Political Science 717
Readingsin Legidative Politics and Policy-Making

Autumn, 2001 Mr. Weisberg
MW 1:30-3:30 2022 Derby Hall

Political Science 717 is a proseminar on legidative behavior, with emphasis on the contemporary American
Congress. Topics range from congressiona el ections, legidative procedures, and the committee system to
legidative decision-making, representation, and legidative-executive relations. The readings start with
classicsin the field that present the basic concepts in the area and/or demonstrate the most important data
analysis approaches in legidative studies. We will aso read articles at the research frontier, descriptions of
recent congressional changes, materials on legidative research methods, pieces reflecting the new
ingtitutional perspective on Congress, and some attempts at theory devel opment.

Texts (paperbacks):

Cox & McCubhbins, Legidlative Leviathan

Dodd & Oppenheimer, Congress Reconsidered, 7th ed.
Jacobson, Politics of Congressional Elections, 5th ed.
Mayhew, Congress: The Electoral Connection

Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campali, Classics in Legislative Politics

Davidson & Oleszek's Congress and Its Members is recommended for students without prior
coursework on Congress. Oleszek's Congressional Procedures and Policy is a definitive statement of
congressiond rules.

Assignments:
1. Readings (5% of course grade): Readings marked with asterisks are required. Some other readings
may be split between graduate students. (There has been an explosion of articles on Congressin recent
years, many of which are listed below for your reference.)
2. Classdiscussion (10%): Thiswill be adiscussion course. Full participation is expected, while
alowing others to participate as well. The quality of discusson improves as more students do more of the
readings.
3. Weekly written questions (10%): Each week each participant will submit one written question
that asks about some central theoretical or methodological concern in that week’s readings. The questions
aredue at 11 am. Part of the week’ s discussion will be build around the questions. If you cannot think of
aquestion, instead submit a one-page paper discussing the central concept for the reading. Due dates are
listed on the syllabus for 4 questions; if you miss one, submit a question on November 14.
4.  Special reports (5%): Each student will give a 10-minute report on one book listed for specific
sessions. Please do not choose a book that you have already read for another course. A written report
should summarize the reading, including the methods, results, shortcomings, and importance.
5. Elections (5%): An assignment on congressiona elections will be due Sept. 28.
6. Committees (5%): An assgnment to obtain information about a legidative committee will be due
the end of the fourth week of the term (Oct. 10).
7. Term paper (30%): The term paper should be a critique of the literature on alegidative topic,
including an informal research design showing how you would extend that work. Alternatively, the term
paper can be alibrary research paper, or a computer data analysis project. Due Mon. Nov. 26.
8.  Final exam (30%): Essay exam; details to be announced.

Notices:
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1.  Noincompleteswill be giveninthisclass.

2. Students with disabilities that have been certified by the Office for Disabilities Services will be
appropriately accommodated, and should inform the instructor as soon as possible of their needs.

3. All of thework you do in this course is expected to be your own. Absolutely no chesating or
plagiarism (using someone else's words or ideas without proper citation) will be tolerated. Any cases of
cheating or plagiarism will be reported to the university committee on academic misconduct and handled
according to university policy.
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Class Schedule

PART I. An Overview of Congress
Wed. Sept. 19: Introduction

Mon. Sept. 24: Congressiona Development (submit a Question Sept. 24 or 26 or Oct. 1)

*Weisherg, Hebearlig, & Campali, Classics, chap. 2

*Polsby, Nelson. 1968. The Indtitutionalization of the U.S. House of Representatives. APSR (in Classics)

*Dodd, Lawrence. Congress and the Quest for Power, in Lawrence Dodd & Bruce Oppenheimer, eds,, Congress
Reconsidered (1977) (in Classics)

PART Il. CongressasaMembership Body

Wed. Sept. 26: Legidative Goas & Careers
*Mayhew, David. Congress: The Electoral Connection
*Rohde, David. 1979. Risk-Bearing and Progressive Ambition. AJPS (Feb.) (in Classics)

Mon. Oct. 1 & Wed. Oct. 3: Legidative Elections (Questions due Oct. 1, 3, or 8)

*Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campali, Classics, chap. 8

*Mayhew, David. 1974. Congressiond Elections: The Case of the Vanishing Marginas. Polity (in Classics)
*Hibbing & Smith, "What the American Public Wants Congressto Be," in Dodd & Oppenhemer, chap. 3

* Jacobson & Kerndll, excerpt from Strategy and Choice in Congressional Electionsin Classics (chap. 11)
*Erikson & Wright, "Voters, Candidates, and Issuesin Congressiona Elections” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 4
*Herrnson, "The Money Maze: Financing Congressiond Elections" in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 5

*Cooperman & Oppenheimer, "The Gender Gap in the House of Representatives,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 6
*Fioring, "Keystone Reconddered,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 7

*Jacobson, Gary. Politics of Congressional Elections

PART Ill. Congressasan Institution

Mon. Oct. 8: Legidative Norms and Adaptation

*Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campali, Classics, chep. 12

*Matthews, Donald. U.S. Senators and their World, chapter 5 (in Classics)
* Asher, Herbert. 1973. The Learning of Legidative Norms. APSR (in Classics)
*Sindair, "The New World of U.S. Senators" in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 1

Wed. Oct. 10: No class (may be moved up or back one day)

Mon. Oct. 15: Legidative Procedures
*Sindair, excerpt from Unorthodox Lawmaking in Classics (chap. 15)

Wed. Oct. 17: Congtituency (Questions due Oct. 17 or 22 or 24)

*Weisberg, Heberlig, & Campali, Classics, chap. 5
*Fenno. 1977. U.S. House Membersin Their Condituencies. An Exploration. APSR (in Classics)

Mon. Oct. 22: Representation
*Miller & Stokes, 1963, Condtituency Influencein Congress. APSR (in Classics)

Wed. Oct. 24 & Wed. Oct. 31: Legidative Committees
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*Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campali, Classics, chap. 16

*Canon & Stewart, "The Evolution of the Committee System in Congress,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chep. 8
*Groseclose & King, "Committee Theories Reconsidered,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 9

*Evans, "Committees, Leaders, and Message Politics,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 10

*Fenno, Richard. 1962. The Appropriations Committee asa Political System. APSR (in Classics)
*Hinckley, Barbara. 1995. Palicy Content, Committee Membership, and Behavior. AJPS (in Classics)

Mon. Nov. 5 & Wed. Nov. 7: Decison-Making Models (Questions due Nov. 5, 7, or 12)
Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campoali, Classics, chap. 24

*Kingdon, John. Models of Legidative Voting JOP (in Classics)

*Weisherg, Herbert. 1978. Evauating Theories of Congressond Roll Cdl Voting AJPS (Aug.)

