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World Polity Theory

• Why are states becoming more similar?

• States are embedded in global networks.
– IGO membership “practically compulsory”

– NGO ties reflect “global civil society”

• World polity carries world culture

• States receive legitimated “policy scripts”

• But: globalized or regionalized?



Welfare‐State Convergence

• Logic of industrialism and growth to limits
– Technology‐generated social demands
– Economic convergence
– Population aging

• Globalization
– Upward pressure on less‐developed WS
– Downward pressure on more‐developed WS

• But: convergence in varieties of capitalism?
• And: Europeanization?



Conjectures

1. If we examine the world polity as a network, 
it might not be “flat.”

2. Welfare‐state convergence might be a 
regional, not global, phenomenon.



World Polity as Network

• WP: form of global political organization

• Nodes: IGOs, INGOs, states, individuals

• Ties: formal affiliation



World Polity Data

• IGOs and member states, 1820‐2000
– IGO includes at least 3 member states (N=495)

– Holds regular (once per decade) meetings

– Has permanent secretariat and headquarters

• Bipartite (or two‐mode) network
– State‐to‐state network

– IGO‐to‐IGO network



Demography of IGOs and states
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World Polity Analysis

• Density: ties realized / possible ties

• Path length and clustering: small‐world?

• QAP correlation: regionalization?



Density
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A “small world” polity?
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Regionalization
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Mapping the World Polity



Regionalization.  So what?

• Institutional pressures may be regionalized.
– Enhanced isomorphic pressures

• Coercive: EMU convergence criteria

• Mimetic: Facing similar pressures and uncertainties

• Normative: Formation of European professions

– Field formation within regions

– Less de‐coupling within regions

– Learning more likely within regions



Convergence Data and Analysis

• Convergence = decreased dispersion
– Unweighted and population‐weighted

• Coefficient of variation = std. dev. / mean

• Welfare state
– Social security transfers as % GDP

– Decommodification index

– OECD Summary Measure of Benefit Entitlement



CV in Transfers, OECD



CV in Transfers, EU‐15



CV in Transfers, non‐EU



CV in Decommodification, OECD
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CV in OECD‐SMBE, OECD
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Comparative Regional Analysis

• Convergence also holds for time‐varying EU

• No convergence in Pacific region

• No convergence in North American region

• Some regime‐specific convergence (C>SD>L)



Time‐Series Analysis

• Cointegrating Regression

• OLS with Newey‐West ACCME

• Most closely associated with convergence:
– Regional political integration (Directives, Cases)

– Regional economic development (EU GDP)

• Least closely associated with convergence:
– Economic integration



Conclusions

• The world political network is regionalized, 
and increasingly so.

• There is evidence that regionalization in 
Europe is associated with welfare‐state 
convergence.


