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PSCI 263:  
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• For W students, the W component is 30% of the grade, and each essay is worth 17.5% of 
your grade. The final W paper is approximately 15 pages, with instructions provided at the 
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Academic disabilities. If you have a disability for which you may request an academic 
accommodation, you are encouraged to contact me and the access coordinator for your school to 
establish eligibility for academic accommodations (please see  
https://www.rochester.edu/disability/students.html). 
 
If any of these policies are unclear or if there are other relevant details for your situation, please 
contact me sooner 
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February 7 and 9. 
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have to win large majorities in order to govern while Republicans don’t need 
majorities at all” FiveThirtyEight. Available at  
https://fivethirtyeight.com/features/advantage-gop/.  

o Ladd, Jonathan M. 2019. “The Senate is a much bigger problem than the Electoral 
College.” Vox. Available at 
https://www.vox.com/mischiefs-of-faction/2019/4/9/18300749/senate-problem-
electoral-college.  

o Inhofe, Jim and Trent England. 2021. “The Uniquely Dangerous Movement to End 
the Electoral College.” National Review. Available at  
https://www.nationalreview.com/2021/12/the-uniquely-dangerous-movement-to-
end-the-electoral-college/ 

o York, John. 2019. “
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• Fishkin, Joseph and David E. Pozen. “Asymmetric Constitutional Hardball.” Available at 
https://columbialawreview.org/content/asymmetric-constitutional-hardball/.  

• Bernstein, David E. “Constitutional Hardball Yes, Asymmetric Not So Much.” Available 
at https://columbialawreview.org/content/constitutional-hardball-yes-asymmetric-not-so-
much/.  

• Shugerman, Jed Handelsman. “Constitutional Hardball vs. Beanball: Identifying 
Fundamentally Antidemocratic Tactics.” Available at  
https://columbialawreview.org/content/hardball-vs-beanball-identifying-fundamentally-
antidemocratic-tactics/.  

• Fishkin, Joseph and David E. Pozen. “Evaluating Constitutional Hardball: Two Fallacies 
and a Research Agenda.” Available at https://columbialawreview.org/content/evaluating-
constitutional-hardball-two-fallacies-and-a-research-agenda/.  

 
April 22. Final W papers due by midnight 
 
April 13, 18, 20, 25. Electoral college failures, the 2020 election, and beyond 
Reading questions: Why was the Electoral College created and why does it still exist? What 
specific flaws in the Electoral College have contributed to near meltdowns in the past? Why are 
these still concerns at present?  

• Edwards, George C. 2011. Why the Electoral College is Bad for America. Chs. 1, 2, 5. 
• Keyssar, Alexander. 2020. Why Do We Still Have the Electoral College? Introduction 

and Conclusion. 
• Foley, Edward B. 2016. Ballot Battles: The History of Disputed Elections in the United 

States. Chs. 5 and 11. 
• Levitsky, Steven and Daniel Ziblatt. 2021. “The Biggest Threat to Democracy Is the GOP 

Stealing the Next Election.” The Atlantic. 
• Other recent media pieces TBD. 

 
Final exam: Essays #3 and #4 during university-scheduled final exam bloc, date TBD 
 
 

W assignment 
 

Students enrolled in the W section of the course will complete the following assignment. You will 
choose one U.S. state (or a territory or D.C.) to study. The goal is to document and analyze 
important reforms that made political competition in the state either more or less democratic. The 
focus should be on political institutions at the state level, rather than how politicians from your 
state affected federal institutions. 
 
The final paper should be about 15 pages. The paper should engage with core themes from the 
course. You are required to check in with me early in the semester to approve your choice of state, 
ideally in a short zoom meeting after class 
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specific state, whereas others may be broader histories that include shorter discussions of your 
state.  
 
A draft of the paper is due March 18. I will provide detailed feedback on this draft, but only on 
this draft (although I am happy to talk generally about the papers in office hours). The more effort 
you put into the draft, the better feedback I can provide. You should then incorporate this feedback 
into the final paper, which is due April 22. 
 
The following suggestions should prove helpful: 

• You should choose a state for which scholars have conducted extensive research. My guess 
is that the major early northern states (Massachusetts and New York), any southern state 
that seceded (especially those among the original 13 states), California, D.C., or Puerto 
Rico would make for the most engaging papers. Whether you choose one of these or 
another state, before I approve your choice, we will jointly come up with a list of initial 
sources to consult. 

• You are not restricted to focus solely on voting rights (restrictions on the franchise, access 
to voting), but I assume this will be the primary focus of most papers. This is both a core 
component of democracy, and one that is extensively researched. 

• The paper should both describe important events that happened and attempt to explain 
these outcomes. I imagine most papers will have more description than explanation, but 
make sure to incorporate themes from the course to offer (at least a tentative) argument for 
why political actors took the actions they did to produce these outcomes.   

• I would suggest putting a timeline up front of the events you will focus on in the paper. 
This will clearly characterize the outcomes you seek to explain. 

• You can choose the temporal scope of your study. For example, if you choose North 
Carolina, you could analyze events between the end of the Civil War and the consolidation 
of an authoritarian regime in the early 20th century. Alternatively, you could start with 
North Carolina’s “Solid South” regime and discuss any reforms that occurred during the 
Jim Crow era, or contemporary struggles over democratic competition in North Carolina. 
I’m not opposed in principle to the idea of a paper that covers a very long time period, such 