*Arnold, excerpt from The Logic of Congressional Action in Classics

Mon. Nov. 12: Veterans Day (No Class)

Wed. Nov. 14, Mon. Nov. 19, & Wed. Nov. 21: Legidative Leadership, Parties, & Codlitions

*Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campali, Classics, chep. 20

*Stewart, John. 1971. "Two Strategies of Leadership: Johnson and Mandield," in Congressional Behavior, ed.
Nelson Polsby. New Y ork: Random House (in Classics)

*Rohde, excerpt from Parties and Leadersin the Postreform House in Classics

*Dodd & Oppenheimer, "A House Divided: The Struggle for Partisan Contral," in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 2

*Smith & Gamm, "The Dynamics of Party Government in Congress” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 11

*Aldrich & Rohde, "The Logic of Conditiona Party Government: Revisiting the Electoral Connection,” in Dodd &
Oppenheimer, chap. 12

*Cox & McCubbins, Legislative Leviathan

*Cooper, Joseph & David Brady. 1981. Indtitutiona Context and Leadership Style: The House from Cannon to
Rayburn. APSR, 75:411-425 (in Classics)

Mon. Nov. 19 and Wed. Nov. 21: Informa Groups

Mon. Nov. 19 and Wed. Nov. 21: Legidative Staff

PART IV. Congressin the Political System

Mon. Nov. 26: Legidative-Executive Interrelations (no more Questions)

*Binder, "Congress, the Executive, and the Production of Public Policy: United We Govern?' in Dodd & Oppenheimer,
chap. 13

*Dedtler, "Congress and Foreign Policy a Century's End: Requiem on Cooperation?' in Dodd & Oppenhemer, chap.
14

*Asher & Weisherg. 1978. Voting Changein Congress. AJPS (in Classics)

Mon. Nov. 26: Interest Groups

Mon. Nov. 26: Mediaand Congress

Mon. Nov. 26: Congress and the Courts

PART V. The Study of Congress

Wed. Nov. 28: Congressiond Change

*Cooper, "The Twentieth-Century Congress," in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 15

*Dodd & Oppenheimer, "Congress and the Emerging Order: Assessing the 2000 Elections” in Dodd & Oppenheimer,
chap. 16

*Dodd, "Re-Envisioning Congress. Theoretical Perspectives on Congressiond Change,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap.
17

Wed. Nov. 28: The Legidative Research Frontier
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*Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campali, "The Study of Congress. Methodologies and the Pursuit of Theory," in Classics,

chap. 1
Class Schedule, Bibliography, and Supplementary Reedings

PART I. An Overview of Congress
Wed. Sept. 19: Introduction

Mon. Sept. 24: Congressional Development (submit a Question Sept. 24 or 26 or Oct. 1)

*Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campali, Classics, chap. 2

*Polsby, Nelson. 1968. The Indtitutionalization of the U.S. House of Representatives. APSR (in Classics)

*Dodd, Lawrence. Congress and the Quest for Power, in Lawrence Dodd & Bruce Oppenheimer, eds,, Congress
Reconsidered (1977) (in Classics)

Huntington, Samuel. "Congressiona Response to the Twentieth Century,” in David Truman, The Congress and
America's Future, 2nd ed.

Kerndl, Samue. 1977. Toward Understanding 19th Century Congressiond Careers. AJPS

Binder, Sarah. 1995. Partisanship and Procedura Choice: Ingtitutional Change in the Early Congress, 1789-1823. JOP,
57:1093-1118 (Nov.)

Rosenthd, Alan. 1996. State L egidative Development. LSQ, 21:169-98 (May)

Crook & Hibbing. 1997. A Not-so-Digtant Mirror: The 17th Amendment and Congressiona Change. APSR 91:845-53
(Dec)

Squire, Peverill. 1997. Another Look at Legidative Professiondization and Divided Government in the States. LSQ,
22:417-32 (Aug.)

Kerndl & McDonad. 1999. Congress and American's Political Development: The Transformation of the Post Office
from Patronage to Service. AJPS, 43:792-811

Fiorina, Morris. 1999. Further Evidence of the Partisan Consequences of Legidative Professondism. AJPS, 43:.974-77
(Quly)

King, James. 2000. Changesin Professondism in U.S. State Legidatures. LSQ, 25:327-43 (May)

Schickler, Eric. 2000. Indtitutional Change in the House of Representatives, 1867-1998: A Test of Partisan and
Ideologica Power Balance Modds APSR, 94:269-88 (June)

Berry, Berkman, & Schniderman. 2000. Legidative Professondism and Incumbent Redlection: The Development of
Ingtitutional Boundaries. APSR, 94:869-74 (Dec.)

PART Il. Congress asaMembership Body

Wed. Sept. 26: Legidative Goas & Careers

*Mayhew, David. Congress: The Electoral Connection

*Rohde, David. 1979. Risk-Bearing and Progressive Ambition. AJPS (Feb.) (in Classics)

Goodman, Gross, Boyd, & Weisherg. 1986. Condtituency Service asaLegidaive God. Polity (Summer)

Hibbing, John. 1991. Contours of the Modern Congressiond Career. APSR (June)

Herrick, Rebekah & Michael Moore. 1993. Political Ambition's Effect on Legidative Behavior. JOP, 55:765-76 (Aug.)

Herrick, Rebekah, Michad Moore, & John Hibbing. 1994. Unfastening the Electora Connection: The Behavior of U.S.
Representatives when Redection Is no Longer aFactor. JOP, 56:214-27 (Feb.)

Hall, Richard & Robert VVan Houweling. 1995. Avarice and Ambition in Congress Representatives Decisons To Run
or Retire from the U.S. House. APSR, 89:121-36 (March)

Bianco, William, David Spence, & John Wilderson. 1996. The Electord Connection in the Early Congress. AJPS,
40:145-71 (Feb.)

