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POLS 020B: 
POLITICAL INEQUALITY IN THE U.S. 

SPRING 2021 
 
Virtual Meetings     Sean Diament 
Tuesdays      sdiamen1@swarthmore.edu 
2:00-5:00pm est     Office: Parrish N380 
Link: https://swarthmore.zoom.us/j/89300538271 Office Hours: Wed 1-2, 3:30-4:30 & by appt 
 

I. COURSE OVERVIEW 
 
Political equality is the idea that everyone’s voice has equal weight in political and governmental 
processes. In many ways, the idea of democracy is predicated on the notion that there is value—
and necessity—in realizing this goal. Unfortunately, this ideal rarely manifests in many advanced 
or developing polities. Instead, political inequality—where some express outsized power while 
others have little to no say—is the dominant paradigm. This course examines why political 
inequality is so common and pernicious throughout the world by examining the illustrative case 
of United States political development from 1565 to 2021. 
 
Specifically, this course will examine U.S. political history as a vessel to understand contemporary 
political inequality. Historical legacies of ascriptive hierarchy, slavery, xenophobia, racism, Jim 
Crow, indentured servitude, neglect, segregation, malapportionment, and restricted franchise 
offer strong insights into why this nation remains highly unequal in politics. These legacies are 
compounded further with contemporary problems such as gerrymandering, voter ID laws, 
politician-led pressures to decrease political participation, bureaucratic capture by special 
interests, disparities between public opinion and policy outcomes, elections based on expensive 
consultants and media buys, and representation that varies in quality based on group status and 
geographic location. By understanding the incentives and interests of political actors in power, we 
will better understand why institutions and laws reconstruct U.S. politics, oscillating between 
greater equality and continued inequality.  
 
In this course, we will use political science, sociology, history, economics, anthropology, law, and 
philosophy texts to better understand the incidence of political inequality, how it violates core 
precepts of democracy, and the ramifications of an inequitable political system. Furthermore, we 
will adjudicate between three contending, but interactive sources of political inequality: 
sociological (social bias, stratification and hierarchy, values), economic (disparities in wealth and 
economy structure), and political (the role of political actors and institutional configurations to 
alter the power of groups). Moreover, throughout the semester we will empirically document how 
socioeconomic factors influence political power, how political institutions mediate political 
power, and how politics feeds back to reify or alter socioeconomic dynamics. Additionally, special 
attention is devoted to examining political inequality in relation to ethnicity, race, class, gender, 
immigration, parties, interest groups, social movements, and geographic location. 
 
Finally, every class will be broken up into three roughly equal sized parts. In the first hour, we will 
go around the room and share our thoughts and weekly response assignments on the readings of 
that class. In the second hour, I will lecture about the week’s topics, providing historical 
background, theoretical and analytical frameworks to understand the topic, and contemporary 
connections of the material. Finally, in the third hour we will reconvene as a group to synthesize 
the material and debrief on what it all means. 
 
 

mailto:sdiamen1@swarthmore.edu
https://swarthmore.zoom.us/j/89300538271
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II. COURSE OBJECTIVES 
 
This course is a deep dive into American political history and political inequality. By the end of 
the course you will adroitly: 
 

• Understand the nature of inequality in a political context. 

• Trace the historical development of political inequality in the United States. 

• Diagnose and assess various sources of political inequality using major theoretical 
frameworks. 

• Understand how sources of inequality may affect some groups and not others, and the 
nature of these group disparities. 

• Utilize social science research to make persuasive arguments. 

• Examine and imagine solutions to the durable problems of political inequality. 
 

III. COURSE REQUIREMENTS 
 
This course is designed to maximize your attention to the subject matter in a minimally stressful 
environment. To that end, you have the choice of tracks: one that focuses on short weekly 
reflections, while the other is a single original research paper. While the reading load is high, that 
is to expose you to more material, not to raise the bar on what you must retain.  Therefore, your 
course grade is entirely composed of the following two components: 
 

• Choose your track: 
o Weekly Assignments (80% of total, 10% each; choose 8 of 11 weeks) 
o Research Paper (80% of total; a proposal worth 15%, draft worth 25%, and final 

version worth 30%) 

• Seminar Participation (20% of total) 
 
WEEKLY ASSIGNMENTS (80% OF TOTAL: 10% EACH) 
If you choose this track, the lion’s share of your grade is based on 10 weekly assignments, and you 
are responsible to complete 8 of them during the semester. The substance of the assignments vary 
week to week, but are generally geared to tie the material we cover in class with the readings of 
the next class—a bridge, if you will. As long you answer the questions sufficiently, you may choose 
which material in the surrounding two weeks to use. You can choose whichever ones you want to 
do, but I strongly recommend giving yourself room on the backend by selecting the assignments 
in first 4 weeks. 
 
