political psvchology

PSCI 7018.004 JENNIFER WOLAK
SPRING 2014 131C KETCHUM
MONDAY wolakj@colorado.edu
3:30-6:05 PM OFFICE HOURS: Mondays, 1-3 p.m.

In this class, we will consider how people think and feel about politics, investigating the psychological
underpinnings of the political behavior of citizens. We will start with an overview of the field of political
psychology and some of the ways that questions in this field are answered. Next, we will study the psychological
roots of political behavior, and the contributions of influences such as socialization, personality, and genes to
how citizens and political leaders make decisions. From there, we will consider the mechanisms of how people
construct political beliefs and determine political choices, investigating topics such as emotion, cognition,
partisan bias, and persuasion. Finally, we will study political psychology of groups, considering the reasons why
people dislike other groups, the psychological roots of political conflict, and the routes to cooperation and
compromise.

reading assignments

Course readings will be drawn from several texts as well as journal articles. Book chapters will be accessible via
the course website.

- Hibbing, John R., Kevin B. Smith, and John R. Alford. 2014. Predisposed: Liberals, Conservatives, and the
Biology of Political Differences. New York: Routledge.

- Huddy, Leonie, David O. Sears, and Jack S. Levy. 2013. The Oxford Handbook of Political Psychology. 2™
edition. New York: Oxford University Press.

- Lodge, Milton, and Charles S. Taber. 2013. The Rationalizing Voter. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

- Marcus, George E., W. Russell Neuman, and Michael B. MacKuen. 2000. Affective Intelligence and Political
Judgment. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

requirements
PARTICIPATION (25% of your final grade)

One important prerequisite of participation is class attendance. Class attendance is vital and required.

It is essential to read all of the assigned readings and think carefully about what you have read in advance of
the class session. Frantically skimming the articles in the minutes before class begins will limit the quality of
our class discussion and impede your ability to learn anything useful. Your education and our class
discussion of the readings will both benefit from your careful reading of the articles as well as the time you
spend in advance of class reflecting on what you have read and learned.

You will also be expected to actively participate in class discussions in a thoughtful way.



LEADERSHIP OF CLASS DISCUSSION (15% of your final grade)

For three weeks during the semester, you will be responsible for leading class discussion. Your goal is to
ensure that the class engages in thoughtful reflection about what we can learn from that week’s readings.
How you do this is up to you and your fellow discussion leader. You could spend time discussing the articles
individually, engaging the themes that cross different articles, connecting that week’s topic to prior readings,
or discussing ways to extend and elaborate on the week’s readings. Your grade will reflect the quality of your
preparation, as well as the quantity and quality of class discussion you generate.

You will be graded on your class participation and discussion leadership, which will count toward 40% of your
final grade. You can choose which assignments will compose the remainder of your grade from the following
options:

AN EXTRA WEEK OF DISCUSSION LEADERSHIP (each worth 5% of final grade, if selected)
RESPONSE PAPERS (each is worth 5% of your final grade, if selected)

In these response papers, you will use the week’s readings as inspiration for a possible future research
project. In your memo, develop a plan for how you could empirically extend ideas raised in that week’s
readings. Your proposal might extend ideas raised in the studies, or you might propose an interesting
question that the authors do not consider. Describe your research question, why it is important and
how it would contribute to the literature, the central hypotheses you would want to test, and how you
would test your hypotheses. These papers should be single-spaced and two to three pages in length.
Turn them in at the beginning of class on the day we discuss that topic.

BOOK REVIEW AND CRITIQUE (each is worth 10% of your final grade, if selected)

If there is a book on political psychology that you are interested in that is not on this syllabus, you can
choose to read it and write up a book report. When we cover the most closely related topic in class,
you will present a short summary of the book to the class and engage some of the strengths and
weaknesses of the text. You should also turn in a book review essay (two to four pages) on the same
matters, as a hard copy and as an electronic copy for distribution to the rest of the class via the course
website.