Katz, Jonathan & Brian Sda 1996. Careerism, Committee Assignments, and the Electora Connection. APSR, 90:21-33
(March)

Carey, Niemi, & Powell. 1998. The Effects of Term Limits on State Legidatures. LSQ, 23:271-300 (May)

Moore, Michael & John Hibbing. 1998. Stuationd Dissatisfaction in Congress: Explaining Voluntary Departures. JOP,
60:1088-1107 (Nov.)

Hibbing, John. 1999. L egidative Careers. Why and How We Should Study Them. LSQ, 24:149-71 (May) review essay
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Mon. Oct. 1 & Wed. Oct. 3: Legidative Elections (Questions due Oct. 1, 3, or 8)

*Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campali, Classics, chap. 8

*Mayhew, David. 1974. Congressond Elections. The Case of the Vanishing Marginds. Polity (in Classics)

*Hibbing & Smith, "What the American Public Wants Congressto Be," in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 3

*Jacobson & Kerndl, excerpt from Strategy and Choice in Congressional Electionsin Classics (chap. 11)

*Erikson & Wright, "V oters, Candidates, and Issuesin Congressiona Elections,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 4

*Herrnson, "The Money Maze: Financing Congressona Elections” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 5

*Cooperman & Oppenheimer, "The Gender Gap in the House of Representatives,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 6

*Fioring, "Keystone Reconsidered,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 7

* Jacobson, Gary. Politics of Congressional Elections

Tufte, Edward. 1975. Determinants of the Outcomes of Midterm Congressiona Elections. APSR (Sept.)

Forina, Morris. 1977. The Case of the Vanishing Marginds. The Bureaucracy Did It. APSR

Jacobson, Gary. 1987. The Marginas Never Vanished. AJPS (Feb.); see dso Bauer & Hibbing in Feb. 1989 AJPS

Jacobson, Gary. 1990. The Effects of Campaign Spending in House Elections. AJPS (May), and accompanying
response by Green & Krasno

Erikson, Robert. 1990. Economic Conditions and the Congressiond Vote AJPS (May), and accompanying response by
Jacobson and reply by Erikson

Gdman & King. 1990. Estimating Incumbency Advantage without Bias. AJPS (Nov.); dso King & Gelman, Systemic
Consequences of Incumbency Advantagein U.S. House Elections. 1991. AJPS (Feb.)

Canon, David. 1993. Sacrificid Lambs or Strategic Politicians? Politicdl Amateursin U.S. House Elections. AJPS,
37:1119-41 (Nov.)

Jewdl, Mdcolm. 1994. State Legidaive Elections What We Know and Don't Know. APQ, 22:483-509 (Oct.)

Lublin, David lan. 1994. Qudity, not Quantity: Strategic Politiciansin U.S. Senate Elections, 1952-1990. JOP, 56:228-
41 (Feb))

McCurley, Cal & Jeffrey Mondak. 1995. Inspected by #1184063113: The Influence of Incumbents Competence and
Integrity in the U.S. House Elections. AJPS, 39:864-85 (Nov.)

Mondak, Jeffrey. 1995. Competence, Integrity, and the Electord Success of Congressond Incumbents, JOP, 57:1043-
69 (Nov.)

Epstein, David & Peter Zemsky. 1995. Money Taks Deterring Qudity Chdlengersin Congressond Elections. APSR,
89:295-308

Box-Steffenameier, Janet. 1996. A Dynamic Andyss of the Role of War Chestsin Campaign Strategy. AJPS, 40:352-
71 (May)

Canon, David, Matthew Schousen, & Patrick Sdlers. 1996. The Supply Side of Congressond Redidtricting: Race and
Strategic Politicians. JOP, 58:846-62 (Aug.)

Cox, Gary & Jonathan Katz. 1996. Why Did the Incumbency Advantagein U.S. House Elections Grow? AJPS,
40:478-97 (May)

Adams & Squire. 1997. Incumbent Vulnerability and Challenger Emergence in Senate Elections. Political Behavior,
19:97-111 (June)

Kimball & Patterson. 1997. Living up to Expectations. Public Attitudes toward Congress. JOP, 59:701-28 (Aug.)

Kahn & Kenney. 1997. A Modd of Candidate Evauationsin Senate Elections. The Impact of Campaign Intensity.
JOP, 59:1173-1205 (Nov.)

Whitby, Kenny, & Franklin Gilliam, Jr. 1998. "Representation in Congress. Line Drawing and Minorities," in Weisberg
& Patterson, Great Theatre

Lacy, Dean. 1998. "'Congressiond Elections Progenitors of Divided Government,” in Weisberg & Petterson, Great
Theatre

Petterson, Samue & David Kimbal. 1998. "Unsympathetic Audience: Citizens Evauations of Congress” in Weisherg
& Petterson, Great Theatre

Sdlers, Patrick. 1998. Strategy and Background in Congressiona Campaigns. APSR, 92:159-71 (March)

Erikson & Pafrey. 1998. Campaign Spending and Incumbency: An Alternative Simultaneous Equations Approach.
JOP, 60:355-73 (May)

Gaines, Brian. 1998. The Impersona V ote”? Condituency Service and Incumbency Advantage in British Elections,
1950-92. LSQ, 23:167-95 (May)

Gerber, Alan. 1998. Edtimating the Effect of Campaign Spending on Senate Election Outcomes Using Instrumental
Vaiables. APSR, 92:401-11 (June)

Petrocik & Desposato. 1998. The Partisan Consequences of Mgority-Minority Redigtricting in the South, 19992 and
1994. JOP, 60:613-33 (Aug.)
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Herrera& Yawn. 1999. The Emergence of the Persond Vote. JOP, 61:136-50 (Feb.)

Rudolph, Thomas. 1999. Corporate and Labor PAC Contributions in House Elections: Messuring the Effects of
Magjority Party Status. JOP, 61:195-206 (Feb.)