Assignments are listed in the course schedule section later in the syllabus. Please review them 
immediately and begin thinking about which ones interest you the most. In forging your answers, 
adhere to the following guidelines: 
 

• Each response should be 2-3 pages double-spaced in 12-point font. This is not as much 
room as you think it is, so make sure to have a quick intro where you state your thesis and 
inform the reader of how you will propound the argument (roadmap/structure).  

• Then immediately dive in to answer each question subpart fully. Leaving an aspect of the 
question(s) unaddressed will lower the maximum possible grade. 

• Cite at least 3 works of the adjoining week’s readings. Using other course material for 
synthesis and reflection is highly recommended as an addition, but cannot replace citing 
the appropriate week’s material. Additional citations to non-class material are allowed, 
just cite appropriately. 
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• Please use Chicago Style’s Author-Date in-text citation protocols, available here: 
https://www.chicagomanualofstyle.org/tools_citationguide/citation-guide-2.html.         
Examples are given in class and can be found in the slides. No bibliography or works cited 
page is necessary. 

 
To turn your assignments, go to Moodle, select the Assignments tab on the left side, click on the 
assignment, then click the blue button that says Submit Assignment. You can upload pdf, doc, 
docx, and txt files. Assignments are to be submitted on Moodle by 11:59pm on the Saturday before 
the next class. 
 
RESEARCH PAPER (80% OF TOTAL: 15% PROPOSAL; 25% DRAFT; 30% FINAL) 
For this comprehensive research paper, you may choose any dilemma associated with political 
inequality. It could be historical in nature, or wholly contemporary. You can trace the genesis of a 
group’s status to explain its current position in our polity. You can compare two or more groups 
to better understand how some groups improve their status, while others may even lose status. 
You can fixate on a contemporary inequality issue and propose a solution. You may seek to reform 
an institution or change shape how actors engage politics. The options are endless, only limited 
by your imagination. The key here is to develop an argument that helps explain the nature of—or 
solves—an inequality issue. 
 
You will complete the paper in three parts:  

1. Paper proposal (1 to 2 pages) due Tuesday, March 9th by 11:59pm est 
2. First draft (8 to 12 pages) due Tuesday, April 13th by 11:59pm est 
3. Final version (16 to 20 pages) due Friday, May 14th by 11:59pm est 

 
An additional requirement for the paper is that you must come speak to me in office hours to plan 
the arc of the paper at least once in the semester—the earlier, the better. Finally, use the same 
citation and style requirements described above for the weekly assignments. 
 
SEMINAR PARTICIPATION (20% OF TOTAL) 
Attendance in seminar is mandatory. Failure to show up for seminar will decrease your 
participation grade. In extenuating circumstances (sickness; bereavement), please email me 
before class to explain your impending absence. In addition to being present, you are expected to 
actively speak in section. As mentioned earlier, you will have many opportunities to speak through 
the class period. When we go around the class to share our thoughts, you may choose any aspect 
of the reading to engage, but common responses may touch on the following: what you found 
interesting, what you hated, critiques, connections to other work, or sharing any pressing 
questions with the room. This open-ended, low-pressure format of discussion allows you to have 
a say in what we discuss in the course and has historically worked well for students of varying 
backgrounds. If you regularly participate in class, you will earn a high participation grade. 
 
READINGS 
Most of the course readings are available on the Moodle website, except for the following book, 
recommended for purchase at the Swarthmore Campus & Community Store (and other outlets): 
 

Keyssar, Alexander. 2009. The Right to Vote: The Contested History of Democracy in the 
 United States. Revised ed. New York: Basic Books. 

 
We will read nearly all of the Keyssar text during the course. There are additional texts worth 
owning, but we will only read certain chapters within them. Therefore, the following books are 
optional for purchase, also available at the bookstore and elsewhere: 

https://www.chicagomanualofstyle.org/tools_citationguide/citation-guide-2.html
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Key, V. O. 1949. Southern Politics in State and Nation. New York: A. A. Knopf. 
 