LITERATURE REVIEW (each is worth 20% of your final grade, if selected)

Another option is to write an essay that assesses the current literature on a topic of your choosing (given
instructor approval). This essay should be five to eight single spaced pages in length and is due the last
week of the semester. The central goal of the paper will be to assess and summarize the research about
a particular topic — to identify the central question or questions, highlight the most important literature
related to the topic, and provide commentary about the strengths and weaknesses of the current
research in the area. More details will be outlined on a separate handout.

RESEARCH PAPER (worth 50% of your final grade, if selected)

You can also choose to develop a research paper that tests an interesting question about political
psychology. This paper should follow the format of the kinds of academic papers read in class —
including development of a research question, a review of relevant literature, theory, tests of these
explanations, and interpretation of what you find. Expectations for the research paper are outlined in a
separate handout.



Dzl is vour iriend

This syllabus, assignments, and other exciting material can be accessed on the class website on
learn.colorado.edu.

special accommodations

If you qualify for accommodations because of a disability, please submit to me a letter from Disability Services in
a timely manner so that your needs may be addressed. You can contact the Disability Services office for more
information at www.colorado.edu/disabilityservices.

some important comments on academic integrity

Plagiarism and other academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. If you are not familiar with the rules of citing

sources in written work or what constitutes plagiarism, you should contact me or refer to the University Honor
Code at www.colorado.edu/academics/honorcode. Academic dishonesty will result in an F in the course and

referral to the Honor Court for additional non-academic sanctions.

All papers are expected to be original work, not previously or simultaneously handed in for credit in another
course (unless prior approval of all instructors involved is obtained).



political psvchology

COURSE SCHEDULE

1. about political psvchology

Monday, January 13

Introduction to the course and the study of political psychology

if you need background on the study of political behavior: Kinder, Donald R. 2004. “Pale
Democracy: Opinion and Action in Postwar America.” In Edward D. Mansfield and Richard Sisson, eds., The
Evolution of Political Knowledge. Columbus, OH: Ohio State University Press.

Rahn, Wendy M., John L. Sullivan, and Thomas J. Rudolph. 2002. “Political Psychology and Political
Science.” In James H. Kuklinski, ed., Thinking about Political Psychology. New York: Cambridge University
Press.

Huddy, Leonie, David O. Sears, and Jack S. Levy. 2013. The Oxford Handbook of Political Psychology. 2™
edition. New York: Oxford University Press. Chapter 1.

if you have time: Monroe, Kristen Renwick, William Chiu, Adam Martin and Bridgette Portman. 2009.
“What Is Political Psychology?” Perspectives on Politics 7:859-882.

2, political socialization

Monday, January 27

Parental socialization, how we develop our political orientations

Sears, David O., and Christia Brown. 2013. “Childhood and Adult Political Development.” In Leonie
Huddy, David O. Sears, and Jack S. Levy, eds., The Oxford Handbook of Political Psychology. 2™ edition.
New York: Oxford University Press.

Jennings, M. Kent. 1987. “Residues of a Movement: The Aging of the American Protest Generation.”
American Political Science Review 81:367-382.

Plutzer, Eric. 2002. “Becoming a Habitual Voter: Inertia, Resources and Growth in Young Adulthood.”
American Political Science Review 96:41-57.

Fitzgerald, Jennifer, and K. Amber Curtis. 2012. “Partisan Discord in the Family and Political Engagement: A
Comparative Behavioral Analysis.” Journal of Politics 74:129-141.

and one (or more) of the following:
= 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: 221-237.

= Stoker, Laura, and M. Kent Jennings. 2008. “Of Time and the Development of Partisan Polarization.”
American Journal of Political Science 52:619-635.

= White, Stephen, Neil Nevitte, André Blais, Elisabeth Gidengil, and Patrick Fournier. 2008. “The
Political Resocialization of Immigrants: Resistance or Lifelong Learning?” Political Research Quarterly 61:
268-281.



