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POIR 621: American Politics Field Seminar Part II 
Spring 2017 

Prof. Christian Grose 
 

Tues. 2:00pm-4:50pm 
Office: VKC 230A 

Email: cgrose@dornsife.usc.edu 
Office hours: Mondays 1:00pm-2:30pm or by appointment 

Course Description and Objectives: 

The purpose of this course is to provide you with an overview of the field of American politics, though 
with a focus on theoretical and empirical paradigms and approaches - and especially focused on 
contemporary work paired occasionally with classic works.  Most field courses in American politics 
divide topics by substantive field (Congress, courts/judicial politics, voting behavior, public opinion, 
etc.).  Your previous American politics field seminar (fall semester) was devoted in part to those 
questions.  This second segment in the field seminar is meant to make you think across substantive topics 
by focusing on the theories, dominant paradigmatic approaches, questions of causality, and 
methodological approaches in American politics.  In this course, linkages across different substantive 
fields should be drawn.  Additionally, my intention is for the course to link the past of the field in 
American politics to the present and the future. In addition, many of the readings in the course will be 
contemporary and recent publications. Many of the readings will be drawn from the last few years of 
articles published in major journals in the discipline.  
 
One of the goals of the course is to give a foundation of the variety of subfields, approaches, methods, etc. 
in the field of American politics.  Another, more practical, goal of the course is to give you a foundation 
to prepare for your American politics qualifying exam and to develop and execute a research project.  
While quite extensive, there is no way that we can cover every key or core piece of material in the field.  
This syllabus should be considered a very small foundation and starting point for the field of American 
politics.  For your qualifying exam preparation, this syllabus is clearly not exhaustive.  Obviously, you 
will need to be familiar with more readings than those on this syllabus and on the first-semester field 
course for the qualifying exam.  You should be familiar with many books and articles in the field of 
American politics, especially those from the last 50 years to the present. 
 
The syllabus is structured around required readings.  I am requiring a few readings each week so that we 
all have a common set of readings to discuss.  The required readings early in the semester will include a 
few classics, as well as more recent articles that build directly off of one of the older, “classic” readings to 
provide a baseline of comparison of substantive, theoretical, and methodological similarities and 
differences in the field across time.  Later in the semester, we will focus mostly on more recent 
publications in the field of American politics. I reserve the right to change the readings, and may do so 
conditional upon interests of students in the course.  I will also provide a much more extensive list of 
recommended readings that we will not discuss in depth during the semester that may help you on your 
qualifying exam. 
 
We will sometimes have each student give a presentation on other readings not on the syllabus for certain 
topics.  Those students giving class presentations for that week will need to read at least 5-10 additional 
articles/readings and report on them to the class.  More details on this will be given in class. 
 
*I will update the syllabus throughout the semester as needed, and may add or delete readings given your 
substantive interests that emerge during the semester.* 
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Objectives 
 
The purpose of this course is fourfold.  First, you will learn about the field of American politics.  
Specifically, I want you to think about the field not just as separate subfields but also as a field with 
interesting theoretical and empirical approaches.   
 
Second, I want you to generate research questions for your future research and think about theoretical and 
empirical puzzles in the extant literature of the field.    
 
Third, I hope you will learn about the direction of the field of American politics, and learn a broad 
overview of the field. 
 
Fourth, I want you to learn how to become writers and scholars in this course.  I require a final research 
paper that could eventually be published in an academic journal.  By focusing the course on writing 
throughout the semester, I hope to help you learn how to develop a research question, theorize about your 
topic, and empirically test your question.  The final paper requirement of the course can be accomplished 
in multiple ways.  You could each individually write your own paper, or I also encourage co-authorship 
for your final paper. We can talk more about these options during the first week of class.  For those of you 
who previously took Prof. Crigler’s class where a research design was required, you may write the full 
paper for this class or you may decide to write a different research design and/or paper.  We will talk 
more about this in class. 
 
Books required: 

Martin Gilens, 2012. Affluence and Influence: Economic Inequality and Political Power in America. 
Princeton: Princeton University Press. 

David Mayhew, 1974. Congress: The Electoral Connection. New Haven: Yale University Press. 

Articles required: 
 
Most of the readings are from articles.  You can access the journals using the resources provided by the 
USC libraries web site.  You can search directly for the journal for the newest articles, use JSTOR or 
other journal databases for some articles, or in instances in which the articles are forthcoming or not yet 
published, you should be able to find them via web links listed on the syllabus or by searching for the title 
of the article in google scholar. 
 