Schattschneider, E. E. 1960. The Semisovereign People: A Realist's View of Democracy 
 in America. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston. 
 
Gaventa, John. 1980. Power and Powerlessness: Quiescence and Rebellion in an 
 Appalachian Valley. Urbana: University of Illinois Press 

 
All of these texts are worth owning if you are interested in political science, and political inequality 
specifically. If you do not want to purchase these books, I recommend you make full use of our 
phenomenal libraries and go through Inter-Library Loan (ILL) to have copy for the semester. Find 

the book on Worldcat (https://www.worldcat.org/), see if Swarthmore has a copy, if so grab it 

through Tripod (https://tripod.swarthmore.edu/) otherwise request through ILL. If you are on 
campus, this will go through right away. If you are off campus, you will have to use Swarthmore’s 
proxy server. More information is available here: 
https://kb.swarthmore.edu/display/PS/VPN+and+Off-Campus+Access 
 
You do not have to purchase any additional scholastic materials, although you may decide to print 
readings for greater markup and comprehension purposes. You should complete all of the 
readings for each lecture before that class ensues. This course has a relatively heavy reading load. 
While this may seem daunting, the readings are manageable if you are strategic. Specifically, the 
goal here is not to read every word of each reading, but instead, to understand their main facets. 
While a comprehensive read is indeed the most gratifying experience, given the time constraints 
of college life, this is not always possible. To be helpful, for the purposes of the course you should 
at a minimum glean the following from each reading: 
 

1. Thesis/Main Point(s): Condense the main argument of the reading into one or two 
quick summary statements. This will help keep track of and recall the readings. 

2. Methodology and Evidence: Keep track of how the author is making their point, such 
as the methodology they employ (e.g., historical analysis, an experiment, a survey, 
ethnography, statistical modeling, etc.) or if that is unclear, the evidentiary basis for their 
claims. This section helps you keep track of the plausibility of an author’s claims based on 
what they present in their work. 

3. Place in the Literature/Debates: Who is the author in conversation with? What 
perspectives or ideas do they build upon, contest or challenge? Noting this will help you 
tie course material together and synthesize disparate ideas into a larger field of contested 
ideas. 

4. Something Fun! As a pneumonic device, I have always found it useful to take note of 
something interesting or peculiar in a reading, such as an odd turn of phrase or memorable 
example. This helps you develop a personal connection to sometimes dry academic works. 

 
Ensure you understand the core ideas in each reading and spend the most time on the most ones 
that are hardest to understand or most interesting to you. In any given topic, the readings 
frequently bear on other topics, so keep an eye toward synthesizing material throughout the 
course. Study and reading groups are encouraged. 
 

IV. COURSE POLICIES 
 
TECHNOLOGY 
Technology is everything these days, and that holds true for this entirely virtual course. Online 

https://www.worldcat.org/
https://tripod.swarthmore.edu/
https://kb.swarthmore.edu/display/PS/VPN+and+Off-Campus+Access
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learning comes with a host of potential issues, such as audiovisual and connection issues. You are 
not responsible for technical glitches or access issues that will inevitably happen and may inhibit 
your participation in the class. As of now, I am not going to record our classroom discussions, 
since the material we deal with is controversial. To replicate the free-flowing classroom experience 
I work hard to cultivate, students are free to interject at any point during our meetings. Online 
education seems to rely more heavily on instructors moderating discussion across students, but 
you should feel free to speak directly to one another without me guiding every turn. I will not force 
mute anyone unless we are dealing with feedback issues or excessive background noise. It is up to 
you to govern the sounds coming from your location. 
 
IN-CLASS CONDUCT 
Colleges are unique settings where we can speak our minds and think deeply about the world in 
which we live. Engaging unpopular points of view is a crucial component of critical thinking and 
learning. None of us have a monopoly on truth, but collectively we may better understand each 
other, reality, and paths forward. While I encourage you to speak freely and honestly, you also 
have the responsibility to be respectful and show deference towards others. 
 
ACADEMIC INTEGRITY 
Cheating will deprive you of the self-worth you gain from crafting your own work. While soliciting 
input from peers is a necessary part of the research process, the ideas in your assignments should 
be your own. Always cite a source when you use some else’s work or if you make a debatable factual 
contention. Develop your own ideas and avoid plagiarism. Cases of academic dishonesty will be 
referred to the Dean’s Office. 
 
