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10/12/17 OutlineI. Introduction
a. Clip
b. News
c. sign-in
d. Third Parties
e. Trump is a real world 

political science 
experiment

II. Ideology
a. What is it?
b. Why do we care?
c. How do we measure it?
d. Scaling
e. How do we fix 

polarization?

III. Ideology v. Party
a. A Party “Effect”
b. Why parties?
c. Why not in the U.S.?
d. Who cares?

IV. Krehbiel
a. The “sell”
b. The conventional wisdom
c. Theory/argument
d. His evidence:

• A to Z Spending Bill
• Discharge petition
• Waffler/Cosponsor
• “Ideology”

e. Prediction
f. Results
g. Other points
h. Thoughts?

V. Binder et al.
a. The “sell”
b. The conventional wisdom
c. Their argument

• Measurement matters
• IG Scores are biased

d. Their evidence
• Data?

e. Prediction
f. Results
g. Other points
h. Thoughts? 

VI. Conclusion

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.”
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Third Parties and Partisan Realignment

What drives the ideological movement of parties? 

What effects do third parties have in American 
elections?

Miller and Schofield (2003, 245): “Politics may 
appear to be characterized by a single cleavage, but 
this is because the two parties [led by ideological 
activists] themselves ‘organize’ politics along the 
dimension that separates them. Party disagreement 
on one dimension of politics makes that dimension 
more salient, while the other dimension is obscured 
by tacit party agreement.”

Third Parties and Partisan Realignment

Third Parties and Partisan Realignment
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Third Parties and Partisan Realignment

To maximize their vote share relative to their 
opponents, parties engage in “flanking” 
maneuvers.  

For the modern Republican party, this would 
mean picking up economic liberals/social 
moderates.

Third parties – two types:

Dragging (like Ralph Nader) – encourage the 
party to move back to an old position.

Leading (like George Wallace) – encourage 
the party to adopt a new position.

"There's not a dime's worth of difference 
between the Democrat and Republican 
parties.” – Former Governor and 
Presidential Candidate George Wallace (D-
AL)

Trump is a real-world political science experiment
Vox, 11/11/17 – President Donald Trump is a Republican. 
But often, and more so than any president in memory, he 
lacks a consistent political ideology.

During the campaign, Trump took five different positions on 
abortion in three days. On other issues, his policy 
preferences have been clear as mud:

“I don’t want to have guns in classrooms, although in some cases, teachers should have guns in classrooms, 
frankly,” he told Fox News in 2016. He’s quick to engage in public feuds with members of his own party. 
He’s willing to rebuke his own attorney general, and has shown willingness to work with Democratic 
leaders Nancy Pelosi and Chuck Schumer on legislation to protect undocumented immigrants who came to 
the country as children.

And that makes this period of history extremely interesting for political scientists and psychologists to 
study. “We’ve never had a federal elected official, let alone the leader of a party or the president of the 
United States, who is so easily moved from one position to another without offering any sort of 
justification or apology or explanation,” Michael Barber, a political scientist at Brigham Young University, 
says.

Researchers like him have long tried to understand the power of leaders and the willingness of the public to 
hold them accountable. And rarely do they get a real-life experiment like Trump to help them answer some 
huge questions at the heart of democracy:

How much power do presidents have in swaying public opinion? Will the base always follow even if a 
president swings wildly from one position to another?

Trump is a real-world political science experiment
Vox, 11/11/17 – In January, Barber and 
his BYU colleague Jeremy Pope 
designed an experiment to take 
advantage of that fact. They wondered: 
Are Trump’s supporters ideological, or 
will they follow him wherever his 
policy whims go? Right after Trump’s 
inauguration, they ran an online 
experiment with 1,300 Republicans.

The study was pretty simple. Participants were asked to rate whether they supported or opposed policies 
like a higher minimum wage, the nuclear agreement with Iran, restrictions on abortion access, 
background checks for gun owners, and so on. These are the types of issues conservatives and liberals 
tend to be sharply divided on. Barber and Pope wondered: Would Republicans be more likely to endorse a 
liberal policy if they were told Donald Trump supported it?

[An experimental group was given policy questions and] were told Trump supported a liberal position. 
The control group of the experiment saw [policy] question[s that] didn’t mention Trump. And another 
arm of the experiments tested what happened when Trump was said to support conservative policies.

The answer: “On average, across all of the questions that we asked, when presented with a liberal policy, 
Republicans became about 15 percentage points more likely to support that liberal policy” when they 
were told Trump supported it, Pope says. (Past experiments with liberal participants have found a similar 
effect: Liberals are more likely to support conservative policies when told their leaders support 
conservative policies.)
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Conclusion

Have a great day.

For Tuesday: Finocchiaro and Rohde (2008) and Cox and McCubbins (2008). 


