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L32 Pol Sci 5678 
Fall 2019 
Thursdays 2:30pm-4:20pm 
Synchronous, Remote Instruction 

Taylor N. Carlson 
tncarlson@wustl.edu 

Office Hours: Tuesdays 1:30-2:30 
Zoom Links on Canvas  

 
 
 
 
 

American Political Behavior 
 

This graduate seminar surveys the frontier of the most exciting research problems in the study of 
American political behavior.  In this course, students will critically evaluate a combination of seminal 
research in the field, such as The American Voter, The People’s Choice, and The Nature and Origins of 
Mass Opinion, and cutting-edge work conducted recently that responds to empirical and theoretical gaps 
left behind by the classics. Students will use the literature, as well as their own novel research ideas, to 
answer questions that fundamentally shape how we think about American politics. These questions 
include, but are not limited to: What is party identification and why does it matter? How do voters choose 
a candidate? Why do some people vote and actively engage in politics, while others do not? How much 
do Americans know about politics? How much do Americans need to know to effectively participate in 
politics? How do social identities including race, ethnicity, gender, religion, and partisanship structure our 
political preferences?  

 
Teaching Philosophy and Course Goals 
When it comes to graduate education, it is important to me to develop (1) mastery of the substantive 
topic(s), and (2) skills important for the profession. In service of developing mastery of the substantive 
topics of American political behavior, students will read a combination of seminal articles in the field and 
cutting-edge articles that have been recently published. Students will engage in thoughtful conversations 
about the readings each week, with careful attention paid to how we can build upon them empirically and 
theoretically in our own research programs. In pursuit of the second goal, students will complete a variety 
of assignments geared toward professional development, such as, serving as a discussant, writing article 
reviews, critiquing articles, and conducting independent research through a pre-analysis plan, a pre-
registered report for pre-acceptance, a TESS application, or original research article.  
 
My Expectations  
I have high expectations for my students! This class will be challenging, but I am confident that you can 
succeed if you take the assignments seriously, actively engage with the material—and each other—in 
class, and seek help when needed. My goal is to make this course, including class time and assignments, 
worth your time. I expect that you read the assigned material before the beginning of class each week. I 
acknowledge that everyone learns differently and has different research interests and professional goals. I 
try to make this course flexible to assess your learning in multiple ways. However, if at any point you feel 
that you are falling behind in the course or it is not meeting your expectations, I encourage—and expect—
you to talk with me so that we can work out a solution together. The sooner you come to me, the better I 
will be able to help you.  
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Course Requirements 
 

1. Participation (40%) 
 

General Participation in Class Discussions: 15%  
Students are expected to participate in class discussions thoughtfully and respectfully. I 
expect students to speak at least once per class session. The best participation will not 
only accurately describe contributions and empirical approaches from the readings, but 
will introduce thoughtful questions and critiques, draw connections between the readings, 
and contribute ideas for new research in the field. Importantly, students must be 
respectful of each other and their fellow researchers. Students should not dominate the 
discussion or make inappropriate comments about other students’ contributions, nor the 
contributions of the research articles we read.  
 
Panel Discussant: 10% 
Students will serve as a “discussant” for one class session during the semester. On the 
first day of class, students will sign up for a week to serve as a discussant. The idea here 
is to learn how to give constructive feedback on a series of papers while serving as a 
discussant, as if at a professional conference. Discussant comments should last between 
10 and 15 minutes. More detailed instructions and a grading rubric will be provided. 
 
Guided Reading Notes: 15% Submitted to Canvas by 2:30pm CST Each Class Session 
Students will complete a guided reading worksheet for all assigned readings for the first 
five weeks of class. Students may continue completing the worksheets throughout the 
semester, but they are required for the first five weeks. The idea here is to give you 
practice taking notes on articles that emphasize the main contributions, the puzzles they 
address, the key gaps that still remain, and your ideas to fill those gaps.  

 
2. Article Reviews (20%) Due 2 weeks after article assigned to you 

 
Writing journal article reviews is an important part of the discipline. Engaging with 
another’s work in a thoughtful, constructive way is crucial for protecting research 
integrity, moving the field forward, and making research the best that it can be. This 
assignment is your chance to practice this skill. I will assign you a paper to review and 
you will write a 2-page, single spaced, review of that article. You will complete two 
article reviews throughout the semester, each one will be worth 10% of your final grade. 