ACCOMMODATION 
If you believe you need accommodations for a disability or a chronic medical condition, please 
contact Student Disability Services via email to arrange an appointment to discuss your needs 
(studentdisabilityservices@swarthmore.edu). As appropriate, the office will issue students with 
documented disabilities or medical conditions a formal Accommodations Letter. Since 
accommodations require early planning and are not retroactive, please contact Student Disability 
Services as soon as possible. For details about the accommodations process, visit the Student 
Disability Services website. You are also welcome to contact me privately to discuss your academic 
needs. However, all disability-related accommodations must be arranged, in advance, through 
Student Disability Services. 
 
COUNSELING AND PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES 
We all go through ups and downs with the vicissitudes of life, but this is especially apparent during 
the fast-paced college years. Luckily, you do not need to go through everything on your own, since 
CAPS has excellent professionals who in a moment of need can listen to you and guide you toward 
additional resources. If you notice a persistent issue or recent changes in your behavior and want 
to speak with someone, you can reach CAPS by phone at 610-328-8059 or online at 
https://www.swarthmore.edu/counseling-and-psychological-services. 
 
OFFICE HOURS 
Office hours are a forum to discuss course material and much more. If you find yourself confused 
by the readings, or want to engage course material further, please (virtually) drop by. The standing 
OH (Wednesdays from 1:00 to 2:00 and 3:30 to 4:30) will occur in a group discussion format, 
where everyone in attendance joins in at once and listens to each other’s questions. If you want 
an individual meeting, email me for an appointment. I strongly encourage you all to come to office 
hours at least once during the semester, especially as it pertains to preparation for the paper 
assignments. While I do not read drafts, you can talk out your paper and I will then provide 

mailto:studentdisabilityservices@swarthmore.edu
https://www.swarthmore.edu/counseling-and-psychological-services
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feedback. Additionally, you should feel free to use office hours as an opportunity to discuss other 
aspects of academia and life. I am happy to provide guidance on academic and career planning, 
especially in relation to internships, graduate school, and careers in politics, law and government. 
While I am not a trained counselor, I am nonetheless happy to lend my ear to any of you who 
would like to talk. 
 

V. COURSE SCHEDULE AND READINGS 

 
Part I. Dynamics of Political Inequality 

 
Week 1, 2/16: Course Introduction and Presentation on Archival Research by 
Interim Director of the Peace Collections Celia Caust-Ellenbogen 

1. Dahl, Robert A. 2019 [2003]. “From How Democratic is the American Constitution?” In 
 Readings in American Politics: Analysis and Perspectives, edited by Ken 
 Kollman, 66-70. New York: W.W. Norton & Company. 

2. Keyssar, Alexander. 2009. The Right to Vote: The Contested History of Democracy in 
 the United States. Revised ed. New York: Basic Books, Prefaces and Introduction 

 
Assignment #1: How does politics affect your well-being? What does political inequality mean 
to you? In what way do you experience impediments to having your voice heard and acted 
upon by government actors? In what ways are you more privileged than others you may know 
or can imagine? 
 
Due uploaded to Moodle by 11:59pm on Saturday 2/20 
 
Week 2, 2/23: Defining Political Inequality in the U.S. and Beyond 

1. Solt, Frederick. 2008. “Economic Inequality and Democratic Political Engagement.” 
 American Journal of Political Science 52 (1): 48-60. 

2. Scheve, Kenneth, and David Stasavage. 2017. “Wealth Inequality and Democracy.”
 Annual Review of Political Science 20: 451-468. 

3. Jacobs, Lawrence R., and Joe Soss. 2010. “The Politics of Inequality in America: A 
 Political Economy Framework.” Annual Review of Political Science 13: 341-364. 

4. Bartels, Larry M. 2008. Unequal Democracy: The Political Economy of the New Gilded 
 Age. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1-29; 283-304. 

5. McCarty, Nolan. 2013. “The Political Roots of Inequality.” The American Interest, April 

 12. 
 
Assignment #2: How do scholars operationalize political inequality? What are some potential 
causes of political inequality? Which groups commonly show up in studies on political 
inequality? It what ways is American political inequality unique, and in what ways does it 
resemble other societies? 
 
