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v

Over a career spanning eight decades, Richard Rose has made a remark-
able contribution to the academic study of politics. His first book—with 
David Butler on the 1959 British general election, part of the famous 
Nuffield election series—appeared in 1960. Since then, he has produced 
no fewer than 48 authored or co-authored books, 26 edited books or 
special issues of journals, and nearly 400 journal articles and book chap-
ters. Even more impressive is the geographical range from Japan and 
Russia to the United Kingdom and the United States, and the range of 
topics, from problems of governance and public policy, comparative poli-
tics, elections and voting, and democracy and post-communism.

Rose’s intellectual motivations are well described in his memoir 
Learning About Politics in Time and Space (Rose, 2014). This current 
book adds a different perspective to Rose’s career by examining how his 
work has informed the study of governing. Each of his books, and the 
articles and chapters that have accompanied them, has followed a common 
theme by asking fundamental questions about the nature of politics and 
the problems of governing in modern societies. These questions have cov-
ered political legitimacy and authority, political representation and 
accountability, as well as how politicians, political elites and the mass pub-
lic arrive at the decisions that affect how modern societies operate.

Each of the chapters that follow takes forward issues, debates and lines 
of research stimulated in Rose’s work over nearly 70 years. While the chap-
ters in the book take their cues from particular books or articles, the chap-
ters are less appreciations of the works in question and even less a detailed 
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discussion of them as texts. Instead, the chapters reflect the authors’ own 
original research and thinking in areas covered by Richard Rose’s wide- 
ranging and pioneering work across the field. In each case, authors trace 
how Rose’s approach has influenced later academic work and thinking in 
the field.

A distinctive feature of Rose’s work has been the ability to identify 
political changes in their early stages and to highlight and develop their 
significance. This has included the ‘input’ side (parties and elections) and 
the ‘outputs’ (public policies) as well as the decision-making process that 
takes place in between. These are not merely mechanical systems but work 
in an environment where the complex and normatively charged concepts 
of legitimacy and consent are central. This makes this Festschrift for 
Richard Rose less a collection of papers on diverse aspects of his work than 
an extended examination of the key political issues of our times. Politics 
cannot be reduced to economics or to the sum of the actions of individu-
als, to predictive science or to functional determinism but has its own logic 
and modes of justification and is rooted in specific societies. We could 
argue that this is highly topical but, as Rose reminds us, they are universal 
and timeless. Few scholars, however, have been able to encompass this so 
comprehensively in so many different contexts.

The papers in the book are organized thematically under five headings 
that broadly cover the major areas of Rose’s work, but the common con-
cerns highlighted above recur throughout.

The first section examines governing at multiple levels. If one book 
sums up Rose’s early career, it is Politics in England, which was published 
in five editions between 1964 and 1989, each one substantially revised and 
updated from its predecessor. Keating, McAllister, Page and Peters argue 
that the book represented a fundamental break with previous interpreta-
tions of British politics by adopting new methods and analysis and by plac-
ing British institutions in a comparative context. The central theme in 
Politics in England is to understand why Britain has experienced long- 
term political stability, and how the institutions and culture have com-
bined to resist radical change while at the same time ensuring an adequate 
degree of reform. As the century progressed, many of the themes that 
Rose highlighted in the 1964 edition of Politics in England—such as ‘one 
crown, many nations’—have become central issues in British politics.

Rose’s interest in the territorial dimension to UK politics, first given 
form in Politics in England, stemmed from his early experiences hitchhik-
ing around Britain and Ireland. He observed that the component parts of 
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the United Kingdom—England, Wales, Scotland and Northern Ireland—
represented very different histories, institutions, identities and cultures. As 
Michael Keating points out in his chapter, Rose was the first political sci-
entist to challenge the then dominant homogeneity thesis which viewed 
the modern state as undergoing a process of territorial integration which 
would see these differences gradually erode and eventually disappear. 
Understanding how these territorial differences could be managed became 
what Rose called ‘an intellectual puzzle’. As Keating argues, these insights 
produced a several decades-long project which examined territorial man-
agement across the United Kingdom as a whole, but encompassing par-
ticularly Scotland and Northern Ireland.

