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I. Introduction
a. Clip
b. News
c. sign-in
d. today

II. Midterm #1

III. Writing a Research Paper 
Redux

a. dv/iv
b. the theory
c. the strawman
d. data limitations
e. does data match theory?
f. lying with statistics

IV. Writing a Bill History

V. Conclusion
a. Skip Sinclair Thursday

News

Health and Human Services Secretary Tom Price “resigned under pressure on Friday after 
racking up at least $400,000 in travel bills for chartered flights and undermining President 
Trump’s promise to drain the swamp of a corrupt and entitled capital,” the New York Times 
reports. Sam Baker: “Price might not have gotten ACA repeal over the finish line, but even 
in his short tenure, he was able to undermine the law significantly. Under his leadership, 
HHS waged a PR campaign against the ACA; slashed funding to help promote enrollment; 
and directed regional department officials not to assist state-based enrollment efforts.”

“I thought they were voting for libertarian Republicans. But after some soul-searching, I 
realized when they voted for Rand and Ron [Paul] and me in these primaries, they weren’t 
voting for libertarian ideas. They were voting for the craziest son of a bitch in the race. And 
Donald Trump won best in class.” — Rep. Thomas Massie (R-KY)

9/27/17 -- Washington Post: “The Kentucky Republican had to abandon, again, an effort 
to repeal the Affordable Care Act amid an uprising from the more moderate wing of the 
GOP caucus. Then he learned that one of his most influential Republican chairman would 
not run for reelection next year, setting up a potentially divisive race to succeed the 
senator.” “Finally, before 9:30 p.m. Tuesday, McConnell suffered the final indignity: His 
preferred candidate in Alabama, Sen. Luther Strange (R), lost the GOP nomination in 
embarrassing fashion to a conservative insurgent who vowed that his victory would send 
a message that McConnell and his allies should ‘run scared for a while.'”

Sen. Bob Corker (R-TN) charged in an interview that President Trump was treating his 
office like “a reality show,” with reckless threats toward other countries that could set the 
nation “on the path to World War III,” the New York Times reports. In an extraordinary 
rebuke of a president of his own party, Mr. Corker said he was alarmed about a president 
who acts “like he’s doing ‘The Apprentice’ or something.” Said Corker: “He concerns 
me. He would have to concern anyone who cares about our nation.”
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News
Rep. Linda Sanchez (D-CA) said that “it’s time for House Minority 
Leader Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) and her leadership team to prepare to step 
down and make way for the next generation of lawmakers in her caucus,” 
the Washington Post reports. Said Sanchez: “I do think it’s time to pass a 
torch to a new generation of leaders, and I want to be a part of that 
transition.” The comments by Sanchez, “who as vice chairman of the 
House Democratic Caucus ranks fifth in the 194-member body, are the 
most explicit to date by a senior congressional Democrat and a member of 
the California congressional delegation about Pelosi’s political future.”

Rep. Kyrsten Sinema (D-AZ) is running for the Senate seat held by Jeff Flake 
(R-AZ), “ending months of speculation about her political future and giving 
Democrats a top-tier fundraiser with experience on Capitol Hill,” the Arizona 
Republic reports. The Cook Political Report rates the race a “toss up.”

9/29/17 -- The Senate Budget Committee “laid the groundwork for a party-line 
overhaul of the tax code, but not another attempt to repeal the Affordable Care Act,” 
Axios reports. “Some conservatives had hoped to combine health care and tax 
reform. But many Republicans, especially in leadership, feared that would make it 
impossible to pass either one. The outline released this morning would delay 
another run at health care until the tax rewrite effort is finished.” Washington Post: 
“The budget document is a key precursor for any tax bill, setting out procedures that 
will allow the legislation to pass with a simple 51-vote majority rather than the 
usual 60-vote supermajority. According to the draft released Friday, the Senate 
Finance Committee and House Ways and Means Committee will have until Nov. 13 
to draft tax bills that cost no more than $1.5 trillion in lost revenue.”

News
“Republican leaders are backing away from a proposal to fully repeal an expensive tax 
break used by more than 40 million tax filers to deduct state and local taxes amid pushback 
from fellow lawmakers whose residents rely on the popular provision,” the New York 
Times reports. “The state and local tax deduction is estimated to cost $1.3 trillion over the 
next decade and its repeal is central to paying for a sweeping tax rewrite unveiled last week 
by Republican lawmakers and administration officials. But elimination of the provision has 
emerged as a flash point in the nascent debate over the plan, with Republicans in high-tax 
states worried about backlash from residents who could see their tax bills rise.”