Due uploaded to Moodle by 11:59pm on Saturday 2/27 
 
Week 3, 3/2: Understanding Power, Development, and Inequality in the U.S. 

1. Smith, Rogers M. 1993. “Beyond Tocqueville, Myrdal, and Hartz: The Multiple 
 Traditions in America.” American Political Science Review 87 (3): 549-566. 

2. Gaventa, John. 1980. Power and Powerlessness: Quiescence and Rebellion in an 
 Appalachian Valley. Urbana: University of Illinois Press, Preface and Ch. 1 (v-xi; 
 3-32). 

3. Schattschneider, E. E. 1960. The Semisovereign People: A Realist's View of Democracy 
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 in America. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1-45, 95-111, 126-139. 
4. Dahl, Robert A. 1971. Polyarchy: Participation and Opposition. New Haven: Yale 

 University Press. Read Chs. 1, 3, 4, and 6, and skim Chs. 2 and 5. 
5. Brady, Henry E, Sidney Verba, and Kay Lehman Schlozman. 1995. “Beyond SES: A 

 Resource Model of Political Participation.” American Political Science Review 89
 (2): 271-294. 

6. Posner, Eric A., Kathryn E. Spier, and Adrian Vermeule. 2010. “Divide and Conquer.” 
 Journal of Legal Analysis 2 (2): 417-471. 

 
Assignment #3: Apply the faces of power framework to a political inequality issue. 
Specifically, how do political actors gain compliance or deter contestation through the first, 
second, and third faces of power? Allude to examples in the reading or the course, but 
importantly, also construct your own examples to show you can apply the framework beyond 
this context. 
 
Due uploaded to Moodle by 11:59pm on Saturday 3/6 

 
Part II. Historical Development and Legacies of Inequality 

 
Week 4, 9/3: American Political Development and Inequality until Reconstruction, 
1565-1875 

1. Keyssar, Chs. 1-4 
2. Semuels, Alana. 2016. “The Founding Fathers Weren't Concerned With Inequality.” The 

 Atlantic, April 25. 
3. Lindert, Peter H. and Jeffrey G. Williamson. 2016. Unequal Gains: American Growth 

 and Inequality since 1700. Princeton: Prince University Press, Ch. 1 (1-16) and 
 pages 111-165. 

4. Willis, William S. 1963. “Divide and Rule: Red, White, and Black in the Southeast.” The 
 Journal of Negro History 48 (3): 157-76. 

5. Allen, Theodore William. 1975. Class Struggle and the Origin of Racial Slavery: The 
 Invention of the White Race. Boston: New England Free Press, excerpts. 

6. Valelly, Richard M. 2004. The Two Reconstructions: The Struggle for Black 
 Enfranchisement. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, Ch. 6.  

7. Du Bois, W. E. B. 1935. Black Reconstruction: An Essay Toward a History of the Part 
 Which Black Folk Played in the Attempt to Reconstruct Democracy in America, 
 1860-1880. New York: Russel & Russel, Chs. 16 and 17. 

 
Assignment #4: Explain the logic of limiting enfranchisement in the mass public. What did 
proponents of an elite-based electorate imagine? Was virtuous idealism even part of the 
equation, or was this really an effort in maintaining political power? In your answer, use at 
least one example from before the Civil War, and one from after it. 
 
Due uploaded to Moodle by 11:59pm on Saturday 3/13 
 
Week 5, 3/16: American Political Development and Inequality after 
Reconstruction, 1876-present 

1. Keyssar, Chs. 5-9, Conclusion. 
2. Abramowitz, Jack. 1953. “The Negro in the Populist Movement.” The Journal of Negro 

 History 38 (3): 257-89. 
3. Schattschneider, Ch. 5 (76-94). 
4. Gaventa, Ch. 3 
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5. Lindert and Williamson, Chs 8 and 9 (194-241). 
6. Katznelson, Ira. 2005. When Affirmative Action was White: An Untold History of

 Racial Inequality in Twentieth-century America. WW Norton & Company, 
 Preface and Ch. 2. 

7. Lowi, Theodore J. 1979. The End of Liberalism: The Second Republic of the United 
 States. 2nd ed. New York: Norton, Ch.3. 