3. biological roots oi behavior

Monday, February 3

Genetics and the roots of political behavior, physiological response

Funk, Carolyn L. 2013. “Genetic Foundations of Political Behavior.” In Leonie Huddy, David O. Sears, and
Jack S. Levy, eds., The Oxford Handbook of Political Psychology. 2™ edition. New York: Oxford University
Press.

Alford, John R., Carolyn L. Funk, and John R. Hibbing. 2005. “Are Political Orientations Genetically
Transmitted?” American Political Science Review 99:153-167.

Hibbing, John R., Kevin B. Smith, and John R. Alford. 2014. Predisposed: Liberals, Conservatives, and the
Biology of Political Differences. New York: Routledge.

4. personality

Monday, February 10

Political personality, the Big Five, authoritarianism

Caprara, Gian Vittorio, and Michele Vecchione. 2013. “Personality Approaches to Political Behavior.” In
Leonie Huddy, David O. Sears, and Jack S. Levy, eds., The Oxford Handbook of Political Psychology. 2™
edition. New York: Oxford University Press.

Gerber, Alan S., Gregory A. Huber, David Doherty, Conor M. Dowling, and Shang E. Ha. 2010. “Personality
and Political Attitudes: Relationships across Issue Domains and Political Contexts.” American Political Science
Review 104:111-133.

Mondak, Jeffery J., Matthew V. Hibbing, Damarys Canache, and Mitchell A. Seligson. 2010. “Personality
and Civic Engagement: An Integrative Framework for the Study of Trait Effects on Political Behavior.”
American Political Science Review 104:85-110.

Stenner, Karen. 2007. The Authoritarian Dynamic. New York: Cambridge University Press. Chapter 2.

Hetherington, Marc J., and Jonathan D. Weiler. 2009. Authoritarianism and Polarization in American
Politics. New York: Cambridge University Press. Chapter 6.

5. rationalitv and altruism

Monday, February 17

Assumptions of citizen rationality, self-interest, altruism

focus on pages 96-109: Chong, Dennis. 2013. “Rational Choice Theory and Political Psychology.” In Leonie
Huddy, David O. Sears, and Jack S. Levy, eds., The Oxford Handbook of Political Psychology. 2™ edition.
New York: Oxford University Press.

Sears, David O., Richard R. Lau, Tom R. Tyler, and Harris M. Allen. 1980. “Self-Interest vs. Symbolic
Politics in Policy Attitudes and Voting.” American Political Science Review 74:670-684.

Simon, Herbert. 1985. “Human Nature in Politics: The Dialogue of Psychology with Political Science.”
American Political Science Review 79: 293-304.

Chong, Dennis. 2000. Rational Lives: Norms and Values in Politics and Society. Chicago: The University of
Chicago Press. Introduction, Chapters 1-2.

Fowler, James H., and Cindy D. Kam. 2007. “Beyond the Self: Social Identity, Altruism, and Political
Participation.” The Journal of Politics 69:813-827.



6. emotion

Monday, February 24

Emotions, affect

Brader, Ted, and George E. Marcus. 2013. “Emotion and Political Psychology.” In Leonie Huddy, David O.
Sears, and Jack S. Levy, eds., The Oxford Handbook of Political Psychology. 2™ edition. New York: Oxford
University Press.

Marcus, George E., W. Russell Neuman, and Michael B. MacKuen. 2000. Affective Intelligence and Political
Judgment. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

MacKuen, Michael, Jennifer Wolak, Luke Keele, and George Marcus. 2010. “Civic Engagements: Resolute
Partisanship or Reflective Deliberation.” American Journal of Political Science 54: 440-458.

7. memorv structures and organization

Monday, March 3

Memory, associative networks, ideology, core values, the structure of beliefs

McGraw, Kathleen M. 2000. “Contributions of the Cognitive Approach to Political Psychology.” Political
Psychology 21: 805-832.