Epstein & O'Halloran. 1999. Measuring the Electoral and Policy Impact of Magority-Minority Voting Districts. AJPS,
43:367-95 (April)

Cox & Magar. 1999. How Much IsMgority Statusin the U.S. Congress Worth? APSR, 93:299-309 (June)

Cox & Katz. 1999. The Regpportionment Revolution and Biasin U.S. Congressiona Elections. AJPS, 43:812-41 (July)

Brundl, Thomas. 1999. Partisan Biasin U.S. Congressiond Elections, 1952-1996. APQ, 27:316-37 (July)

Terkildsen & Damore. 1999. The Dynamics of Racidized Media Coveragein Congressiona Elections. JOP, 61:680-99
(Aug)

Canon, David. 1999. Electord Systems and the Representation of Minority Interestsin Legidatures. LSQ, 24:331-85
(Aug))

Ansolabehere, Snyder, & Stewart. 2000. Old Voters, New Voters, and the Persond Vote: Using Redidtricting to
Measure the Incumbency Advantage. AJPS, 44:17-34 (Jan.)

Carey, Niemi, & Powell. 2000. Incumbency and the Probability of Redection in State Legidative Elections. JOP,
62:671-700 (Aug.)

Erikson & Pdfrey. 2000. Equilibriain Campaign Spending Games: Theory and Data. APSR, 94:595-609 (Sept.)

Lublin & Voss 2000. Racid Redigtricting and Redignment in Southern State Legidatures. AJPS, 44:792-810 (Oct.)

Goldgein & Freedman. 2000. New Evidence for New Arguments: Money and Advertising in the 1996 Senate Elections.
JOP, 62:1087-1108 (Nov.)

Hogan, Robert. 2001. The Influence of State and Didtrict Conditions on the Representation of Women in U.S, State
Legidatures. APR, 29:4-24 (Jan.)

Ansolabehere, Snyder, & Stewart. 2001. Candidate Positioning in U.S. House Elections. AJPS, 45:136-59 (Jan.)

Shotts, Kenneth. 2001. The Effects of Mg ority-Minority Mandates on Partisan Gerrymandering. AJPS, 45:120-35
(Jan.)

Voss & Lublin. 2001. Black Incumbents, White Didtricts. APR, 29:141-82 (March)

Student Reports: (maximum of 2 from thislist)

Abramowitz & Segd, Senate Elections

Cain, Fergiohn, & Forina, Personal Vote

Campbdll, Cheap Seats

Canon, David. Race, Redistricting, and Representation: The Unintended Consequences of Black Majority Districts
Fenno, Senator s on the Campaign Trail

Forina, Divided Gover nment

Gaddie & Bullock, Electionsto Open Seatsin the U.S. House

Herrnson, Congressional Elections: Campaigning at Home and in Washington
Hibbing & TheissMorse, Congress as Public Enemy

Jacobson, The Electoral Origins of Divided Government

Kahn & Kenney, The Spectacle of U.S. Senate Campaigns

Krasno, Challengers, Competition, and Reelection

PART Ill. Congressasan Institution

Mon. Oct. 8: Legidative Norms and Adaptation

*Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campali, Classics, chap. 12

*Matthews, Dondd. U.S. Senators and their World, chapter 5 (in Classics)

* Asher, Herbert. 1973. The Learning of Legidative Norms. APSR (in Classics)

*Sindair, "The New World of U.S. Senators" in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 1

Huitt, Ralph. 1961. The Outsider in the Senate APSR

Searing, Donald. 1991. Roles, Rules, and Rationdity in the New Indtitutionalism APSR (Dec.)

Reingold, Beth. 1996. Conflict and Cooperation: Legidative Strategies and Concepts of Power among Femade and Mde
State Legidators. JOP, 58:464-85 (May)

Student Report:
Krehbid, Information and Legislative Organization



Political Science 717 Autumn 2001

Wed. Oct. 10: No class (may be moved up or back one day)

Mon. Oct. 15: Legidative Procedures

*Sindair, excerpt from Unorthodox Lawmaking in Classics (chap. 15)

Shepde, Kenneth. "Inditutiona Equilibrium and Equilibrium Inditutions,” in Weisberg, Political Science: The
Science of Politics

Riker, William. 1965. "Arrow's Theorem and Some Examples of the Paradox of Vating," in John Claunch, ed.,
Mathematical applicationsin political science |. Ddlas. Southern Methodist University Press

Huber, John. 1992. Regtrictive Legidative Proceduresin France and the United States. APSR (Sept.)

Mouw, Cavin & Michadl MacKuen. 1992. The Strategic Agendain Legidative Politics. APSR, 86:87-105 (March)

Cavert, Randdl & Richard Fenno, Jr. 1994. Strategy and Sophidticated Voting in the Senate. JOP, 56:349-76

Dion, Douglas & John Huber. 1996. Procedura Choice and the House Commiittee on Rules. JOP, 58:25-53 (Feb.). See
adso Krehbid. 1997. Redtrictive Rules Reconsdered. AJPS, 41:919-944 (July), Dion & Huber. 1997. Sense and
Sensihility: The Role of Rules. AJPS, 41:945-57 (July) and Krehbid's response in the July 1997 AJPS, 41:958-64

Huber, John. 1996. The Vote of Confidencein Parliamentary Democracies. APSR, 90:269-82 (June)

Schickler & Rich. 1997. Controlling the Floor: Parties as Procedura Coditionsin the House. AJPS, 41:1340-75 (Oct.).
Seedso Cox & McCubbins. 1997. Toward a Theory of Legidative Rules Change. AJPS, 41:1376-86 (Oct.) and
Schickler & Rich. 1997. Party Government in the House Reconsidered. AJPS, 41:1387-94 (Oct.)

Binder & Smith. 1998. Political Gods and Procedura Choice in the Senate. JOP, 60:398-416 (May)

Baron, David. 1998. Comparative Dynamics of Parliamentary Governments. APSR, 92:593-609 (Sept.)

Diermeier & Feddersen. 1998. Cohesion in Legidatures and the Vote of Confidence Procedure. APSR, 92:611-21
(Sept)

Wilkerson, John. 1999, "Killer" Amendmentsin Congress. APSR, 93:535-52 (Sept.)

Fink, Evelyn. 2000. Representation by Deliberation: Changesin the Rules of Deliberation in the U.S. House of
Representatives, 1789-1944. JOP, 62:1109-25 (Nov.)

Evans, C. Lawrence. 1999. Legidative Structure: Rules, Precedents, and Jurisdictions. LSQ, 24:605-42 (Nov.) review

essy

Carruba & Volden. 2000. Coditiona Politics and Logrolling in Legidative Indtitutions. AJPS, 44:261-77 (April)

Cox, Gary. 2000. On the Effects of Legidative Rules. LSQ, 25:169-92 (May) review essay

Krutz, Glen. 2001. Tactica Maneuvering on Omnibus Billsin Congress. AJPS, 45:210-23 (Jan.)