The second section takes up the theme of parties and elections in Rose’s 
work. His career started at a time of apparent stability in UK and US poli-
tics and party systems, but he was always sensitive to the longue durée and 
to the shifting sociological basis of party strength. Geoffrey Evans picks up 
this theme by examining the influence of Rose’s second book, Must Labour 
Lose?, co-authored with Mark Abrams. The research was conducted fol-
lowing the 1959 British general election when the Conservatives increased 
their vote and Labour lost many key working-class seats. It appeared that 
core voters were abandoning Labour as the party found it difficult to 
adjust to rising affluence. Evans argues that Must Labour Lose? was innova-
tive, influential and agenda-setting and started a theme of research which 
continues to the present day about how social democracy can adapt to late 
industrialism.

Rose’s work on electoral behaviour has approached the subject from 
many dimensions. He pioneered the comparative empirical analysis of 
party competition, the historical analysis of democratic election results 
across two centuries and comparative studies of the influence on voting 
behaviour of religion and ethnicity as well as class. Mark Franklin’s chapter 
explores the mechanism tying party choice at the individual level to 
election- level turnout rates. His analysis employs CSES surveys from 31 
countries to build on past findings that have used error correction models 
to confirm the role of negative feedback in maintaining equilibrium rates 
of party support. The analysis also elaborates on a parallel mechanism that 
helps to maintain an equilibrium level of turnout, through voter reactions 
to evolving levels of electoral competition.

The third section covers political institutions, including Rose’s pioneer-
ing work on presidents and prime ministers. In the early 1970s, he raised 
a characteristically Rosean issue, the ‘problem of party government’: 
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parties are necessary for representative government to exist, but they are 
necessarily imperfect institutions. One part of this problem is giving direc-
tion to government, and prime ministers are, more than ever, key players 
in domestic and international politics. The rise to increased prominence 
and power has, however, not marked the only element shaping recent 
developments at the level of political chief executives. In his chapter, 
Ludger Helms identifies several major features that separate the ‘new 
breed’ of contemporary presidents and prime ministers in Western Europe 
and the United States from their predecessors of the early post-war 
decades, and how this has come to shape the politics of executive leader-
ship. As an exercise in transatlantic comparative politics, Helms uses Rose’s 
work as a starting point for a comparative assessment of the nature of 
political leaders and leadership at the close of the first quarter of the 
twenty-first century.

Rose was one of the first scholars to conduct a comparative examination 
of the problem of ‘big government’ and to analyse its causes and conse-
quences for politics. In his 1984 book Understanding Big Government, 
Rose broadened the analysis beyond the United States and the United 
Kingdom to use a ‘program approach’ to examine western mixed- economy 
states. In the second chapter in this section, Donley Studlar examines the 
implications of this approach for later scholarly research, and how it has 
clarified the components of big government. Studlar points out that Rose 
was one of the first to highlight the requirement of public consent for big 
government to operate effectively, and to identify this as a particular prob-
lem for the European Union.

The fourth section covers Rose’s work on the political drivers of public 
policy: the role of parties, the political decisions that shaped government 
growth and the ways in which politicians interact with officials.

In his chapter examining Rose’s work on lesson-drawing, Mauricio 
Dussauge-Laguna argues that he made a major contribution to the field by 
shifting the emphasis in public policy research from policy ‘diffusion’ to 
policy ‘learning’. This ignited a much-needed discussion about the role 
that policymakers play in the travel of policy ideas across space. Dussauge- 
Laguna cites a rich vein of research which has benefitted from these ideas, 
in addition to practical examples of policy transfer, from economic policy 
in the 1980s to health policy during the COVID pandemic. Dussauge- 
Laguna concludes that Rose’s pioneering discussion on lesson-drawing 
remains as relevant and thought-provoking today as it originally was three 
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decades ago and provides an important analytical perspective for the study 
of cross-jurisdictional policy processes.

One underlying theme across Rose’s work in the area of public policy is 
the notion of ‘inheritance before choice’. The range of existing policies 
constrains political choices in ways that go beyond ‘path dependence’, 
thus constraining governments in their policy choices. When governments 
enter office, they inherit laws, institutions and policies from their prede-
cessors, many put in place years or decades earlier. In his chapter on the 
topic, Edward C. Page discusses what constitutes a policy and what a 
change in policy is likely to look like. By examining several case studies, he 
finds that policies do live on, in line with Rose’s argument, but that the 
structural features of the legislative process also survive long after their 
originators have left office.