Rep. Tim Murphy (R-PA) has resigned effective October 21, according to a 
statement from Speaker Paul Ryan. Politico: “Republican sources familiar with 
Murphy’s thinking said the married father of one child initially believed he 
could weather a Pittsburgh Post-Gazette story revealing he had sent a series of 
text messages to his girlfriend — a psychologist half his age — encouraging 
her to have an abortion. Murphy had been a strongly anti-abortion lawmaker 
during his 15 years in Congress.” Cook Political Report: “This is very tough 
territory for Democrats. But it’s not impossible, and the combination of a pro-
Democratic national climate and the fallout from Murphy’s ignominious 
personal behavior makes this special election potentially competitive.”

“Senate Republicans are running into internal resistance to their proposed 
repeal of the estate tax, making it a potential casualty of the trade-offs the 
GOP faces in its effort to overhaul the tax code,” the Wall Street Journal 
reports. “The party’s leaders included estate-tax repeal in the tax-overhaul 
framework they released last week. But Sens. Mike Rounds (R-SD) and 
Susan Collins (R-ME) said this that week repeal isn’t necessary. Others say 
their desire to eliminate the tax must be balanced against other priorities.”

Obama’s judicial appointments: liberal, but not that liberal
Monkeycage, John Sides: The debate about Obama’s 
judicial appointments — which includes not just 
predictable conservative opposition but disappointed 
liberals too – now has some better data:

What is the ideological direction of the judges 
appointed by President Barack Obama during his first 
five years in office?  To answer this question we 
analyzed 683 U.S. district court decisions handed down 
by judges appointed to the trial court bench by 
President Obama.  These decisions were studied along 
with over 106,000 opinions by over 2,300 judges 
published in the Federal Supplement from 1932 
through 2013.  We find that while the Obama cohort is 
more liberal than the appointees of recent GOP

presidents, they are not as liberal overall as some critics have at times suggested.  Overall, the Obama judges are 
somewhat more liberal than the Clinton judges but slightly less liberal than the Carter and Johnson jurists.  The 
Obama judges are effectively deciding cases as we might expect from mainstream Democrats.

This is from a new paper by political scientists Robert Carp and Kenneth Manning.  They examined each of these 
opinions to capture whether it was in the liberal direction or conservative direction.  For example, they argue, a 
liberal decision would tend to expand civil rights or civil liberties, uphold government intervention in the 
economy, and side with criminal defendants arguing against police overreach.  Here is the percent of decisions by 
district court judges that were liberal, broken down by the president who appointed those judges.
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Obama’s judicial appointments: liberal, but not that liberal

This portrait of Obama’s district court appointments squares with some other measures of Obama’s ideology 
versus recent presidents — notably those developed by the political scientist Keith Poole.  He also finds that 
Obama, while more liberal than recent Republican presidents, is not really more liberal than recent 
Democratic presidents.  Carp and Manning conclude:

Overall, the data suggest that Obama’s judges are not shaping up to be for the left what the George W. Bush 
judges were for the right. The jurists appointed by W. Bush were among the  most conservative since 1932. 
One cannot make a similar claim about the ideological  disposition of Obama’s judges on the left side of the 
political spectrum. Yes, the Obama  appointees are liberal, but they are not setting a new ideological record. 
As such, the judges  appointed by President Obama are well within the mainstream of American political 
ideology.  As Obama serves out the remainder of his second term and fills more vacancies on the federal  
bench, there is every reason to believe that this trend will continue.

Esquire: Not long ago, animated by the public mood about Congress and its current historic ineptitude and 
extremism, we decided to talk to members of Congress, from both houses and both parties, to find out what their 
problem was. And they started talking, often at length and in surprisingly thoughtful ways, about their jobs. I 
ended up talking to ninety members—a third of the Senate, more than a tenth of the House. They have all been 
eager to talk, as if they wanted to get something off their chest. They represent the full ideological spectrum, and 
the full florid bouquet of American accents, and an almost astonishing variety of biography

But who really cares about the sad plight of members of Congress? "I had $42 million dropped into my 2012 
race by outside groups—$42 million—a record that will likely be exceeded this year in North Carolina, now that 
the Supreme Court has become almost an arm of corporate America. I'm not whining about this," says Sherrod 
Brown, Democratic senator from Ohio, "because nobody cares about the problems of people in our position. No 
whining on the yacht!"