Huber & McCarty. 2001. Cabinet Decision Rules and Palitical Uncertainty in Parliamentary Bargaining. APSR, 95:345
60 (June)

Student Report:
Binder, Minority Rights, Majority Rule: Partisanship and the Development of Congress

Wed. Oct. 17: Congtituency (Questions due Oct. 17 or 22 or 24)

*Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campali, Classics, chap. 5

*Fenno. 1977. U.S. House Membersin Their Congtituencies: An Exploraion. APSR (in Classics)

Bullock, Charles, 111. 1995. The Impact of Changing the Racid Composition of Congressiond Didricts on Legidators
Roll Cdl Behavior. APQ, 23:141-58

Mon. Oct. 22: Representation

*Miller & Stokes, 1963. Condgtituency Influencein Congress. APSR (in Classics)

Eulau & Karps. 1977. The Puzzle of Representation. LSQ (Aug.)

Weissherg, Robert. 1978. Collective v. Dyadic Representation in Congress. APSR (June)

Reingold, Beth. 1992. Concepts of Representation among Femae and Mae State Legidators. LSQ (Nov.)

Berkman, Michad & Robert O'Connor. 1993. Do Women Legidators Matter? Femde Legidators and State Abortion
Policy. APQ, 21:102.24 (Jan.)

Barrett, Edith. 1995. The Policy Priorities of African American Women in State Legidatures. LSQ, 20:223-48 (May)

Hero, Rodney & Caroline Tolbert. 1995. Latinos and Substantive Representation in the U.S. House of Representatives.
AJPS, 39:640-52 (Aug.)

Stimson, James, Michagl MacKuen, & Robert Erikson. 1995. Dynamic Representation. APSR, 89:543-65 (Sept.)

Vega, Arturo & JuanitaFirestone. 1995. The Effects of Gender on Congressiond Behavior and the Substantive
Representation of Women. LSQ, 20:213-22 (May)
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Oppenheimer, Bruce. 1996. The Representationa Experience: The Effect of State Population on Senator-Condtituency
Linkages AJPS, 40:1280-99 (Nov.)

Hedge, David, James Button, & Mary Spear. 1996. Accounting for the Qudity of Black Legiddive Life. AJPS, 40:82-
98 (Feb.); aso Button, James, and David Hedge. Legidétive Lifein the 1990s. LSQ, 199-218 (May)

Cameron, Epstein, & O'Hdloran. 1996. Do Mgority-Minority Didricts Maximize Substantive Black Representation in
Congress? APSR, 90:794-812 (Dec.). See dso Lublin, 1999. Redistricting and African-American Representation.
APSR, 93:183-86 (March) and Epstein & O'Halloran. A Socid Science Approach to Race, Redigtricting, and
Representation. APSR, 93:187-91 (March)

Kerr & Miller. 1997. Latino Representation, It's Direct and Indirect. AJPS, 1997:1066-71 (July)

Winsky Mattel, Laura. 1998. Gender and Power in American Legidaive Discourse. JOP, 60:440-61 (May)

Swers, Michde. 1998. Are Women More Likely to Vote for Women's Issue Bills than their Mde Colleagues? LSQ,
2343548 (Aug.)

Hill & Hurley. 1999. Dyadic Representation Regppraised. AJPS, 43:109-37 (Jan.)

Mansbridge, Jane. 1999. Should Blacks Represent Blacks and Women Represent Women? A Contingent "Yes." JOP,
61.628-57 (Aug.)

Braton & Haynie. 1999. Agenda Setting and Legidative Successin State Legidaures The Effects of Gender and Race.
JOP, 61:658-79 (Aug.)

Student Reports: (maximum of 2 from thislist)

Bianco, Trust: Representatives and Constituents

Burrdl, A Woman's Placeisin the House

Fenno, Congress at the Grassroots: Representational Change in the South, 1970-1998
Schiller, Partners and Rivals: Representation in U.S. Senate Delegations

Swan, Black Faces, Black Interests

Thomas, How Women Legislate

Wed. Oct. 24 & Wed. Oct. 31: Legidative Committees

*Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campali, Classics, chap. 16

*Canon & Stewart, "The Evolution of the Committee System in Congress,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chep. 8

*Groseclose & King, "Committee Theories Reconsidered,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 9

*Evans, "Committees, Leaders, and Message Politics,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 10

*Fenno, Richard. 1962. The Appropriations Committee asa Political System. APSR (in Classics)

*Hinckley, Barbara. 1995. Palicy Content, Committee Membership, and Behavior. AJPS (in Classics)

Fenno, Richard. Congressmen and Committees: A Comparative Andysis, from Fenno, Congressmen in Committees

Masters, Nicholas. 1961. Committee Assignmentsin the House of Representatives. APSR, 55:345-57

Manley, John. 1969. Wilbur D. Mills: A Study in Congressiond Influence. APSR, 63:442-64

Hall, Richard. 1987. Participation and Purpose in Committee Decison Making APSR (March)

Shepde & Weingast. 1987. The Ingtitutional Foundations of Committee Power. APSR (March); seedso the
controversy (Krehbidl) in the Sept. 1987 APSR

Smith, Steven. 1988. An Essay on Sequence, Position, Gods, and Committee Power. LSQ (May)

Gilliam & Krehbidl. 1990. Organization of Informative Committess by a Rationd Legidature. AJPS (May)

Krehhid, Keith. 1990. Are Congressiond Committees Composed of Preference Outliers? APSR, 84:149-63 (March)

Shyder, James. 1992. Committee Power, Structure-Induced Equilibria, and Roll Call Votes. AJPS (Feb.); ssedso
Rosentha's response & Snyder's rejoinder in the same issue

Stewart, Charles, I11. 1992. Committee Hierarchies in the Modernizing House, 1875-1947. AJPS, 36:835-56 (Nov.)

Jones, Baumgartner, & Talbert. 1993. The Destruction of Issue Monopoliesin Congress. APSR (Sept.)