Much work in public policy focuses on the consequences and processes 
of policy, and on those who design, implement and evaluate it. One of 
Rose’s insights was to examine how ordinary people are impacted by and 
engage with policy processes. This approach was developed in a trilogy of 
books, starting with a conceptual framework applied to Japan as well as 
Western countries, and then to the transformation of formerly communist 
societies and the experience of ordinary people with grass-roots corrup-
tion in developing countries. In evaluating this work, Caryn Peiffer sees 
the distinctive contribution as developing an understanding of how people 
use a range of resources and tactics to maintain their well-being. She 
argues that this draws on state and public policy outputs as well as on their 
social networks to achieve this goal. Peiffer argues that Rose’s work on 
corruption, especially, provides a fertile ground for testing some of these 
propositions.

A major concern of Richard Rose’s work on public policy has been the 
question of good governance. As governments take on ever more respon-
sibilities, how can public expectations of what governments can deliver be 
satisfied? The risk that citizens lose confidence in their governments’ abil-
ity to manage the policy agenda is a loss of legitimacy. In some interpreta-
tions, the populist upsurge in the early 2000s reflects a popular reaction 
against ineffective governance. In his chapter, B.  Guy Peters examines 
these issues, outlining his joint work with Rose and Rose’s own work on 
‘overloaded government’ and ungovernability. So far, challenges such as 
climate change and the ageing of the population have defeated govern-
ments around the world. Peters uses Rose’s work to point to solutions 
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such as re-engaging citizens in the processes of government or, at the 
opposite end of the spectrum, depoliticizing decision-making on difficult 
policy issues.

The fifth section takes up the themes of legitimacy, consent and efficac-
ity. This covers challenges to democracy, especially in eastern and central 
Europe and governing without consent, a notion introduced by Rose in 
his early studies of Northern Ireland. Few subjects have generated as much 
interest as the conditions under which democracy can thrive or wither. 
Thomas Remington evaluates Rose’s contribution to this debate by exam-
ining his work on the post-communist states of Central and Eastern 
Europe. Rose sees the best conditions for democratization as a modern 
state operating under impersonal rules and an advanced economy. From 
these assumptions, Rose sees the ‘third wave’ democracies of the 1990s as 
going about democratization backwards, that is creating electoral institu-
tions in the absence of the other key elements of the modern states—an 
independent judiciary, a professional state bureaucracy and a vibrant civil 
society. Remington argues that Rose’s insights ran counter to most other 
academic and policy thinking at the time, which saw political elites as the 
key to a stable, successful democracy. This was the central flaw in the west’s 
approach to Russia under Putin. In his chapter, Remington traces how 
Rose’s work has highlighted the dynamic nature of the interaction between 
political elites and the populace, each side shaping the other’s behaviour 
and expectations through a process of continuous mutual adaptation.

The problem of governing in Northern Ireland first came to Rose’s 
attention following a 1954 hitchhiking tour around Ireland. Why would 
one part of the United Kingdom—Northern Ireland—be partially legiti-
mate, while the rest of the United Kingdom enjoyed high legitimacy? 
Rose tackled this problem in his 1971 book Governing Without Consensus: 
An Irish Perspective, which was based on a 1968 opinion survey conducted 
on the very eve of the Troubles. Hayes and McAllister examine how 
Governing Without Consensus represented a fundamental break with prior 
scholarship and trace its subsequent influence on academic thinking about 
the Northern Ireland problem. Rose advocated the un-British solution of 
power-sharing between the Catholic and Protestant communities and 
involving the Irish government in Northern Ireland affairs. These ideas 
eventually formed the basis for the 1998 Northern Ireland Agreement. 
The authors outline why it took three decades for Rose’s idea to be encap-
sulated in policies which effectively ended the violence.
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A single book could never do justice to the breadth and depth of 
Richard Rose’s contribution to the study of politics. The chapters we pres-
ent here cannot be definitive, but we hope that, in the spirit of Rose’s own 
work, they will provoke more questions, discussions and research.