8. Key, V. O. 1949. Southern Politics in State and Nation. New York: A. A. Knopf., 3-18, 
 345-368, 533-554. 

9. Hacker, Jacob S., and Paul Pierson. 2010. Winner-Take-All Politics: How Washington 
 Made the Rich Richer-and Turned Its Back on the Middle Class. New York: 
 Simon & Schuster, “The Unseen Revolution of the 1970s” (95-115). 

 
Assignment #5: Plays devil’s advocate in the following ethically dubious exercise: there is no 
such thing as right or wrong—just power and defeat. Imagine you are a calculating, realpolitik 
actor and you need your side to win an election. Advocating for your current political values, 
devise a system that puts your political opponents at a disadvantage to challenge your 
electoral and governing power. At the end of your response, reflect on how this exercise made 
you feel—did it bother you in any way? Why or why not? 
 
Due uploaded to Moodle by 11:59pm on Saturday 3/20 
 

Part III. Dimensions of Unequal Power Disparities 
 
Week 6, 3/23: Nativity, Ethnicity and Immigration 

1. Miller, Stuart C. 1969. The Unwelcome Immigrant: The American Image of the Chinese, 
 1785-1882. Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, Ch. 9. 

2. Lee, Erika. 2002. “The Chinese Exclusion Example: Race, Immigration, and American 
 Gatekeeping, 1882-1924.” Journal of American Ethnic History 21 (3): 36-62. 

3. Hough, Jerry. 2006. Changing Party Coalitions: The Mystery of the Red State-Blue 
 State Alignment. New York: Agathon, Chs. 4-5 (91-128). 

4. Fox, Cybele. 2012. Three Worlds of Relief: Race, Immigration, and the American 
 Welfare State from the Progressive Era to the New Deal. Princeton, Princeton 
 University Press, Chs. 1-2 (1-51). 

5. Johnson, Kevin R. 1995. “Public Benefits and Immigration: The Intersection of 
 Immigration Status, Ethnicity, Gender, and Class,” UCLA Law Review 42 (6): 
 1509-1575. 

6. Huntington, Samuel. 2004. “The Hispanic Challenge.” Foreign Policy 141: 30-45. 
7. Citrin, Jack, Amy Lerman, Michael Murakami, and Kathryn Pearson. 2007. “Testing 

 Huntington: Is Hispanic Immigration a Threat to American Identity?” 
 Perspectives on Politics 5 (1): 31-48 

 
Assignment #6: Why were certain disadvantaged groups excluded from federal and state 
social welfare policies in the 20th Century? Do you see a clear logic to this division, or is it 
complex given the varying demands on the political system at the time? Does racism explain 
most or all of the equation? Why or why not? 
 
Due uploaded to Moodle by 11:59pm on Saturday 3/27 
 
Week 7, 3/30: Race 

1. Roediger, David R. 2002. The Wages of Whiteness: Race and the Making of the 
 American Working Class. Revised ed. London: Verso, Chs. 1-2. 
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2. Lieberman, Robert C. 1998. Shifting the Color Line: Race and the American Welfare 
 State. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, Ch. 2 (23-66). 

3. Davidson Buck, Pem. 2007. “Constructing Race, Creating White Privilege.” In Race, 
 Class, and Gender in the United States: An Integrated Study, edited by Paula S. 
 Rothenberg, 32-38. New York: Worth Publishers. 

4. Brodkin, Karen. 2007. “How Jews Became White Folks: And What That Says About Race 
 in America.” In Race, Class, and Gender in the United States: An Integrated 
 Study, edited by Paula S. Rothenberg, 38-53. New York: Worth Publishers. 

5. Alexander, Michelle. 2010. The New Jim Crow. Short excerpt on her website:

 http://newjimcrow.com/about/excerpt-from-the-introduction 
6. Eyer, Katie R. 2019. “The New Jim Crow Is the Old Jim Crow.” Yale Law Journal 128 

 (4): 1002-1077. 
7. Butler, Daniel M., and David E. Broockman. 2011. “Do Politicians Racially Discriminate 

 Against Constituents? A Field Experiment on State Legislators.” American 
 Journal of Political Science 55 (3): 463-477. 

 
Assignment #7: In your opinion, where is the power to divide coming from in America: class 
or race? Is one used in service of the other? How do you know? In your answer, address how 
race and class are used to divide the public. 
 
Due uploaded to Moodle by 11:59pm on Saturday 4/3 
 
Week 8, 4/6: Economic Class 

1. Beard, Charles A. 1913. An Economic Interpretation of the Constitution of the United 
 States. New York: The Macmillan Company, Prefaces and Ch. 1. 