Groseclose, Tim. 1994. Testing Committee Composition Hypotheses for the U.S. Congress. JOP, 56:440-58 (May)

King, David. 1994. The Nature of Congressiona Committee Jurisdictions. APSR, 88:48-62 (March)

Adler & Lapinski. 1997. Demand-Side Theory and Congressona Committee Composition: A Condtituency
Characteristics Approach. AJPS, 41:895-918 (July)

Groseclose & Stewart. 1997. The Vdue of Committee Seetsin the House, 1947-91. AJPS, 42:453-74 (April)

Groseclose, Tim & David King. 1998. "Little Theeter: The Committees of Congress" in Weisherg & Patterson, Great
Theatre

Hardin, John. 1998. Advocacy versus Certainty: The Dynamics of Committee Jurisdiction Concentration. JOP,
60:374-97(May)

Matzman, Forrest. 1998. Maintaining Congressiona Committees. Sources of Member Support. LSQ, 23:197-218

(May)
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Stewart & Groseclose. 1999. The Vaue of Committee Seetsin the United States Senate, 1947-91. AJPS, 43:963-73
(July)

Diermeier & Feddersen. 2000. Information and Congressond Hearings. AJPS, 44:51-65 (Jan.)

Adler, E. Scott. 2000. Condtituency Characteristics and the "Guardian” Model of Appropriations Subcommittees,
1959-1998. AJPS, 44:104-14 (Jan.)

Aldrich & Rohde. 2000. The Republican Revolution and the House A ppropriations Committee. JOP, 62:1-33 (Feb.)

Baumgartner, Jones, & MacLeod. 2000. The Evalution of Legidative Jurisdictions. JOP, 62:321-49 (May)

Baron, David. 2000. L egidative Organization with Informational Committees. AJPS, 44:486-505 (July)

Overby & Kazee. 2000. Outlying Committees in the Statehouse. JOP, 62:701-28 (Aug.)

Lawrence, Matzman, & Wahlbeck. 2001. The Palitics of Spesker Cannon's Committee Assgnments. AJPS, 45:551-62

(July)

Student Reports: (maximum of 2 from thislist)

Evans, Leadership in Committees

Fenno, Congressmen in Committees

Hall, Participation in Congress

King, Turf Wars. How Congressional Committees Claim Jurisdiction

Mon. Nov. 5 & Wed. Nov. 7: Decison-Making Models (Questions due Nov. 5, 7, or 12)

Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campoali, Classics, chap. 24

*Kingdon, John. Models of Legidative Voting JOP (in Classics)

*Weisherg, Herbert. 1978. Evauating Theories of Congressond Roll Cdl Voting AJPS (Aug.)

* Arnold, excerpt from The Logic of Congressional Action in Classics

VanDoren, Peter. 1990. Can We Learn the Causes of Congressiond Decisonsfrom Roll-Cdl Data? LSQ (Aug.)

Weisherg, Herbert. 1972. Scaling Moddsfor Legidative Roll-Cal Andyss. APSR

Fenno, Richard. 1986. Observation, Context, and Sequence in the Study of Palitics. APSR

Koford, Kenneth. 1989. Dimensionsin Congressiond Voting APSR (Sept.) (see aso Poole, Rosenthd, & Koford, On
Dimensiondizing Roll Cdl Votesin the U.S. Congress. APSR, Sept. 1991)

Poole & Rosenthal. 1991. Patterns of Congressiond Voting AJPS (Feb.)

Wilcox, Clyde & Aage Clausen. 1991. The Dimensiondlity of Roll-Call Voting Reconsdered. LSQ (Aug.)

Jackson, John & John Kingdon. 1992. Ideology, Interest Group Scores, and Legidative Votes. AJPS (Aug.)

Schiller, Wendy. 1995. Senators as Politica Entrepreneurs. AJPS, 39:186-203 (Feb.)

Kesder, Danid & Keith Krehbid. 1996. Dynamics of Cosponsorship. APSR, 90:555-66 (Sept.)

Bailey & Brady. 1998. Heterogeneity and Representetion: The Senate and Free Trade. AJPS, 42:524-44 (April)

Wood & Andersson. 1998. The Dynamics of Senatorial Representation, 1952-1991. JOP, 60:705-36 (Aug.)

Rogers, James. 1998. Bicamerd Sequence Theory and State L egidative Evidence. AJPS, 42:1025-60 (Oct.)

Burden, Barry & Aage Clausen. 1998. "Partisanship and |deology in the 104th Congress” in Weisherg & Patterson,
Great Theatre

Krehbid, Keith. 1999. Paradoxes of Partiesin Congress. LSQ, 24:31-64 (Feb.) review essay

Brunel, et d. 1999. The R® = .93; Where then Do They Differ? Comparing Liberal and Conservative Interest Group
Ratings. LSQ, 24:87-101 (Feb.)

Groseclose, Tim, Steven Levitt, & James Snyder. 1999. Comparing Interest Group Scores across Time and Chambers:
Adjusted ADA Scoresfor the U.S. Congress. APSR, 93:33-50 (March)

Forgette & Sala 1999. Conditiond Party Government and Member Turnout on Senate Recorded Votes, 1873-1935.
JOP, 61:467-84 (May)

Jenkins, Jeffery. 1999. Examining the Bonding Effects of Party: A Comparative Andysis of Roll-Cdl Vatinginthe U.S.
and Confederate Houses. AJPS, 43:1144-65 (Oct.)

Cronin & Fordham. 1999. Timeess Principles or Today's Fashion? Testing the Stability of the Linkage between
Ideology and Foreign Policy in the Senate. JOP, 61:967-98 (Nov.)

Londregan, John. 2000. Estimating Legidators Preferred Points. Political Analysis, 8:35-56 (Winter)

Rothenberg & Sanders. 2000. Severing the Electord Connection: Shirking in the Contemporary Congress. AJPS,
44:316-25 (April)

Snyder & Groseclose. 2000. Estimating Party Influencein Congressond Roll-Cdl Voting. AJPS, 44:193-211 (April);
see dso Krehbid. 2000. Party Discipline and Measures of Partisanship. AJPS, 44:212-27, McCarty, Poole, &
Rosenthal. 2001. The Hunt for Party Disciplinein Congress. 95:673-87 (Sept.), and Snyder & Groseclose. 2001.
Estimating Party Influence on Roll Call Voting. 95:689-98 (Sept.)