Aberdeen, UK Michael Keating
Canberra, ACT, Australia  Ian McAllister
London, UK  Edward C. Page
Pittsburgh, PA, USA  B. Guy Peters
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CHAPTER 1

Richard Rose: Connections Over 60 Years

Dennis Kavanagh

From E. M. Forster’s Howard’s End, Richard Rose borrowed the epigram 
‘Only Connect’ for at least two of his books, including his first major one, 
Politics in England. His use of the epigram suggests the primacy of research 
which joins the worlds of political ideas and of political practice. It might 
also apply to his concern to connect with his readers and with those he 
engages in conversations and interviews. It is difficult to think of any polit-
ical scientist in Britain who has achieved as much as he has in both 
endeavours.

Rose is not only a prolific scholar—one could still be regarded as such 
with only a fraction of his output. Equally impressive is the range and 
quality of the work, much of it ground breaking and continuing over more 
than 60 years. As of 2019, his writings, including books written or co-
authored, and articles, spanned 34 pages on his website. Such a list invites 

I am grateful for comments from Sir Ivor Crewe on an earlier draft of this 
chapter.

D. Kavanagh (*) 
University of Liverpool, Liverpool, UK
e-mail: dennis.kavanagh@talktalk.net
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various reactions, ranging from admiration and inspiration to depression 
and jealousy. The output has called not only for talent at writing, ability to 
generate ideas for research and mastery of relevant literature but also dis-
cipline to complete a project.

Perhaps inevitably, Richard could not have had such a positive impact 
on political science without at times rubbing some people up the wrong 
way. In some respects, his strengths are seen by some as shortcomings. 
Some find the speed of his thought and speech intimidating; the same 
might be said of his dynamism and enthusiasm. And some may think he 
too readily assumes others have a level of energy and commitment to 
match his own. Yet, these reservations do not count for much when con-
sidered in the larger picture.

In this introduction, I will outline what I regard as key features of 
Rose’s life and career over more than 60 years. I will also discuss some of 
his remarkable research output; his work is so vast that I must emphasise 
the word ‘some’. Much of his published work contains relevant comments 
on his life and experiences, but he has written at some length about both 
in his memoir Learning About Politics in Time and Space (2014). I also 
draw on my memories about him which start when I was an undergradu-
ate at Manchester in the early 1960s.

Early yEars

Richard was born in St Louis Missouri in 1933. At school, he was what 
today would be called ‘advanced’; the chief challenge at primary school 
was to remember to take a book to read because the assignments were 
done in no time. As a child, he was an omnivorous reader. At the age of 
eight, he taught himself to type in order to write up baseball history. In 
the 1960s, when he was a junior lecturer at Manchester University, I recall 
that the only offices that contained typewriters were those occupied by the 
secretaries and by Richard Rose. The political theorist Brian Barry once 
told me that he felt uneasy if a day passed and he had not written some-
thing reasonably substantial. I cannot imagine Rose had similar cause to 
feel uneasy. Under ‘Recreations’ in his Who’s Who entry, he lists ‘writing’. 
After more than half a century of publishing books, he concluded an essay 
about writing with the word ‘I still write books to suit myself’.

Rose attended Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, because it was so 
oriented towards the PhD that students could take their BA whenever 
they could pass the requisite examinations. His wide reading enabled him 
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to secure a degree in comparative literature and drama in two years. With 
time in hand, he sailed for England believing, as he later said, that he was 
going to Europe and could speak English. To complement his under-
graduate degree in the humanities, he enrolled as a postgraduate student 
in international relations at the London School of Economics. He found 
the lunchtime meetings with politicians and activists more interesting than 
the lectures and travelled in war-ravaged Italy, Germany, France and 
Ireland in long vacations. At the LSE, he met a fellow student, Rosemary 
Kenny of Whitstable, Kent, who later became his wife of 65 years. After a 
year of learning to speak English and what Europe was like, he returned to 
St Louis without a degree.