Help, We're in a Living Hell and Don't Know How to Get Out

Esquire: Except, of course, that their dilemma is our 
disaster.  I had initially planned to ask for no more than 
ten minutes of their time, basically just to ask them why 
they were so bad at their job, but fairly quickly it 
became obvious that these were going to be richer and 
deeper conversations than I had bargained for. And 
along the way, something unexpected happened: I 
became less angry and more sympathetic to the thresher 
that all of these people find themselves caught in. They 
are not whining. They are crying for help. After only a 
few interviews, I stopped asking, "Why are you so bad 
at your job?" because it occurred to me that it was a 
cheap question, the kind of question that's not interested 
in an answer, which is just the sort of cultural deformity 
that got us into this mess. It's a terrible job, being in 
Congress in 2014.

Help, We're in a Living Hell and Don't Know How to Get Out

"It's become shirts versus skins far too often," says Republican senator Jeff Flake of Arizona. "A couple of years 
ago, I got invited to play basketball with the president, myself and nine other House members. And I was in the 
White House in the basement lacing up my shoes, and I got a call on my cell phone. Somehow somebody 
patched it through, and it was a woman from Arizona, a constituent, crying hysterically. 'Don't play basketball 
with that man!' she said. It's become terrible. It really has." 
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Research Design Proposal

30% of your final grade is based on a research design proposal.  The proposal should be a maximum of 15 
pages in length (typed, double-spaced, Times New Roman, 12 point font, Chicago style citations). Students 
will be allowed fairly wide latitude in choosing their topic.  Again, do not hesitate to consult the instructor 
for ideas and/or suggestions.  The topic should be in some way related to legislative politics.  The most 
important aspect of choosing a paper question is that the topic be testable using data or methods that can be 
acquired and implemented.  The instructor will be available during office hours for consultation.  The paper 
should feature a review of the relevant scholarly literature, a well developed theory, and a detailed 
discussion of a potential test of that theory.  The paper is due Tuesday, December 5th at 5:00pm. E-mailed 
papers will not be accepted. Papers will be docked a full letter grade for each day they are late.  A more 
detailed discussion of the paper project can be found on the website.

The final paper should require the following labeled sections: Introduction, Literature Review, Theory, 
Methods and Conclusion. 

Bill History Option

Instead of a research design proposal, students will 
have the option of writing a detailed bill history. This 
assignment will require a detailed analysis of the 
passage of a landmark piece of American legislation. 
These histories will be based on information from 
the Congressional Record. They will include things 
like: What procedures were used in the House of 
Representatives? What procedures were used in the 
Senate? What did opponents of the bill argue? What 
did proponents argue? Was the bill part of the 
President’s agenda (i.e. was it mentioned in a State 
of the Union speech)? How many amendments were 
offered on the floor of both chambers? What was the 
vote split on key votes? Students will work with the 
instructor to select a bill.

This option is a sensible alternative for students 
interested in working in legislative politics. A 
detailed description of the assignment will be posted 
online. Interested students should contact the 
instructor. 

President Roosevelt signing the 
Presidential Tariff Powers Extension, 
1945

Research Design Issues

• A research design is a plan that shows how a researcher intends to 
fulfill the goals of a proposed study

– A research design is the scheme that guides the process of 
collecting, analyzing, and interpreting data

– It is a logical model of proof that allows the making of valid 
causal inferences

– It indicates what observations will be made to provide 
answers to the questions posed by the researcher, how the 
observations will be made, and the analytical and statistical 
procedures to be used once the data are collected

– If the goal of the research is to test hypotheses, a research 
design will also explain how the test is to be accomplished
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Research Design Issues

• All research designs to test hypotheses are attempts by 
researchers to accomplish four main objectives:

– Establish a relationship between two or more variables

– Demonstrate that the results are generally true in the real 
world

– Reveal whether one phenomenon precedes another in time

– Eliminate as many alternative explanations for a phenomenon 
as possible

Research Design Issues

• Many factors affect the choice of a particular research design
– One is the purpose of the investigation—whether the 

research is intended to be exploratory, descriptive, or 
explanatory will most likely influence the choice of a 
research design