 
3. Final Project Options (40%) Due May 11, 2021 at 11:59pm 

a. Pre-analysis plan (e.g. http://www.hotpolitics.eu/wp-
content/uploads/2020/04/preanalysis-guidelines.docx)  

b. Pre-registered report for pre-acceptance at the Journal of Experimental Political 
Science (JEPS): https://www.cambridge.org/core/blog/2018/10/01/the-value-of-
preregistration-for-open-and-credible-science-an-initiative-from-the-journal-of-
experimental-political-science/ 

c. TESS application: http://www.tessexperiments.org/introduction.html 
d. Original research article  
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The final project can be a pre-analysis plan, a pre-registered report for pre-acceptance at 
JEPS, a TESS application, or an original research article. The idea here is to apply what 
you have learned in this class in original research. However, I am aware of the limitations 
in starting a project from scratch in 15 weeks. I would rather have you make good 
progress toward a pre-analysis plan, pre-registered report, or TESS application than to 
draft an incomplete original research article if the data for your study are not available. I 
will provide more detailed information about the final project as the course progresses, 
but here are some answers to commonly asked questions:  

• You may continue working on a paper you have started for another class for this 
assignment as long as you discuss it with me first.  

• You may propose a different final project that better suits your professional goals 
as long as you clear it with me – in person and in writing – by February 25, 2021 

• You may work with up to two other students on the final project (groups no larger 
than three total students). All students in a group will receive the same grade.  

• You must inform me of your final project selection and group members (if 
applicable) by March 11, 2021.  

• Length will vary depending on the assignment chosen. Quality is more important 
than quantity, but note that the work put into the assignment must reflect 
sufficient effort to account for 40% of your final grade. For example, if you 
choose to create a pre-analysis plan, this should include the full survey instrument 
you plan to eventually use.  

 
Course Policies 
 
Academic Integrity: Unless otherwise noted, all assignments are to be completed individually. 
Students must adhere to all ethical, professional, and academic codes implemented by 
Washington University. Any cases of professional or academic misconduct will be reported in a 
formal complaint, as outlined by the Graduate School’s policies and procedures. Please feel 
welcome to come see me if you have even the slightest question or concern about potentially 
violating the academic integrity policies.  For more information on the policies and procedures, 
please see: 
https://graduateschool.wustl.edu/sites/graduateschool.wustl.edu/files/Academic%20Integrity%20
Policy%202018.pdf 
 
Religious Observances: If any conflicts arise between religious observances and class 
assignment, please notify me at least two weeks beforehand and I will work with you to find an 
alternative means to complete the assignment.  
 
Learning Disabilities: Washington University is committed to providing accommodations 
and/or services to students with documented disabilities. Students who are seeking support for a 
disability or a suspected disability should contact Disability Resources at 314-935-5970. 
Disability Resources is responsible for approving all disability-related accommodations for WU 
students, and students are responsible for providing faculty members with formal documentation 
of their approved accommodations at least two weeks prior to using those accommodations. I 
will accept Disability Resources Accommodation Letter forms by email and personal delivery. If 
you have already been approved for accommodations, I request that you provide me with a copy 
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of your Accommodation Letter within the first two weeks of the semester. If you have any 
additional questions, please feel free to contact Disability Resources at 
disabilityresources@wustl.edu and consult their website https://students.wustl.edu/disability-
resources/ 
 
Writing Help: For additional help on your writing, consult the expert staff of The Writing 
Center (writingcenter.wustl.edu) in Olin Library (first floor). It can be enormously helpful to ask 
someone outside a course to read your essays and to provide feedback on strength of argument, 
clarity, organization, etc. 
 
Accommodations Based Upon Sexual Assault: The University is committed to offering 
reasonable academic accommodations to students who are victims of sexual assault.  Students 
are eligible for accommodation regardless of whether they seek criminal or disciplinary 
action.  Depending on the specific nature of the allegation, such measures may include but are 
not limited to: implementation of a no-contact order, course/classroom assignment changes, and 
other academic support services and accommodations.  If you need to request such 
accommodations, please direct your request to Kim Webb (kim_webb@wustl.edu), Director of 
the Relationship and Sexual Violence Prevention Center.  Ms. Webb is a confidential resource; 
however, requests for accommodations will be shared with the appropriate University 
administration and faculty.  The University will maintain as confidential any accommodations or 
protective measures provided to an individual student so long as it does not impair the ability to 
provide such measures. 
 