In 1955, Rose finally achieved his youthful ambition to be a reporter on 
the St Louis Post-Dispatch. The paper was founded by Joseph Pulitzer, and 
senior reporters were ex-FBI men who won national prizes to dig out facts 
that could result in politicians going to jail. His first story made the front 
page and was about the uproar caused when a pig being taken to market 
escaped and roamed the city streets. As a reporter, he learned the essentials 
of research that were later to stand him in good stead: to figure out where 
relevant information was about a story, to go straight to sources and to 
write news with verifiable and precise facts.

After two years as a reporter, Rose decided that he had had too much 
education to be satisfied with writing stories about runaway pigs and not 
enough education to become a scholar, like the professors he admired at 
Johns Hopkins. He decided to go for a PhD and looked at the syllabuses 
for Harvard and Oxford. The former required several years of course work 
in topics that did not interest him before starting to write a thesis, whereas 
Oxford simply required a student to write a doctoral thesis. He wrote a 
letter of enquiry to heads of several colleges and promptly received back 
letters of acceptance with a request to complete an application form.

BEcoming an acadEmic

In autumn 1957, Richard entered Oxford, thinking he was leaving jour-
nalism and entering a university like Johns Hopkins. Having been accus-
tomed to working a 40-hour week on a daily newspaper, he devoted the 
British equivalent, then a 44-hour working week, to researching his thesis, 
and carefully noted the hours work in his daily account book.

Over three years, he experienced much that advanced his academic 
career but was very different from the training in political science that he 
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would have received in an American graduate school. In his first year, he 
was attached to an undergraduate college, Lincoln, more like a small 
American liberal arts college, than a university institution. He won a stu-
dentship to Nuffield College where graduate students could either pursue 
a second degree by writing essays and examination or register to write a 
thesis that some completed.

Rose’s doctoral thesis was on the conflict between socialist principles of 
foreign policy and the practice of the post-war Labour government. In 
response to the Soviet Union’s imposition of communist regimes on half 
of Europe, the government worked with the United States to create the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organisation. His supervisor, Dr Saul Rose at St 
Antony’s College, had been international secretary of the Labour Party 
and gave him introductions to former Cabinet ministers. Richard may 
have left the Post-Despatch, but he had not left his newspaper train-
ing behind.

To determine party principles, he systematically read Labour Party and 
Trade Union conference reports and documents on foreign policy from 
1900 onwards and became the first Oxford politics student to interview 
MPs and cabinet ministers from retired prime minister Clement Attlee to 
expelled fellow-traveller MP Konni Zilliacus. When Attlee asked him how 
he got his address, Rose pointed out that it was in the telephone book. He 
took shorthand notes and compared what they told him with what they 
had done in office. That gave a familiarity with the tea rooms and the bars 
of the House of Commons and contacts with Labour MPs who subse-
quently became cabinet ministers and prime ministers. The only publica-
tion from the thesis was a topical Op-ed piece in The Guardian; the 
potential London publisher could not get a buyer for the American rights.

After finishing his doctorate in 21 months, Rose had a year left on his 
studentship and, when the 1959 general election was called, David Butler, 
the Oxford don, welcomed his company in undertaking constituency 
interviews for Butler’s third book on a general election. The introduction 
of American-style political advertising by the Conservatives and lively tele-
casts by Labour gave Rose an opportunity to write an appendix for the 
election book. When it became apparent that the new techniques were a 
major theme, Butler generously invited him to be co-author. Rose not 
only dealt with the practices of political television and advertising, he also 
found out how much the Conservative Party spent on its then new elec-
tion tools of opinion polls and public relations. The results were debated 
in the House of Commons and received headline attention in the press. 60 
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years later, Butler looked back on the 1959 book that Rose co-authored as 
marking not only the arrival of the Nuffield brand but also the one that 
had the most impact of the 15 general election studies that Butler authored 
or co-authored.