– Another is the practical limitations on how researchers 
may test their hypotheses

• Some research designs may be unethical, others impossible to 
implement for lack of data or sufficient time and money

• Researchers frequently must balance what is humanly possible to 
accomplish against what would be ideally done to test a 
particular hypothesis

– Consequently, many of the research designs that 
researchers actually use are unfortunate but necessary 
compromises

Research Design Issues
Regardless of the specific purpose of a study, its research design 

should include the following basic elements:
1. An introduction, outlining the question, explaining its importance and a 

statement discussing the researcher’s argument

2. A statement of the purpose of the research

- This can contain a literature review

3. A statement of the hypothesis to be tested (if any)

- These are specified in the theory

4. A specification of the variables to be employed

5. A statement of how each variable is to be operationalized and measured

6. A detailed statement of how observations are to be organized and conducted

7. A general discussion of how the data collected will be analyzed

- These four points should be detailed in the methods section

8. A conclusion detailing the importance of the study and argument, as well as 
outlining potential problems, future work, generalizability and normative policy 
recommendations (if any).
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Introduction

I.  Introduction – This section sets up the paper.  What is the question you’re seeking to answer?  
Why does it matter?  What is your argument?  Provide a brief outline of what you’re planning on 
doing in the paper. A clear introduction goes a long way towards motivating the research.

Students often have difficulties selecting a paper topic.  Feel free to contact the instructor for 
feedback on this.  Here is a listing of some broader ideas for paper topics that students have looked at 
in the past:

- How does <gender, the adoption of the 17th amendment, education, the Electoral College> 
affect <voting, turnout, etc.> in <presidential elections, congressional elections, state judicial 
elections, political primaries, etc.> in the United States?
- How does <term limits for elected officials, the line-item veto, campaign finance reform, the 
length of a member's term, negative campaign advertising, the Senate filibuster> affect <a 
representatives' voting, spending in congress/a state, the likelihood a member gets reelected>?
- How does <age, gender, the mode of selection> impact voting in <the United States Court of 
Appeals, trial courts, the United States Supreme Court, the U.S. House of Representatives, the 
U.S. Senate >?
- What factors influence <members of Congress, State representatives, governors> decision to 
<retire, seek higher office>?

DEFINE YOUR TERMS!

Introduction

I.  Introduction – Your introduction 
should accomplish a couple things.  
First, sell me on the importance of your 
question.  Why should I care about 
media bias?  You can do this either by 
telling me or by using a case study/news 
story.  Regardless, you should try to 
hook your reader in.  Second, you 
should be clear in telling the reader 
what your argument is.  You don’t need 
to give me all the details (and you 
shouldn’t), but I should be aware of 
what your specific question/argument is 
from your introduction.  Finally, a 
roadmap paragraph is usually a helpful 
way to conclude your introduction.  This 
generally involves telling me what your 
argument is, how you plan on testing it, 
what conclusions you will draw and 
what the next section does.  

Literature Review

II.  Literature Review – The literature review section builds off of your introduction.  What does the 
most recent and relevant literature say about your question?  Is the current literature limited in any 
way?  Are there controversies or debates within it? In what way will your paper contribute to this 
literature?  

Your paper should cite at least five political science/scholarly resources.  This includes published 
articles, working papers or published books.  An invaluable resource to identify these papers can be 
found at www.jstor.org or through usage of Google Scholar.  Students looking for accessible political 
science research may also consider consulting articles discussed on the monkey cage – a political 
science blog.  The blog itself is not a source; however, the articles they discuss are often good fit for 
your literature review.

Articles published in law reviews are fair game to use in the paper, but that they do not count 
towards your five scholarly sources. Please don’t take this as an indictment of law reviews – they 
publish some fantastic research. However, they don’t go through the blind peer-review process and 
are often more normative than traditional social science research. Additionally, students will become 
familiar with law reviews as they go on to law school, etc., and as such, I’d like to them to use 
political science research while they’re here.