 
Grading and Evaluation: 
 
Class participation: formal presentations        7%  

Class participation: general weekly discussion & response questions to weekly readings  20% 

2 article peer reviews          10% 

Paper draft and design          13% 

Final research paper          50% 
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Finally, I want to note that plagiarism is unacceptable and can result in serious penalties.  If you are 
unsure what constitutes plagiarism, please consult the USC student affairs web site that details plagiarism: 
http://www.usc.edu/student-affairs/student-conduct/ug_plag.htm.  Please feel free to ask me as well if you 
have any questions or concerns.  Copying text directly from any source without quotations is one form of 
plagiarism, as is writing similarly-phrased words and sentences without attribution.  Again, please consult 
the above link for a very detailed description of the types of plagiarism (all of which are unacceptable). 

How to Reach Me: My office hours are listed at the top of the syllabus.  If you cannot make office hours, 
I am happy to schedule an appointment with you as teaching and training graduate students is one of the 
key missions of the university and the POIR program.  The best way to contact me is by email, which is 
cgrose@dornsife.usc.edu.   
 
 

1/10 Week 1. Introduction to course 

-Assignment for the next class period: pick one article published (or online first) in the American 
Political Science Review, American Journal of Political Science, or Journal of Politics since 
2013.  The article should be focused on American politics.  Please write a response paper of one 
page or less that clearly details the (1) research question; (2) the argument/theory; (3) the 
method/research design; and (4) the findings.  In addition, based on reading the article, please 
develop at least one research question you could answer in your own research paper spurred from 
reading the article.  Finally, be prepared to briefly discuss the article in class. 

 

1/17   A Science of American Politics? 

Bueno de Mesquita and S.M. Amadae, “The Rochester School.” Annual Review of Political Science. 
http://www.annualreviews.org/doi/abs/10.1146/annurev.polisci.2.1.269 
 
Jonathan Cohn, New Republic article on rational choice and associated controversies.  
http://www.newrepublic.com/article/politics/78956/political-science-irrational-exuberance 
 
Riker and Ordeshook, 1968. “A Theory of the Calculus of Voting.” American Political Science Review. 
 
Alan S. Gerber, Donald P. Green, and Christopher W. Larimer. 2008. Social Pressure and Voter Turnout: 
Evidence from a Large-Scale Field Experiment. American Political Science Review 102  
(February): 33-48.  

 

1/24 Rational and behavioral approaches to policy-making in political institutions I 

ARTICLE “REVIEW” THIS WEEK.  Please write one page where you recommend whether you 
would accept, reject, or invite this article for revise and resubmit and justify your argument by 
praising or critiquing the theory and/or methods of the article. 

David Broockman, 2013 “Black Politicians Are More Intrinsically Motivated to Advance Blacks’ 
Interests” American Journal of Political Science. 
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/ajps.12018/abstract 

http://www.usc.edu/student-affairs/student-conduct/ug_plag.htm
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Matthew S. Mendez. 2015. “Who Represents the Interests of Undocumented Immigrants? A Study of 
State Legislators.” https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2592754 
 
Terry M. Moe and William G. Howell. 1999. “Unilateral Action and Presidential Power: A Theory.” 
Presidential Studies Quarterly 850-872. 
 
Jeffery A. Jenkins and Michael C. Munger. 2003. “Investigating the Incidence of Killer Amendments in 
Congress.” Journal of Politics 65:498-517. 
 
 

1/31 Rational and behavioral approaches to policy-making in political institutions II 

Abby Wood and Christian Grose. 2017. “Campaign Finance Transparency Affects Legislators’ Election 
Outcomes and Behavior.”  
 
Keith Krehbiel, selection of Pivotal Politics. 
 
Cox and McCubbins, selections of Setting the Agenda. 
 
 

2/7 Inequality and American politics I 

Fox, Richard L., and Jennifer L. Lawless. 2004. “Entering the Arena? Gender and the Decision to Run for 
Office.” American Journal of Political Science. 
 
Jessica Preece, Quin Monson, and Chris Karpowitz. “How to Elect More Women” American Journal of 
Political Science. http://gcel.byu.edu/Content/Publications/AJPS-Manuscript-Elect-Women.pdf 

Gonzalez Juenke, Eric and Robert Preuhs, 2012. “Irreplaceable Legislators? Rethinking Minority 
Representation in the New Century.” American Journal of Political Science. 