Another offshoot of the election book was collaboration with Mark 
Abrams to write an influential Penguin Special book, Must Labour Lose? 
(Abrams and Rose 1960), prompted by Labour’s third successive general 
election defeat in 1959. It drew on survey research by Abrams, with Rose 
providing a political science perspective on how elections are won and lost 
drawing on American voting studies. The short book fed into the debate 
about whether the arrival of the affluent society and fall in working class 
support for Labour heralded the party’s inevitable decline. Rose’s view 
was that Labour would need to change its approach if it was to avoid 
another election defeat, a strategy that Harold Wilson, coached by Abrams, 
followed to become Labour prime minister in 1964. The public interest in 
Rose’s two co-authored books made him at the age of 27 a well-known 
figure in Westminster and Fleet Street. The terms ‘Butler and Rose’ and 
‘Abrams and Rose’ quickly became familiar in the political world.

Talking to senior politicians, party officials, journalists and pollsters 
gave the young Rose a grasp of real-world British politics, something that 
could not be gained from, but be added to, what he learnt in a library. He 
introduced the regular interviewing of politicians to the Nuffield series, 
and work with Abrams taught him about designing surveys. Having talked 
with key people in the industry, he later wrote about the newer techniques 
of electioneering in Influencing Voters (1967).

With a DPhil, two books published and a wife pregnant with their sec-
ond child, Rose found himself unemployed when his Nuffield studentship 
ended in September 1960. David Butler cautioned him against hoping to 
gain a university post in England and urged a return to the United States. 
With Butler’s support, Rose wrote to almost two dozen American univer-
sities applying for a job as well as watching British newspapers for very 
occasional advertisements of research fellowships. He was shortlisted but 
turned down for posts at Oxford, the LSE and the University of Michigan. 
However, in autumn 1960, he received an unsolicited job offer from 
Professor W.  J. M. Mackenzie, head of the government department at 
Manchester University. Appointment of an American citizen to a job in 
Britain required Home Office approval. Mackenzie, a Scot, had no diffi-
culty in declaring that there was no English person competent to take the 
job of teaching British government.
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manchEstEr madE him a Political sciEntist

In 1961, Rose became a junior member of a small government depart-
ment with colleagues very different in their backgrounds, intellectual 
inquisitiveness and orientation towards research than the dons he had 
known at Oxford. Mackenzie put Rose in charge of the departmental sem-
inar. Instead of inviting politicians as guest speakers, as was done at 
Nuffield, Rose gave priority to inviting papers from American political 
scientists spending a year on research leave in the south of England, such 
as Richard Neustadt and Angus Campbell.

The great majority of high calibre US academics have preferred to 
remain in their own elite institutions rather than settle overseas. Rose has 
been one of the outstanding exceptions. Rose has spent a good part of his 
career analysing and explaining British politics to people in his host coun-
try and abroad. The young Rose soon realised that for many people in the 
United Kingdom, the first interesting feature about him is that he was an 
American. Not resenting being perceived by some as an outsider, he has 
pointed to what he regards as the benefits of his Anglo-American perspec-
tive in a sentence, ‘The grass is greener in England but the mechanical 
devices to care for grass are superior in America’.

Shortly after his arrival at Manchester, Gabriel Almond invited him to 
write a textbook on politics in England using the new framework that 
Almond had developed for comparing political systems in developing as 
well as developed countries (Almond and Coleman 1960). After Politics in 
England was published in the United States in 1964 and the following 
year, with minor amendments to cater to the English obsession with class 
politics, it sold upwards of 200,000 copies over 40 years. It was different 
from other textbooks on British politics, containing chapters on such top-
ics as political culture and political socialisation. Significantly, it was about 
England not Britain, noting that to get ahead in British politics one had to 
adapt to the ways of London SW1. Anglo-centric texts of the time saw 
England and Britain as the same thing. With devolution, the title was 
eventually changed to Politics in Britain. The sub-title of the book 
changed over editions between ‘Persistence and Change’ and ‘Change and 
Persistence’.

Rose has always happily acknowledged his intellectual debt to the 
Manchester University department and to W. J. M. Mackenzie as his real 
doktorvater (doctor father), because his response to many issues often cut 
to the heart of the matter in an unexpected way. In reading a rough first 
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draft of Politics in England, Mackenzie responded: ‘I never thought I 
would know anyone who could write English, American and German- 
American (i.e. the language of political sociology). For God’s sake, choose 
one and stick to it’.