Steenbergen, Marco R., and Milton Lodge. 2003. “Process Matters: Cognitive Models of Candidate
Evaluation.” In Michael B. MacKuen and George Rabinowitz, eds., Electoral Democracy. Ann Arbor, Ml:
University of Michigan Press.

read carefully if you've never read it before, skim otherwise: Converse, Philip E. 1964. “The Nature of Belief
Systems in Mass Publics.” In David Apter, ed. Ideology and Discontent. New York: The Free Press.

read or skim: Feldman, Stanley. 2013. “Political I[deology.” In Leonie Huddy, David O. Sears, and Jack S.
Levy, eds., The Oxford Handbook of Political Psychology. 2™ edition. New York: Oxford University Press.

Feldman, Stanley. 1988. “Structure and Consistency in Public Opinion: The Role of Core Beliefs and
Values.” American Journal of Political Science 32: 416-440.

Hurwitz, Jon, and Mark Peffley. 1987. “How Are Foreign Policy Attitudes Structured? A Hierarchical
Model.” American Political Science Review 81:1099-1120.

S. information processing

Monday, March 10

Information processing, impression formation, the role of information in evaluation

Lau, Richard R., and David P. Redlawsk. 2006. How Voters Decide: Information Processing during Election
Campaigns. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. Chapters 1, 2, 5, 8.

if you have time: Chong, Dennis. 1993. “How People Think Reason and Feel about Rights and Liberties.”
American Journal of Political Science 37(3): 867-899.

Zaller, John R., and Stanley Feldman. 1992. “A Simple Theory of the Survey Response: Answering
Questions Versus Revealing Preferences.” American Journal of Political Science 36:579-616.

Lodge, Milton, Marco R. Steenbergen, and Shawn Brau. 1995. “The Responsive Voter: Campaign
Information and the Dynamics of Candidate Evaluation.” American Political Science Review 89:309-326.

Gilens, Martin. 2001. “Political Ignorance and Collective Policy Preferences.” American Political Science
Review 95:379-396.



9. inference and heuristics

Monday, March 17
Inference, heuristics, short cuts, civic competence

- Conover, Pamela Johnston, and Stanley Feldman. 1989. “Candidate Perception in an Ambiguous World:
Campaigns, Cues, and Inference Processes.” American Journal of Political Science 33:912-940.

- Huddy, Leonie, and Nayda Terkildsen. 1993. “Gender Stereotypes and the Perception of Male and Female
Candidates.” American Journal of Political Science 37: 119-47.

- Kahneman, Daniel, and Amos Tversky. 1984. “Choices, Values, and Frames.” American Psychologist
39:341-350.

- choose one (or more) of the following:

= Popkin, Samuel L. 1994. The Reasoning Voter: Communication and Persuasion in Presidential
Campaigns. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. Chapters 3-4.

= Lau, Richard R., and David P. Redlawsk. 1997. “Voting Correctly.” American Political Science Review
91:585-598.

= Lupia, Arthur. 1994. “Shortcuts Versus Encyclopedias: Information and Voting Behavior in California
Insurance Reform Elections.” American Political Science Review 88:63-76.

= Boudreau, Cheryl. 2009. “Closing the Gap: When Do Cues Eliminate Differences between Sophisticated
and Unsophisticated Citizens?” The Journal of Politics 71:964-976.

- oh, and if you still have time: Kuklinski, James H., and Paul J. Quirk. 2000. “Reconsidering the Rational
Public: Cognition, Heuristics, and Mass Opinion.” In Arthur Lupia, Mathew D. McCubbins, and Samuel L.
Popkin, eds., Elements of Reason: Cognition, Choice, and the Bounds of Rationality. New York: Cambridge
University Press.

spring break

Monday, March 24

10. motivation and bias

Monday, March 31
Automatic processing, motivated reasoning, bias in decision-making

- Lodge, Milton, and Charles S. Taber. 2013. The Rationalizing Voter. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

11. persuasion and attitude change

Monday, April 7
Political persuasion, attitude change

- Sears, David O., and Richard E. Whitney. 1973. “Political Persuasion.” In Ithiel de Sola Pool, Wilbur
Schramm, Frederick W. Frey, Nathan Maccoby, and Edwin B. Parker, eds., Handbook of Communication.
Chicago: Rand McNally. Pages 253-263.