Smith, Steven. 2000. Positive Theories of Congressiond Parties. LSQ, 25:193-215 (May) review essay

10
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Herron, Michadl. 2000. Cutpoint-Adjusted Interest Group Ratings. Political Analysis, 8:346-66 (Autumn)

Gaines & Sda 2000. A Further Look a Universdism and Partisanship in Congressiond Roll Cdl Vating. Political
Analysis, 8:367-80 (Autumn)

Stratmann, Thomas. 2000. Congressiona Voting over Legidative Careers: Shifting Positions and Changing Congraints.
APSR, 94:665-76 (Sept.)

Jenkins, Jeffrey. 2000. Examining the Robustness of Ideologica Vating: Evidence from the Confederate House of
Representatives. AJPS, 44:811-22 (Oct.)

Specid Issue of Political Analysis on Estimating Legidators Preferenceswith Roll Call Data. 2001 (Summer)
Includes articles by Bailey, Poole, Jackman, Clinton & Meirowitz, Herron, & Lewis

Martin, Andrew. 2001. Congressiona Decision Making and the Separation of Powers. APSR, 95:361-78 (June)

Wawro, Gregory. 2001. A Pand Probit Andysis of Campaign Contributions and Roll-Call VVotes. AJPS, 45:563-79

(Quly)

Student Reports:
Clausen, How Congressmen Decide
Poole & Rosenthd, Congress: A Political-Economic History of Roll-Call Voting

Mon. Nov. 12: Veterans Day (No Class)

Wed. Nov. 14, Mon. Nov. 19, & Wed. Nov. 21: Legidative Leadership, Parties, & Codlitions

*Weisberg, Heberlig, & Campali, Classics, chap. 20

*Stewart, John. 1971. "Two Strategies of Leadership: Johnson and Mandfield," in Congressional Behavior, ed.
Nelson Polsby. New Y ork: Random House (in Classics)

*Rohde, excerpt from Parties and Leadersin the Postreform House in Classics

*Dodd & Oppenheimer, "A House Divided: The Struggle for Partisan Contral," in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 2

*Smith & Gamm, "The Dynamics of Party Government in Congress" in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap. 11

*Aldrich & Rohde, "The Logic of Conditiona Party Government: Revisiting the Electora Connection,” in Dodd &
Oppenheimer, chap. 12

*Cox & McCubbins, Legislative Leviathan

*Cooper, Joseph & David Brady. 1981. Indtitutiona Context and Leadership Style: The House from Cannon to
Rayburn. APSR, 75:411-425 (in Classics)

Riker, William. The Theory of Political Coalitions chapters1, 3, 8,9

Nelson, Garrison. 1977. Patterns of House Leadership Changes. APSR (Sept.)

Krehbid, Keith. 1995. Cogponsors and Wafflersfrom A to Z. AJPS, 39:906-23. See ds0 Binder, Lawrence, &
Maltzman. 1999. Uncovering the Hidden Effect of Party. JOP, 61:815-31 (Aug.) and Krehbid. 1999. The Party
Effect from A to Z and Beyond. JOP, 61:832-40 (Aug.)

Freeman, Pdricia 1995. A Comparative Analyss of Spesker Career Petternsin U.S. State Legidatures. LSQ, 20:365-
76

Groseclose, Tim & James Snyder. 1996. Buying Supermgorities. APSR, 90:303-15 (June)

Herrnson, Paul. 1998. "Directing 535 Leading Men and Leading Ladies Party Leadership in the Modern Congress,” in
Weisherg & Petterson, Great Theatre

Bawn, Kathleen. 1998. Congressiond Party Leadership: Utilitarian versus Mgoritarian Incentives. LSQ, 23:219-43
(May)

Sinclair, Barbara. 1999. Transformational Leader or Faithful Agent? Principal-Agent Theory and House Mgjority Party
Leadership. LSQ, 24:421-49 (Aug.) review essay

Mordli, Massmo. 1999. Demand Competition and Policy Compromisein Legidative Bargaining. APSR, 93:809-20
(Dec)

Lee, Frances. 2000. Senate Representation and Coadlition Building in Digtributive Politics. APSR, 94:59-72 (March)

Student Reports:

Kiewiet & McCubhins, Logic of Delegation

Rohde, Parties and Leadersin the Postreform House
Sindair, Transformation of the U.S. Senate

Mon. Nov. 19 and Wed. Nov. 21: Informa Groups

11
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Alan Fidlin. 1962. The Functions of Informa Groupsin Legidative Indtitutions. JOP (Feb.)

Stevens, Miller, & Mann. 1974. Mobilization of Liberal Strength in the House, 1955-1970: The Democratic Study
Group. APSR (June)

Canon, David. 1995. Redidtricting and the Congressond Black Caucus. APQ, 23:159-89 (April)

Henry, Charles. 1997. Legitimizing Racein Congressiond Palitics. APQ (April)

Ainsworth & Akins. 1997. The Informationa Role of Caucusesin the U.S. Congress. APQ), 25:407-30 (Oct.)

Pinney & Serra. 1999. The Congressiond Black Caucus and Vote Cohesion: Placing the Caucus within House Voting
Patterns. PRQ, 52:583-608

Mon. Nov. 19 and Wed. Nov. 21: Legidative Staff
Hammond, Susan Webb. 1996. Recent Research on Legidative Staffs. LSQ, 21:543-76 (Nov.)
Romzek & Utter. 1997. Congressiond Legidative Staff: Political Professondsor Clerks? AJPS, 41:1251-79 (Oct.)

Student Report:
Whitman, Communication in Congress. Members, Staff, and the Search for Information

PART IV. Congressin the Political System

Mon. Nov. 26: Legidative-Executive Interrelations (no more Questions)

*Binder, "Congress, the Executive, and the Production of Public Policy: United We Govern?* in Dodd & Oppenheimer,
chap. 13

*Dedtler, "Congress and Foreign Policy a Century's End: Requiem on Cooperation?' in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap.
14

*Asher & Wesherg. 1978. VVating Changein Congress. AJPS (in Classics)

Brady & Sinclair. 1984. Building Mgarities for Policy Changesin the House of Representatives. JOP (Nov.)

Rohde & Simon. 1985. Presidentid V etoes and Congressiond Response AJPS (Aug.)