Writing Politics in England made him aware that Northern Ireland 
raised questions about political legitimacy (taken for granted among writ-
ers on British politics) and that Westminster rule was only partly legiti-
mate; generalisations about British rule had to be qualified ‘except for 
Ireland’. Catholic versus Protestant divisions and conflicting loyalties to 
Westminster or Dublin made politics in the province so different from that 
on the mainland. It was identity politics with a vengeance. To be ‘green’ 
in the province had little to do with concerns about the environment in 
that time and place. Northern Ireland was so different from the rest of the 
United Kingdom that it was virtually ignored as a subject of study by 
academics.

As a research student, I recall a conversation in 1965 with Richard 
being cut short as he said he had to take a taxi to Manchester airport to 
catch a flight to Belfast. I only learnt later that he had embarked on an 
ambitious project. He launched his surveys and interviews with key figures 
on both sides of the divide before the bombs went off and civil rights pro-
testers were marching. His classic Governing Without Consensus (1971) 
was the result of his research. Later he wrote Northern Ireland: A Time of 
Choice (1976). The province fired his interest in conditions affecting polit-
ical legitimacy and political stability. The research project was inspired by 
what was happening on the ground, a regular feature of his career.

Entering academe did not mean that he abandoned journalism; he was 
too much the writer to do that. Journalism could be a side activity, and it 
gave him both name recognition among politicians and an incentive for 
them to influence what he wrote by giving him what they considered the 
‘true facts’. He wrote regularly for New Society from its foundation as a 
weekly in 1962, and his profile was raised when he became the election 
expert writing for The Times. He became an on-camera election commen-
tator for ITN, and subsequently Scottish Television. I accompanied him 
on some his work during the 1966 general election campaign and was 
impressed at his ready access to key figures and their interest in his views.

I was in the student body of some 400 first-year students in early 1961 
when Rose gave his first lectures on British government. With his dark 
curly hair, ready smile, youthfulness, American accent and obvious enjoy-
ment in talking about politics, he charmed many of the students. I recall 
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his first lecture on American politics when he introduced himself as ‘a 
border state Democrat’. No doubt some students wrote down ‘democrat’, 
and he left it up to us to find out what the phrase meant. The Rose lectur-
ing style was apparent from the start—a rich mix of information, ideas, 
anecdotes, interesting asides and an air of spontaneity. His succinct typed 
notes were hardly looked at. Did we know how lucky we students were to 
have our lectures on Tuesday and Thursday mornings from Mackenzie 
and Rose?

Rose created the first class on political behaviour at a British university. 
It covered topics as wide-ranging as Walter Bagehot and Almond and 
Verba on political culture, Harold Lasswell on the motivations of political 
elites, the sociological analysis of party identification of Lipset and Rokkan 
and the social psychological approach of the University of Michigan. 
When Rose realised that Manchester undergraduates, unlike Oxford stu-
dents, lacked the opportunities to hear politicians speak and question 
them, he created a Friday evening series of talks that not only offered food 
for political thinking but also a buffet supper for hungry undergraduates.

Third year political behaviour students were expected to learn how to 
analyse surveys of public opinion using a counter-sorter, the forerunner of 
a computer. Students learnt about what ordinary people thought by 
designing a questionnaire, drawing a sample and conducting interviews in 
a marginal constituency. The results of the survey were subsequently 
incorporated in a jointly authored article with a Manchester student and 
reprinted multiple times (Rose and Mossawir 1967).

Already familiar with London and Oxford, Rose found life in the north 
of England more like America in its emphasis on money and achievement. 
He would regularly address student and Manchester societies on political 
topics, taking careful account of their reactions. He was a distinctive pres-
ence, radiating physical and intellectual energy. Walking, usually at speed, 
along Dover Street where the social science faculty was based, he would 
sometimes accost a passing student to ask about their background and 
interests. It was questioning with a purpose, as he wanted to learn about 
what made different people tick and anything else they might say. A good 
listener, he would establish rapport quickly but sometimes take people 
aback with his direct questions.

I was among a group of first-year students he surprised by asking for 
their reactions to the prosecutor’s question to the jury in the trial over the 
proposed banning of Lady Chatterley’s Lover in 1961, ‘Is this a book that 
that you would even wish your wife or your servants to read?’ Some 
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