- Zaller, John. 1992. The Nature and Origins of Mass Opinion. New York: Cambridge University Press.
Chapters 8-9.



- Basinger, Scott J., and Howard Lavine. 2005. “Ambivalence, Information, and Electoral Choice.” American
Political Science Review 99:169-184.

- Chong, Dennis, and James N. Druckman. “Framing Public Opinion in Competitive Democracies.” American
Political Science Review 101(4): 637-655.

- Bullock, John G. 2011. “Elite Influence on Public Opinion in an Informed Electorate.” American Political
Science Review 105:496-515.

12, group identity

Monday, April 14
Social identities, in-group/out-group sentiments, nationalism, patriotism

- Huddy, Leonie. 2013. “From Group Identity to Political Cohesion and Commitment.” In Leonie Huddy,
David O. Sears, and Jack S. Levy, eds., The Oxford Handbook of Political Psychology. 2" edition. New York:
Oxford University Press.

- Tajfel, Henri, and John C. Turner. 1986. “The Social Identity Theory of Intergroup Behavior.” In Stephen
Worchel and William G. Austin, eds. Psychology of Intergroup Relations. Monterery, CA: Brooks/Cole.

- Kramer, Roderick M., and Marilynn B. Brewer. 1984. “Effects of Group Identity on Resource Use in a
Simulated Commons Dilemma.” Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 46(5):1044-1057.

- De Figueredo, Rui J.P., and Zachary Elkins. 2003. “Are Patriots Bigots? An Inquiry into the Vices of In-group
Pride.” American Journal of Political Science 47:171-188.

- Huddy, Leonie, and Nadia Khatib. 2007. “American Patriotism, National Identity, and Political
Involvement.” American Journal of Political Science 51:63-77.

- Theiss-Morse, Elizabeth. 2009. Who Counts as an American? The Boundaries of National Identity.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. Chapter 4.

13. prejudice and group conilict

Monday, April 21
Understanding the roots of prejudice and group conflict, the consequences of ethnocentrism

- Kinder, Donald R. 2013. “Prejudice and Politics.” In Leonie Huddy, David O. Sears, and Jack S. Levy, eds.,
The Oxford Handbook of Political Psychology. 2™ edition. New York: Oxford University Press.

- Devine, Patricia G. 1989. “Stereotypes and Prejudice: Their Automatic and Controlled Components.”
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 56:5-18.

- Kinder, Donald R., and David O. Sears. 1981. “Prejudice and Politics: Symbolic Racism versus Racial
Threats to the Good Life.” Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 40:414-431.

- Winter, Nicholas J. G. 2006. “Beyond Welfare: Framing and the Racialization of White Opinion on Social
Security.” American Journal of Political Science 50:400-420.

- Kam, Cindy D., and Donald R. Kinder. 2007. “Terror and Ethnocentrism: Foundations of American Support
for the War on Terrorism.” Journal of Politics 69:320-338.



14. social forces and cooperation

Monday, April 28
Social and evolutionary roots of cooperation, routes to cooperative outcomes

- Dawes, Christopher T., James H. Fowler, Tim Johnson, Richard McElrath, and Oleg Smirnov. 2007.
“Egalitarian Motives in Humans.” Nature 446: 794-796.

- Hibbing, John R. and John R. Alford. 2004. “Accepting Authoritative Decisions: Humans as Wary
Cooperators.” American Journal of Political Science 48: 62-76.

- 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 102:33-48.

- Mutz, Diana C. 1998. Impersonal Influence: How Perceptions of Mass Collectives Affect Political Attitudes.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. Skim chapter 1, read chapters 7 and 8.

- Tyler, Tom R. 2008. “The Psychology of Cooperation.” In Brandon A. Sullivan, Mark Snyder, and John L.
Sullivan, eds., Cooperation: The Political Psychology of Effective Human Interaction. Malden, MA: Blackwell
Publishing.