If a student comes to me to discuss or disclose an instance of sexual assault, sex discrimination, 
sexual harassment, dating violence, domestic violence or stalking, or if I otherwise observe or 
become aware of such an allegation, I will keep the information as private as I can, but as a 
faculty member of Washington University, I am required to immediately report it to my 
Department Chair or Dean or directly to Ms. Jessica Kennedy, the University’s Title IX 
Coordinator.  If you would like to speak with the Title IX Coordinator directly, Ms. Kennedy can 
be reached at (314) 935-3118, jwkennedy@wustl.edu, or by visiting her office in the Women’s 
Building.  Additionally, you can report incidents or complaints to Tamara King, Associate Dean 
for Students and Director of Student Conduct, or by contacting WUPD at (314) 935-5555 or your 
local law enforcement agency.   
 
You can also speak confidentially and learn more about available resources at the Relationship 
and Sexual Violence Prevention Center by calling (314) 935-8761 or visiting the 4th floor of 
Seigle Hall. 
 
Bias Reporting: The University has a process through which students, faculty, staff and 
community members who have experienced or witnessed incidents of bias, prejudice or 
discrimination against a student can report their experiences to the University’s Bias Report and 
Support System (BRSS) team.  See:  brss.wustl.edu  
 
Mental Health: Mental Health Services’ professional staff members work with students to 
resolve personal and interpersonal difficulties, many of which can affect the academic 



Carlson, Pol Sci 5442   5 

experience. These include conflicts with or worry about friends or family, concerns about eating 
or drinking patterns, and feelings of anxiety and depression.  See:  shs.wustl.edu/MentalHealth 
 
Late Policy: Late assignments will not be accepted without penalty. Late assignments will 
receive a five percentage point deduction to the grade on that assignment for each day late. 
Computer malfunctions will not be considered a legitimate excuse for submitting late 
assignments. I recommend regularly backing up your work on Dropbox, Box, Google Drive, an 
external hard drive or flash drive, or some other system to save your work. In addition, I 
recommend that you take screenshots or otherwise document electronic submissions of 
assignments to provide evidence that your assignment was turned in on time.  
 
Grade Appeals: I do not communicate about grades over email.  If you are unsatisfied with your 
grade on an assignment, you can appeal your grade within one week of the date the assignment 
was returned. To appeal your grade, you need to write a one-page, double-spaced explanation of 
why you think your work merits a higher grade. After reviewing the appeal, your assignment will 
be re-graded by me.  Your grade can go up, stay the same, or go down on the re-grade.  
 
Books 
 
We will read excerpts from the following books in this class. Most should be available through 
the WUSTL library. However, these are some of the core texts in the field, particularly recent 
work in the field, and you might consider purchasing your own copies.  
 
Kinder, Donald R., and Nathan P. Kalmoe. Neither liberal nor conservative: Ideological 

innocence in the American public. University of Chicago Press, 2017. 
Green, Donald P., Bradley Palmquist, Eric Schickler, and Giordano Bruno. Partisan Hearts and 

Minds: Political Parties and the Social Identity of Voters. (2002) Chapters 
Sinclair, Betsy. 2012. The Social Citizen. University of Chicago Press. 
Berelson, Bernard R., Paul F. Lazarsfeld, and William N. McPhee. 1954. Voting: A Study of 

Opinion Formation in a Presidential Campaign. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 
Chapters. 

Fraga, Bernard L. The turnout gap: Race, ethnicity, and political inequality in a diversifying 
America. Cambridge University Press, 2018 

Abrajano, Marisa, and Zoltan L. Hajnal. White backlash: Immigration, race, and American 
politics. Princeton University Press, 2017. Chapters 

Jardina, Ashley. White identity politics. Cambridge University Press, 2019. Chapters 
Mendelberg, Tali. The race card: Campaign strategy, implicit messages, and the norm of 

equality. Princeton University Press, 2017. Chapters 
Arceneaux, Kevin, and Ryan J. Vander Wielen. Taming intuition: How reflection minimizes 

partisan reasoning and promotes democratic accountability. Cambridge University 
Press, 2017. Chapters 

Vavreck, Lynn. The message matters: The economy and presidential campaigns. Princeton 
University Press, 2009. 