Wikipedia is open-source material and NOT appropriate for this paper.  Please do not cite to 
Wikipedia in any form in this paper.
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III.  Theory – Again, this section should build off of your previous two sections.  It is 
typically the most difficult section for students to compose.  Your theory needs to be clear 
in addressing the issues and questions posed in your introduction and literature review 
sections.  Here’s a descriptive of a theory section I gave to a student in a previous course:

Your theory section needs to take your thesis statement from your introduction and build 
on it. For example, in the Moraski and Shipan paper, their thesis was that “political 
context is going to dictate the ideological location of Supreme Court nominations.” Their 
theory explained why this is in greater detail. It argued that when the Senate was located 
to the left of the president, who was to the left of the current court, than the Senate should 
allow the president substantially leeway in choosing a nominee. Moraski and Shipan
explained why they felt this was the case in greater detail and then expanded on two other 
ideological scenarios.

Often times, students write weak theory sections because they don’t want to state 
anything they think is going to be obvious. Don’t make this mistake and don’t assume to 
much of the reader. Another common mistake is that students fail to anticipate and 
evaluate any counter-points to their argument. This is another issue that should be dealt 
with in your theory. Generally -- a good theory section is a page and half. If you’re not 
running that long, don’t kill yourself over it – you can still put together a solid paper even 
if the theory is weak.

Theory

Theory

Theories are statements about the 
expected relationships between 
variables

• Expectations are formed by 
linking some variables to other 
variables in a series of logically 
connected arguments

• The logical connections 
stipulate the relationship between 
the variables

• Can think of a theory as a 
series of if…then statements

Ex. Median Voter Theory

• Series of assumptions about voters and candidates leads to 
expectations about candidate’s ideological positions

Dependent/Independent Variables

• All theories include dependent and independent variables

– A dependent variable is something we hope to explain (the “effect” in a 
cause and effect relationship)

– An independent variable is something that we think will provide us with all 
or part of the explanation of the dependent variable (the “cause” in a cause 
and effect relationship)

• Ex – Voters casting votes for the candidates closest to them on the ideological 
spectrum causes candidates to converge to the median of the electorate

• The relationships between independent and dependent variables implied by any 
theory constitutes its predictions

– These predictions are often referred to as hypotheses

– They are the empirical implications drawn from the theory’s logical 
connections between variables

– We then need to test the hypotheses

• Ex – The Median voter theory predicts that candidates will converge to the 
middle of the ideological spectrum
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Theories

• Every theory has some core features in 
common

– Every theory contains a set of assumptions

• The assumptions of a theory are its 
crucial building blocks

• Assumptions are the principle means by 
which theorists simplify reality

• Ex – Median Voter Assumptions

– Only Two Candidates/Parties

– Everyone votes

– Candidates only care about winning office

– Movement on the ideological spectrum is 
costless

Theories

One of the most important questions to ask about any theory is 
whether its assumptions limit the domain of circumstances that 
the theory is capable of addressing

A good theory will be general enough to apply to many events

The more events or facts a theory can explain with a limited set of 
assumptions, the more useful the theory will be (parsimony)

• Thus, a theory of elections that does not require you to 
distinguish between primary and general elections has greater 
potential value for the study of elections than does a theory that 
only explains primary elections or general elections but not 
both

Theories

• Beware of the straw man.  A 
straw man argument is based on 
either misrepresentation of an 
opponent's position or the 
creation of an argument to which 
few or no credible support exists.

– Attacking a straw man can involve creating the illusion of having 
refuted a proposition by substituting a superficially similar 
proposition (the "straw man"), and refuting it, without ever having 
actually refuted the original position. -- Wikipedia

– The end result is to bolster one’s theoretical claim or personal 
standing. 

– If you can’t address the entirety of an argument (it happens), say so –
and ALWAYS cite.  
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Theories

• How we judge predictions from 
theories is certainly open to some 
dispute

• Some theories do not allow any 
possibility that evidence can show 
them to be wrong

– Such theories are not falsifiable
(they cannot be proven 
inaccurate or wrong)

– They may be true (or not), but 
we have no way to be confident 
they are true or useful, short of 
faith

Testing Theories

• “Most people today don’t care about politics and they sure don’t 
trust the government”

– What are the essential concepts?

– What are the relations between them?

– What is our hypothesis?  

Testing Theories

Operationalization is taking concepts and turning them into 
variables

– Valid

– Reliable

• How can we measure “caring about politics”? 

• How can we measure “trust in government”? 