Eric McDaniel. 2017. “The Wages of Whiteness? The Role of Racial Animus and Economic Insecurity 
Explain Working Class White Support for Trump.” JREP Politics of Color. http://politicsofcolor.com/the-
wages-of-whiteness-the-role-of-racial-animus-and-economic-insecurity-in-explain-working-class-whites-
support-for-trump/ 

 

2/14 Inequality and American politics II 

Martin Gilens, Affluence and Influence: Economic Inequality and Political Power in America. Princeton: 
Princeton University Press. 

Jordan Peterson, “The Outer Limits of Bureaucratic Neutrality.” 
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2/21   Presentation in class outlining research paper.  3-5 page research design presentations due 
in class along with empirical analysis plan and timeline.  

 

2/28    Individual meetings scheduled this week to discuss your proposed research papers 

 

 

3/7 Causality in Research on American Politics 

ARTICLE REVIEW THIS WEEK 

Avadit Acharya, Maya Sen, Matthew Blackwell. 2017. “The Political Legacy of Slavery.” Journal of 
Politics. http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1086/686631 
 
Erikson, Robert S., and Laura Stoker. 2011. “Caught in the Draft: The Effects of Vietnam Draft Lottery 
Status on Political Attitudes.” American Political Science Review 105(2): 221-37.  
 
Gwyneth McClendon. 2014. “Social Esteem and Participation in Contentious Politics: A Field 
Experiment at an LGBT Pride Rally.” American Journal of Political Science 58(2): 279-290.  
 
Sarah Anderson, Daniel Butler, and Laurel Harbridge. “Legislative Holdouts.” 
http://www.ipr.northwestern.edu/publications/docs/workingpapers/2014/IPR-WP-14-21.pdf 
 

3/14  Spring recess – No class 

 

3/21  Qualitative and ethnography in American politics 

Walsh, Katherine Cramer. 2012. “Putting Inequality in Its Place: Rural Consciousness and the Power of 
Perspective.” American Political Science Review 106:3:517-32. 

David Mayhew, 1974. Congress: The Electoral Connection. New Haven: Yale University Press, Part I. 

David Mayhew, Jon Bond, John Aldrich, Alan Abramowitz, Patricia Hurley, Lawrence Dodd, 2001. 
“Observations on Congress: The Electoral Connection a Quarter Century After Writing It.” PS: Political 
Science and Politics 34:251-66.  Note: These are individual short essays of 1-3 pages by multiple 
scholars. Please read all of them from Mayhew’s “Observations on Congress” through “Concluding 
Observations” (p. 251 through p. 266 in PS, 2001). 

 

 

 

http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1086/686631
http://www.ipr.northwestern.edu/publications/docs/workingpapers/2014/IPR-WP-14-21.pdf
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4/4 DUE IN CLASS: SHORT 2-4 PAGE WRITE UP OF MAIN EMPIRICAL RESULTS IN 
YOUR PAPER INCLUDING RESULTS/TABLES 

EMPIRICAL ANALYSES OF STUDENT FINAL PAPER MUST BE COMPLETE AND WILL 
BE PRESENTED AND WORKSHOPPED IN CLASS 

 

 

 

4/11 Returning to theory: EITM and spatial model applications 

Stokes, Donald E. 1963. “Spatial Models of Party Competition.” American Political Science Review 57: 
368–77.  

Timothy Groseclose, “A Model of Candidate Location When One Candidate Has a Valence Advantage.” 
American Journal of Political Science 

Stone, Walter and Simas, Elizabeth. 2010. “Candidate Valence and Ideological Positions in U.S. House 
Elections.”  American Journal of Political Science 54:371-388. 

Poole and Rosenthal or Lo, Poole, Rosenthal. 

 

4/18 Theory and American politics 

ROUGH DRAFT OF FINAL RESEARCH DESIGN DUE – EVEN IF VERY ROUGH 

Karpowitz, Mendelberg, and Shaker.  2012. “Gender Inequality in Deliberative Participation.” American 
Political Science Review 106:533-47. 

Hawkesworth, Mary. 2003. “Congressional Enactments of Race-Gender: Toward a Theory of Raced-
Gendered Institutions.” American Political Science Review 97:529-550. 

Elinor Ostrom, 1998. “A Behavioral Approach to the Rational Choice Theory of Collective Action.” 
American Political Science Review. 

4/25 Presentations on final papers 

 

May 2 FINAL PAPERS DUE BY 5pm.   

Please send PDF copies by email or place hard copies in my mailbox. 
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Recommended readings:  I have purposely kept the reading list short to encourage extensive discussion, 
and I will likely update and change some readings on the syllabus once I learn more about your research 
interests.   

I will provide a very long list of recommended readings that are not required but that may be of use for 
you qualifying exam or more specific interests once the semester begins. 