Wolak, Jennifer. Compromise in an Age of Party Polarization. Oxford University Press, 2020 
Settle, Jaime E. Frenemies: How social media polarizes America. Cambridge University Press, 

2018. 
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Course Schedule 
 
All readings are to be completed by the start of class on the date listed. I reserve the right to 
make changes to this schedule and I will provide you with at least one week notice of any 
changes to the readings.  
 
January 28, 2021: Ideology: What is it? Why should we care? 
 
Philip E. Converse, “The Nature of Belief Systems in Mass Publics,” in David Apter (ed.), 

(1964) Ideology and Discontent, ch. 6. 
Pamela Conover and Stanley Feldman. “The Origins and Meaning of Liberal/Conservative Self-

Identification,” AJPS 25 (1981):617-645.  
Kinder, Donald R., and Nathan P. Kalmoe. Neither liberal nor conservative: Ideological 

innocence in the American public. University of Chicago Press, 2017. 
Coggins, Elizabeth, and James A. Stimson. "On the Dynamics of Ideological Identification: The 

Puzzle of Liberal Identification Decline." Political Science Research and Methods 7, no. 
4 (2019): 737-755 

 
February 4, 2021: Party Identification: What is it? Why should we care? 
 
Campbell, Converse, Miller and Stokes.  The American Voter (1960) Ch 7 
Green, Donald P., Bradley Palmquist, Eric Schickler, and Giordano Bruno. Partisan Hearts and 

Minds: Political Parties and the Social Identity of Voters. (2002) Chapters 1, 2, 5, skim 8 
Bartels, Larry M. "Beyond the running tally: Partisan bias in political perceptions." Political 

behavior 24, no. 2 (2002): 117-150. 
Huddy, Leonie, Lilliana Mason, and Lene Aarøe. "Expressive partisanship: Campaign 

involvement, political emotion, and partisan identity." American Political Science 
Review 109, no. 1 (2015): 1-17. 

Theodoridis, Alexander G. "Me, myself, and (I),(D), or (R)? Partisanship and political cognition 
through the lens of implicit identity." The Journal of Politics 79, no. 4 (2017): 1253-
1267. 

Klar, Samara. "Partisanship in a social setting." American Journal of Political Science 58, no. 3 
(2014): 687-704 

 
 
February 11, 2021: Social Influence: Participation, Turnout – Guest Starring Betsy 
Sinclair 
 
Bond, Robert M., Christopher J. Fariss, Jason J. Jones, Adam D. I. Kramer, Cameron Marlow, 

Jaime E. Settle, and James H. Fowler. 2012. “A 61-million person experiment in social 
influence and political mobilization.” Nature 489(7415): 295-298. 

Nickerson, David. 2008. “Is voting contagious? Evidence from two field experiments.” 
American Political Science Review 102: 49-57. 

Gerber, Alan S., Donald P. Green, and Christopher W. Larimer. 2008. “Social Pressure and 
Voter Turnout: Evidence from a Large-scale Field Experiment.” American Political 
Science Review. 
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Sinclair, Betsy, Margaret McConnell, and Melissa R. Michelson. "Local canvassing: The 
efficacy of grassroots voter mobilization." Political Communication 30, no. 1 (2013): 42-
57. 

Sinclair, Betsy. 2012. The Social Citizen. University of Chicago Press.  
 
February 18, 2021: Study Break Day (NO CLASS) 
 
February 25, 2021: Social Influence: Vote Choice, Public Opinion  
 
Pietryka, Matthew T., and Donald A. DeBats. "It's not just what you have, but who you know: 

Networks, social proximity to elites, and voting in state and local elections." American 
Political Science Review (2017): 360-378. 

Broockman, David, and Joshua Kalla. 2016. “Durably reducing transphobia: A field experiment 
on door-to-door canvassing.” Science 352: 220-224.  