2. Orren, Karen. 1987. “Organized Labor and the Invention of Modern Liberalism in the 
 United States.” Studies in American Political Development 2 (1): 317-336. 

3. Piven, Frances Fox, and Richard A. Cloward. 1993 [1971]. Regulating the Poor: The 
 Functions of Public Welfare. Updated ed. New York: Vintage Books, Chs. 11 
 (welfare retrenchment) and 12 (the poor and theories of the state) 

4. Gilens, Martin. 2005. “Inequality and Democratic Responsiveness.” Public Opinion 
 Quarterly 69 (5): 778-796. 

5. Carnes, Nicholas. 2012. “Does the Numerical Underrepresentation of the Working Class 
 in Congress Matter?” Legislative Studies Quarterly 37 (1): 5-34. 

6. Miler, Kristina C. 2018. Poor Representation: Congress and the Politics of Poverty in 
 the United States. New York: Cambridge University Press, Ch. 1. 

7. Diament, Sean. 2019. “The Poor in Their Minds: Conceptions of the Poor by Members of 
 Congress, 1933-1946.” Unpublished Manuscript. 

 
Assignment #8: What is the role of sex and gender in American politics? Explain the 
differential treatment between the sexes/genders in politics and policy. Why are women’s 
bodies the concern of the state? How is the state gendered? What claims are used to justify 
gendered politics? Take a stand: does the state have any legitimate role governing sex and 
gender?  
 
Due uploaded to Moodle by 11:59pm on Saturday 4/10 
 
Week 9, 4/13: Sex and Gender 

1. Celis, Karen, Johanna Kantola, Georgina Waylen, and S. Laurel Weldon. 2013. “Gender 
 and Politics: A Gendered World, a Gendered Discipline.” In The Oxford 
 Handbook of Gender and Politics, edited by Karen Celis, Johanna Kantola, 

http://newjimcrow.com/about/excerpt-from-the-introduction


Political Inequality in the U.S. 10 

 

 Georgina Waylen and S Laurel Weldon, 1-26. Oxford, UK: Oxford University 
 Press. 

2. Miller, Grant. 2008. “Women's Suffrage, Political Responsiveness, and Child Survival in 
 American History.” Quarterly Journal of Economics 123 (3): 1287–1327. 

3. Mettler, Suzanne. 1998. Dividing Citizens: Gender and Federalism in New Deal Public 
 Policy. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, Chs. 1 and 9. 

4. Thurston, Chloe N. 2018. At the Boundaries of Homeownership: Credit, Discrimination, 
 and the American State. New York: Cambridge University Press, Ch. 5. 

5. Siegel, Reva. “Reasoning From the Body: A Historical Perspective on Abortion 
 Regulation and Questions of Equal Protection.” Stanford Law Review 44: 
 261-381. 

6. Kanthak, Kristin, and Jonathan Woon. 2015. “Women Don't Run? Election Aversion and 
 Candidate Entry.” American Journal of Political Science 59 (3): 595-612. 

7. Diament, Sean, Adam Howat, and Matthew Lacombe. 2018. “Gender Representation in 
 the American Politics Canon: An Analysis of Core Graduate Syllabi.” PS: Political 
 Science & Politics, 51 (3): 635-640. 

 
Assignment #9: Are marginalized groups served well by political parties, interest groups, and 
social movements? In your answer, address the ways in which these institutions may help 
disadvantaged groups, and the ways in which they may further harm their interests. Which 
vessels are more useful for marginalized communities: parties, interest groups, or social 
movements? Fully explain your reasoning.  
 
Due uploaded to Moodle by 11:59pm on Saturday 4/17 
 
Week 10, 4/20: Parties, Interest Groups and Social Movement 

1. McAdam, Doug. 1982. Political Process and the Development of Black Insurgency, 
 1930-1970. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, Chs. 5 and 9. 

2. Schickler, Eric. 2019 [2016]. “From Racial Realignment: The Transformation of 
 American Liberalism, 1932-1965.” In Readings in American Politics: Analysis 
 and Perspectives, edited by Ken Kollman, 557-566. New York: W.W. Norton & 
 Company. 

3. Frymer, Paul. 1999. Uneasy Alliances: Race and Party Competition in America.
 Princeton: Princeton University Press, Chs. 1 and 2. 