10

Testing Theories

Robert Putnam’s Bowling Alone
• Trust in government is a good thing
• Some level of participation is necessary for 

democracy
• Putnam argues (theorizes): 

• People do not participate in politics because they 
lack trust in others 

• People do not trust others because they don’t 
participate in activities (like social groups) that 
help build social trust (social capital) 

• Social trust shows the usefulness of “cooperation 
for mutual benefit”

• If we don’t join groups we don’t learn to trust 
each other and don’t see why any collective 
efforts (like politics) might matter

• Evidence: The decline in participation in social 
groups coincides with the decline in political 
participation

Relationships in Hypotheses

Need to operationalize “participation” and “the things 
you learn from groups (social capital)”

– Participation is easy

– If social capital is created through group 
membership then you can 
measure/operationalize “social capital” by 
looking at group membership

– Types of groups?

Relationships in Hypotheses

Putnam’s Independent and Dependent Variables
• DV – Political Participation
• IV – Membership in social groups

Putnam used existing data to test his hypotheses

• Look at old data to test new hypotheses and assert that 
assumptions are correct

1968 1976 1984 1988 1996 2000 2004

Attend 
meetings, 
Rallies or 
Speeches

9% 6% 9% 7% 5% 5% 7%

Work for 
party or 
candidate

6 5 6 3 2 3 3

Vote 76 72 74 70 73 73 77

Trust gov’t
always/most
of the time

61 33 44 40 33 44 47
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Levels of Relationships

Relationship Meaning

Null No relationship

Inferential/Correlative A relationship is presumed that deals 
with degrees of influence of one 
variable on another (no direction)

Direct/Inverse A specific correlative relationship that 
specifies the direction 

Causal Changes in one variable are presumed 
to results from variations in another

IV.  Methods - Once you have made your 
theory clear, you should begin thinking about 
how you will test it.  What are your 
hypotheses/expectations?  What variables will 
you use?  How will you acquire them?  What 
do you expect to find when you test them?  
What will you use to test your expectations?  
You can keep the technical aspects of this 
section as simple as you would like.

You do not need to specify or include a 
working statistical model -- and one is not 
expected for this paper. Your methods section 
should focus on (1) identifying where you 
would get the data from the test your 
hypothesis, and then, for you to (2) identify 
your dependent and (3) any independent 
variables in your analysis. You can feel free to 
write your conclusion section as if you ran the 
model and that your results confirmed your 
hypotheses.

Methods

V.  Conclusion – Assuming 
your results hold, what 
conclusions can you draw 
from your research?  Can 
your findings be generalized 
to other areas?  Can you make 
any normative 
recommendations based on 
them?  What future work is 
necessary?

Conclusion
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1. 3 am six page illegible rant about 
Obama/Republicans/hippies/etc…

• It’s a research paper, people

2. The student who cites wikipedia exclusively…
• Cato institute and Daily KOS are also not appropriate cites.

3. 8 page lit review, half a paragraph of theory…
4. The “is this a good topic?” the weekend before its due e-

mailer…
• You can wait until the last minute, just don’t advertise

5. The four page paragraph composer…
• It’s even worse if it’s all one sentence.

6. The scared writer…
• Suck it up and make an argument!

7. The overly confident writer...
• You haven’t “conclusively proven” anything.

8. The student who never rereads…
• There’s a big difference between “assess” and “asses”

9. The perfectionist…
• Two types of papers: Good and finished

10. The plagiarizer and the paper buyer
• I know how to work google

Don’t be this Student…

11. The creative writer
• I’m not asking you to recreate “A Tale of Two 

Cities.” Be direct.

12.  The conversational writer
• “Sick and tired,” “that being said,” “line in the sand”

13.  The student who Doesn’t capitalize Consistently
• Use the find command…

14.  The “over-quoter”
• Use your own words…Show me you’ve done the 

reading. Also -- block quotes and page numbers!

15.  The policy paper writer
• Political science and public policy are separate fields

Don’t be this Student…

16.  Captain Jargon
• Define your terms

17.  The rambler
• Be on point and stay on point.  Don’t shy away from footnotes.  

18.  The car salesman
• Cut the adjectives and adverbs.  Let the reader decide if something is tremendous or very 

interesting

20.  The fact fudger
• Check your dates and background information.  When in doubt – cite!

21.  The never picks up the paper student
• I hold onto them for several years.  Pick them up or I will find you…

Bill History
Assignment Overview/Project Description
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Bill History

Bill History

Bill History
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Bill History

Bill History

Conclusion

Have a great day.

For Thursday: Skip Sinclair—We’ll be reading Binder et al. and Krehbiel. 