Berelson, Bernard R., Paul F. Lazarsfeld, and William N. McPhee. 1954. Voting: A Study of 
Opinion Formation in a Presidential Campaign. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 
Chapter 4 

Levitan, Lindsey Clark, and Penny S. Visser. "The impact of the social context on resistance to 
persuasion: Effortful versus effortless responses to counter-attitudinal 
information." Journal of Experimental Social Psychology 44, no. 3 (2008): 640-649. 

Druckman, James N., Matthew S. Levendusky, and Audrey McLain. "No need to watch: How 
the effects of partisan media can spread via interpersonal discussions." American Journal 
of Political Science 62, no. 1 (2018): 99-112. 

Krupnikov, Yanna, Kerri Milita, John Barry Ryan, and Elizabeth C. Connors. "How gender 
affects the efficacy of discussion as an information shortcut." Political Science Research 
and Methods 8, no. 2 (2020): 268-284 

 
 
March 4, 2021: Polarization: Are we polarized? [No tests or assignments due] 
 
Alan Abramowitz.  “Issue Evolution Reconsidered: Racial Attitudes and Partisanship in the US 

Electorate” AJPS 38 (1994):1-24 
Abramowitz, Alan and Kyle Saunders, “Is Polarization a Myth?” JOP 70 (April 2008):542-555  
Fiorina, Morris P., Samuel A. Abrams, and Jeremy C. Pope. "Polarization in the American 

public: Misconceptions and misreadings." The Journal of Politics 70, no. 2 (2008): 556-
560 

Hill, Seth J., and Chris Tausanovitch. "A disconnect in representation? Comparison of trends in 
congressional and public polarization." The Journal of Politics 77, no. 4 (2015): 1058-
1075. 

Wolak, Jennifer. Compromise in an Age of Party Polarization. Oxford University Press, 2020 
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March 11, 2021: Affective Polarization  
 
Mason, Lilliana. "“I disrespectfully agree”: The differential effects of partisan sorting on social 

and issue polarization." American Journal of Political Science 59, no. 1 (2015): 128-145. 
Orr, Lilla V., and Gregory A. Huber. "The policy basis of measured partisan animosity in the 

United States." American Journal of Political Science 64, no. 3 (2020): 569-586. 
Iyengar, Shanto, and Sean J. Westwood. "Fear and loathing across party lines: New evidence on 

group polarization." American Journal of Political Science 59, no. 3 (2015): 690-707. 
Druckman, James, and Samara Klar. "Yanna Krupnikov, Matthew Levendusky, and John Barry 

Ryan. 2020a.“(Mis-) Estimating Affective Polarization.”." Forthcoming Journal of 
Politics. 

Settle, Jaime E. Frenemies: How social media polarizes America. Cambridge University Press, 
2018. Chapters 1, 4 

 
  
March 18, 2021: Media 
 
Moskowitz, Daniel J. "Local news, information, and the nationalization of US 

Elections." American Political Science Review (2018): 1-16. 
Darr, Joshua P., Matthew P. Hitt, and Johanna L. Dunaway. "Newspaper closures polarize voting 

behavior." Journal of Communication 68, no. 6 (2018): 1007-1028. 
Archer, Allison M. N. 2018. “Political Advantage, Disadvantage, and the Demand for Partisan 

News.” Journal of Politics 80(3): 845-859. 
Krupnikov, Yanna, and Kathleen Searles. "New Approaches to Method and Measurement in the 

Study of Political Communication Effects." Political Communication 36, no. 2 (2019): 
209-213. 

Kim, Jin Woo, and Eunji Kim. 2020. “Temporal Selective Exposure: How Partisans Choose 
When to Follow Politics.” Political Behavior, forthcoming.  

 
 
March 25, 2021: Participation  
 
Brady, Henry E., Sidney Verba, and Kay Lehman Schlozman. "Beyond SES: A resource model 

of political participation." American political science review 89, no. 2 (1995): 271-294 
Fraga, Bernard L. The turnout gap: Race, ethnicity, and political inequality in a diversifying 

America. Cambridge University Press, 2018. Chapters 4 and 7, strongly recommend 
skimming Chapters 1-2 for context 

Holbein, John B., and D. Sunshine Hillygus. "Making young voters: the impact of preregistration 
on youth turnout." American Journal of Political Science 60, no. 2 (2016): 364-382. 