Jones, True, & Baumgartner. 1997. Does Incrementalism Stem from Politica Consensus or from Indtitutiona Gridlock?
AJPS, 41:1319-39 (Oct.)

Krutz, Fleisher, & Bond. 1998. From Abe Fortasto Zoe Baird: Why Some Presidentid Nominations Fail in the Senate.
APSR, 92:871-81

Sinclair, Barbara. 1998. "The Plot Thickens: Congress and the President,” in Weisherg & Patterson, Great Theatre

Ripley, Randall. 1998. "Congress and Foreign Policy: An Increasingly Visible Legidaure" in Weisherg & Paterson,
Great Theatre

Taylor, Andrew. 1998. Domestic Agenda Setting, 1947-1994. L SQ, 23:373-97 (Aug.)

Binder, Sarah. 1999. The Dynamics of Legidative Gridlock, 1947-96. APSR, 93:519-33 (Sept.)

McCarty & Razaghian. 1999. Advice and Consent: Senate Responses to Executive Branch Nominations, 1885-1996.
AJPS, 43:1122-43

Coleman, John. 1999. Unified Government, Divided Government, and Party Responsiveness. APSR, 93:821-35 (Dec.)

Krause, George. 2000. Partisan and Ideologica Sources of Fisca Deficitsin the United States. AJPS, 44:541-59 (July)

Grosedose & McCarty. 2001. The Palitics of Blame: Bargaining Before an Audience. AJPS, 45:100-19 (Jan.)

Canes'Wrone, Brandice. 2001. The President's Legidative Influence from Public Appeds. AJPS, 45:313-29

Huber, Shipan, & Pfahler. 2001. Legidatures and Statutory Control of Bureaucracy. AJPS, 45:330-45

Student Reports: (maximum of 2 from thislist)

Baumgartner & Jones, Agendas and Instability in American Politics

Brady, Critical Elections and Congressional Policy Making

Cameron, Veto Bargaining: Presidents and the Politics of Negative Power
Krehhid, Keth. Pivotal Politics: A Theory of U.S. Lawmaking

Mon. Nov. 26: Interest Groups

Smith, Richard. 1984. Advocacy, Interpretation, and Influencein the U.S. Congress. APSR (March)

Wright, John. 1990. Contributions, Lobbying, and Committee Voting in the U.S. House of Representatives. APSR
(June)

Augen-Smith, David & John Wright. 1994. Counteractive Lobbying. AJPS, 38:25-44 (Feb.)

Smith, Richard. 1995. Interest Group Influencein the U.S. Congress. LSQ, 20:89-139

12
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Ainsworth, Scott. 1997. The Role of Legidaorsin the Determination of Interest Group Influence. LSQ, 22:517-33
(Nov.)

Cddaira& Wright. 1998. Lobbying for Justice: Organized Interests, Supreme Court Nominations, and the United States
Senate. AJPS, 42:499-523

Hojnacki & Kimball. 1998. Organized Interests and the Decision of Whom to Lobby in Congress. APSR, 92:775-90
(Dec)

Hojnacki & Kimbal. 1999. The Who and How of Organizations Lobbying Strategiesin Committee. JOP, 61:999-1024
(Nov.)

Cddeira, Hojnacki, & Wright. 2000. The Lobbying Activities of Organized Interestsin Federd Judicid Nominations.
JOP, 62:51-69 (Feb.)

Wright, John. 2000. Interest Groups, Congressiona Reform, and Party Government in the United States. LSQ, 25:217-
35 (May) review essay

Mon. Nov. 26: Mediaand Congress

Student Report:
Clarke & EvansCovering Congress

Mon. Nov. 26: Congress and the Courts

Cameron, Cover, & Segd. 1984. Senate Voting on Supreme Court Nominees: A Neoindtitutiond Modd. APSR
Ignagni, Meernik, & King. 1998. Satutory Congruction and Congressiond Response. APQ), 26:459-84 (Oct.)
Sotnick, Elliot & Shedon Goldman. 1998. "Congressond Change and Judicid Sdection,” in Weisberg & Patterson,

Great Theatre
Hausegger, Lori & Lawrence Baum. 1998. "Judiciad Action and Congressiona Reaction,” in Weisberg & Petterson,
Great Theatre

Rogers, James. 2001. Information and Judicid Review: A Signdiing Game of Legiddive-Judicid Interaction. AJPS,
45:84-99 (Jan.)

Vanberg, Georg. 2001. Legidative-Jdudicid Reations: A Game-Theoretic Approach to Conditutional Review. AJPS,
45:346-61 (April)

PART V. The Study of Congress

Wed. Nov. 28: Congressiond Change

*Cooper, "The Twentieth-Century Congress,” in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chep. 15

*Dodd & Oppenheimer, "Congress and the Emerging Order: Assessing the 2000 Elections” in Dodd & Oppenheimer,
chap. 16

*Dodd, "Re-Envisioning Congress. Theoretical Perspectives on Congressiona Change," in Dodd & Oppenheimer, chap.
17

Cooper, Joseph. "Congressin Organizationd Perspective," in Dodd & Oppenheimer, eds., Congress Reconsidered
(1977)

Cooper & Brady. 1981. Toward a Diachronic Andysis of Congress. APSR (Dec.)

Wed. Nov. 28: The Legidative Research Frontier

*Weisherg, Heberlig, & Campoali, "The Study of Congress: Methodologies and the Pursuit of Theory,” in Classics,
chap. 1

Polshy, Nelson. Legidatures, in Fred Greenstein & Nelson Polshy, eds,, The Handbook of Political Science

Riesdbach, Leroy. The Forest for the Trees: Blazing Trails for Congressiona Research, in AdaFinifter, ed., Political
Science: The Sate of the Discipline

Davidson, Roger. Legidative Ressarch: Mirror of aDiscipline, in William Crotty, ed., Political Science: Looking to
the Future, vol. 4 on American Ingtitutions

Mezey, Miched. Legidatures: Individua Purpose and Ingtitutiona Performance, in Ada Finifter, ed., Political
Science: The State of the Discipline 11

Moncrief, Gary, Jod Thompson, & William Casse. 1996. Revisting the State of U.S. State Legidative Research. LSQ,
21:301-36
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Wesherg, Herbert & Samud Petterson. 1998. "Thegter in the Round: Congressin Action,” in Weisberg & Patterson,
Great Theatre

14