4. Hall, Richard L., and Frank W. Wayman. 1990. “Buying Time: Moneyed Interests and 
 the Mobilization of Bias in Congressional Committees.” American Political 
 Science Review 84 (3): 797-820. 

5. Baumgartner, Frank R., and Beth L. Leech. 2001. “Interest Niches and Policy 
 Bandwagons: Patterns of Interest Group Involvement in National Politics.” 
 Journal of Politics 63 (4): 1191-1213. 

6. Longres, John F. 1982. “Minority Groups: An Interest-group Perspective.” Social Work 
 27 (1): 7-14. 

7. Strolovitch, Dara Z. 2006. “Do Interest Groups Represent the Disadvantaged? Advocacy 
 at the Intersections of Race, Class, and Gender.” Journal of Politics 68 (4): 894-
 910. 

8. Ganz, Marshall. 2000. “Resources and Resourcefulness: Strategic Capacity in the 
 Unionization of California Agriculture, 1959-1966.” American Journal of 
 Sociology 105 (4): 1003-1062. 

 
Assignment #10: How does where you live impact your opportunities in life and political 
power? Do the impediments to full participation and equal power differ between cities and 
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rural areas, and if so, in what ways? In your opinion, is one form (urban or rural) especially 
pernicious compared to the other? 
 
Due uploaded to Moodle by 11:59pm on Saturday 4/24 
 
Week 11, 4/27: Geospatial Inequality: Space and Place in Subnational Politics 

1. Swanstrom, Todd, Peter Dreier, and John Mollenkopf. 2002. “Economic Inequality and 
 Public  Policy: The Power of Place.” City & Community, 1 (4): 349-372. 

2. Self, Robert O. 2003. American Babylon: Race and the Struggle for Postwar Oakland. 
 Princeton: Princeton University Press, 96-170. 

3. Wilson, William J. 1996. When Work Disappears: The World of the New Urban Poor. 
 New York: Knopf, Ch. 1. 

4. Lawless, Jennifer L., and Richard L. Fox. 2001. “Political Participation of the Urban 
 Poor.” Social Problems 48 (3): 362-85. 

5. Furuseth, Owen. 1998. “Service Provision and Social Deprivation.” In The Geography of 
 Rural Change, edited by Brian Ilbery, 233-256. London: Routledge. 

6. Gaventa, Conclusion (252-261). 
7. Vance, J. D. 2016. Hillbilly Elegy: A Memoir of a Family and Culture in Crisis. New

 York: Harper, Ch. 4. 
8. La Raja, Raymond. 2009. “Redistricting: Reading Between the Lines.” Annual Review of 

 Political Science 12 (1): 203-223. 
 
Assignment #11: In your opinion, what is the most important source of political inequality in 
the United States? What makes this aspect so pernicious? Who is affected by this dynamic? 
Finally, propose a solution to overcoming political inequality. Which actors and institutions 
should be involved in your fix? 
 
Due uploaded to Moodle by 11:59pm on Saturday 5/1 
 

Part IV. Paths to Political Equality 
 
Week 12, 5/4: Paths Toward Equality 

1. Ackerman, Bruce. 2013. “Reviving Democratic Citizenship?” Politics & Society 41 (2): 
 309-317. 

2. Dahl. 2003. Chs. 7 and 8 (159-177). 
3. Coates, Ta-Nehisi. 2014. “The Case for Reparations.” The Atlantic, June. 
4. Mansbridge, Jane. 1999. “Should Blacks Represent Blacks and Women Represent 

 Women? A Contingent 'Yes'.” Journal of Politics 61 (3): 628-657. 
5. Page, Benjamin I., and Martin Gilens. 2017. Democracy in America? What Has Gone 

 Wrong and What We Can Do About It. Chicago: The University of Chicago 
 Press, Conclusion. 

6. McCarty, Nolan M., Keith T. Poole, and Howard Rosenthal. 2016. Polarized America: 
 The Dance of Ideology and Unequal Riches. Second ed. Cambridge, MA: MIT 
 Press, Conclusion. 

7. Hacker, Jacob S., and Paul Pierson. 2010. “Conclusion: Beating Winner-Take-All” (288-
 306). 

8. Carnes, Nicholas. 2013. White-Collar Government: The Hidden Role of Class in 
 Economic Policy Making. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, Conclusion. 