Anoll, Allison P. "What makes a good neighbor? Race, place, and norms of political 
participation." The American Political Science Review 112, no. 3 (2018): 494-508. 

Fox, Richard L., and Jennifer L. Lawless. "Uncovering the origins of the gender gap in political 
ambition." American Political Science Review 108, no. 3 (2014): 499-519. 
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April 1, 2021: Race 
 
Abrajano, Marisa, and Zoltan L. Hajnal. White backlash: Immigration, race, and American 

politics. Princeton University Press, 2017. Chapter 1 
Jardina, Ashley. White identity politics. Cambridge University Press, 2019. Chapters 1-2 
Engelhardt, Andrew M. "Racial Attitudes through a Partisan Lens." British Journal of Political 

Science (2018): 1-18. 
Valentino, Nicholas A., Vincent L. Hutchings, and Ismail K. White. "Cues that matter: How 

political ads prime racial attitudes during campaigns." American Political Science 
Review (2002): 75-90. 

Mendelberg, Tali. The race card: Campaign strategy, implicit messages, and the norm of 
equality. Princeton University Press, 2017. Chapter 1 

 
 
April 8, 2021: Misinformation – Guest Starring Jacob Montgomery 
 
Guess, Andrew M., Michael Lerner, Benjamin Lyons, Jacob M. Montgomery, Brendan Nyhan, 

Jason Reifler, and Neelanjan Sircar. "A digital media literacy intervention increases 
discernment between mainstream and false news in the United States and 
India." Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 117, no. 27 (2020): 15536-
15545. 

OTHER READINGS TBD – Jacob has generously agreed to provide some of his working 
papers on this topic, as well as the pre-analysis plans, which we will discuss in class. 

 
April 15, 2021: Public Opinion and Accountability 
 
Arceneaux, Kevin, and Ryan J. Vander Wielen. Taming intuition: How reflection minimizes 

partisan reasoning and promotes democratic accountability. Cambridge University 
Press, 2017. Chapters 1, 2, and 5 

Costa, Mia. "Ideology, Not Affect: What Americans Want from Political 
Representation." American Journal of Political Science (2020). 

Andrew Reeves and Jon C. Rogowski. Forthcoming. No Blank Check: Why the Public Dislikes 
Presidential Power and What It Means for Governing. Cambridge University Press. 

 
 
 
April 22, 2021: Public Opinion Influences (social influence, elite influence, media) 
Lenz, Gabriel S. "Learning and opinion change, not priming: Reconsidering the priming 

hypothesis." American Journal of Political Science 53, no. 4 (2009): 821-837. 
Zaller, John. "Information, values, and opinion." The American Political Science Review (1991): 

1215-1237. 
Feezell, Jessica T., Rebecca A. Glazier, and Amber E. Boydstun. "Framing, identity, and 

responsibility: do episodic vs. thematic framing effects vary by target 
population?." Politics, Groups, and Identities (2019): 1-22. 
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Broockman, David E., and Daniel M. Butler. "The Causal Effects of Elite Position‐Taking on 
Voter Attitudes: Field Experiments with Elite Communication." American Journal of 
Political Science 61, no. 1 (2017): 208-221. 

April 29, 2021: Campaigns  
 
Coppock, Alexander, Seth J. Hill, and Lynn Vavreck. "The small effects of political advertising 

are small regardless of context, message, sender, or receiver: Evidence from 59 real-time 
randomized experiments." Science advances 6, no. 36 (2020): eabc4046. 

Vavreck, Lynn. The message matters: The economy and presidential campaigns. Princeton 
University Press, 2009. Chapters 2 (skim), 3, and 6 

Enos, Ryan D., and Eitan D. Hersh. "Party activists as campaign advertisers: The ground 
campaign as a principal-agent problem." American Political Science Review 109, no. 2 
(2015): 252-278. 

Dowling, Conor M., and Amber Wichowsky. "Attacks without consequence? Candidates, 
parties, groups, and the changing face of negative advertising." American Journal of 
Political Science 59, no. 1 (2015): 19-36. 

Burge, Camille, Julian J. Wamble, and Chryl N. Laird. 2020. “Missing the Mark?: An 
Exploration of Targeted Campaign Advertising’s Effect on African American Political 
Engagement.” Politics Groups, and Identities. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


