either of two questions.
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2) Tiebout D{REDEESZFHAE L,

B) ‘Read the following essay and answer the questions.
1) Summarize about 200 words.
2) Explain the diffiqulty with Tiebout’s assumption.

By a city's interest, I do not mean the sum total of the interests of those individuals living in
the city. For one thing, these are seldom, if ever, known. The wants, needs, and preferences of
residents continually change, and few surveys of public opinion in particular cities have ever
been taken. Moreover, the residents of a city often have discordant interests. Some want more
parkland and better schools; others want better police protection and lower taxes. Some want
an elaborated highway system; others wish to keep cars out of their neighborhood. Some want
more inexpenéive, publicly subsidized housing; others wish to remove the public housing that
exists. Some citizens want improved welfare assistance for the unemployed and dependent;
others wish to cut drastically all such programs of public aid. Some citizens want
rough-tongued ethnic politicians in public office; others wish that municipal administration
were 4 gehtleman's calling. Especially in large cities, the cacophony of competing claims by
diverse class, race, ethnic, and occupational groups makes impossibl_e the determination of
any overall city interest — any public interest, if you like — by compiling all the demands and
. desires of individual city residents.

Some political scientists have attempted to discover the overall urban public interest
by summing up the wide variety of individual interests. The earlier work of Edward Banfield,
still worth examination, is perhapé the most persuasive effort of this kind. He argued that
urban political processes—or at least those in Chicago—allowed for the expression of nearly all
the particular interests within the city. Every signiﬁcant interest was represented by some
cconomic firm or voluntary association, which had a stake in tying to influence those public
policies that touched its vested interests. After these various groups and firms had debated
and contended, the pohtlcal leader searched for a compromise that took into account the vital
interests of each and worked out a solution all could accept with some sat1sfact10n. The
leader's own interest in sustaining his political power dictated such a strategy.

Banfield's argument is intriguing, but few people would identify public policies as



being in the interest of the city simply because they have been formulated according to certain
procedures. The political leader might err in his judgment; the interests of important but
politically impotent groups might never get expressed; or the consequences of a policy might
in the long run be disastrous for the city. Moreover, most urban policies are not hammered out
after great controversy, but are the quiet product of routine decision making. How does one
evaluate which of these are in the public interest? Above all, this mechanism for determining
the city's interest provides no standpoint for evaluating the substantive worth of urban
policies. Within Banfield's framework, whatever urban governments do is said to be in the
interest of their communif;i_es. But the concept of city interest is used most persuasively when
there are calls for reform or innovation. It is a term used to evaluate existing programs and to
discriminate between promising and undesirable new ones. To equate the interests of cities
with what cities are doing is to so impoverish the term as to make it quite worthless.

The economist Charles Tiebout employs a second approach to the identification of
city interests. Unlike Banfield, he does not see the city's interests as a mere summation of
individual interests but as something which can be ascribed to the entity, taken as a whole. As
an economist. Tiebout is hardly embarrassed by such an enterprise, because in ascribing
interests to cities his work parallels both those orthodox eéonomists who state that firms have
an interest in maximizing profits and those welfare economists who claim that politicians
have an interest in maximizing votes. Of course, they state only that their model will assume
that firms and politicians behave in such a way, but insofar as they believe their model has
empirical validity, they in fact assert that those constrained by the businessman's or
politician's role must pursue certain interests. And so does Tiebout when he says that
communities seek to attain the optimum size for the efficient delivery of the bundle of services
the local government produces. In his words “Communities below the optimum size seek to
attract new residents to lower average costs. Those above optimum size do just the opposite.
Those at an optimum try to keep their popﬁlations constant.”

Tiebout's approach is in many ways very attractive. By asserting a strategic objective
that the city is trying to maximize—optimum size-Tiebout identifies an overriding interest

which can account for specific policies the city adopts. He provides a simple analytical tool -
| that will account for the choices cities make, without requiring complex investigations into
citizen preferences and political mechanisms for identifying and amalgamating the same.
Moreover, he provides a criterion for determining whethér a specific policy is in the interest of '
the city—does it help achieve optimum size? Will it help the tod small city grow? Will it help
the too big city contract? Will it keep the optimally sized city in equilibrium? Even though the
exact determination of the optimum size cannot presently be scientifically determined in all
cases, the criterion does provide a most useful guide for prudential decision making.

(source: Paul E. Peterson. 1981. City Limits. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.)



