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Government plays an incredibly important role in citizens’ everyday lives. Public action, and by 
extension, inaction, determines our access to lifesaving medical procedures, safe air, food, and 
drinking water, quality education for our children, and protection against physical harm from 
others. Policymaking is the process by which public officials decide when and how to leverage 
the enormous power of the state – for good or for ill. This class will give students a background 
in how advanced democracies – countries with well-developed democratic institutions and 
economies, like countries in Western Europe and the United States – make public policy.  
 
This class is divided in two units. In the first unit, we will review major political and economic 
institutions that structure the policymaking process in advanced democracies. We will see how 
these institutions generate very different possibilities for policymaking outcomes. For instance, 
we will consider how rules about elections can powerfully shape the coalitions that can be 
assembled in support of redistribution and inequality reduction.  
 
In the second unit, we will zoom in on the policymaking process within the United States to 
understand how different actors and policymaking venues work. For instance, we will consider 
how policy reformers can seek change through arenas like Congress, the courts, or the states, and 
how these venues present different opportunities and challenges. We will also review the 
relevance of actors such as the mass public, interest groups, and bureaucrats at each stage in the 
policymaking process.  
 
Aside from the substantive material we will cover in the lectures each week, students will also 
attend a weekly recitation section. Recitation sections will be dedicated to helping students 
develop the skills necessary for policy analysis, and in particular, policy memo writing. In 
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addition to the readings for the lectures each week, students will also be responsible for reading a 
separate set of policy case study materials, which will be discussed during recitation sections.  
 
Students in this class will: 
 
(1) Learn how to be effective participants in the policymaking process by developing the tools to 
understand a policy problem, assess a political context, recognize the unique challenges and 
opportunities that it presents, explore what motivates and constrains the various actors in it, and 
propose solutions that take into account both policy and political considerations. A crucial skill 
we will focus on is the ability to write concise and insightful policy memos. 
 
(2) Understand the major political and economic institutions and processes that structure the 
policymaking process in the United States and other rich democracies and the ways in which 
those institutions change the incentives and resources possessed by different political actors.  
 
Recitation Sections: Each student will be responsible for signing up for, and attending, a weekly 
recitation section. Sections will consist of 70% review and analysis of weekly cases in the policy 
analysis format and 30% review of material from the lecture. Two randomly-selected students 
will be responsible for opening discussion of the case material, using two to three questions 
posed to their classmates. (This will count toward students’ participation grades in recitation 
section). 
 
Teaching Team Roles: Professor Hertel-Fernandez heads the teaching team, gives lectures, 
designs the syllabus, and has ultimate responsibility for assigning grades to students. The two 
TAs are in charge of leading recitation sections, answering student questions, and helping 
students with assignments. Along with Professor Hertel-Fernandez, the TAs and DRA grade 
student work. Student assignments will be randomly distributed for grading between Professor 
Hertel-Fernandez, the two TAs, and the DRA. Grading, where possible, will be blind to student 
names. Accordingly, we ask that students only write their UNI on submitted work to maintain 
anonymity. The course DRA is in charge of administrative logistics for the class, including 
ensuring that students have access to all course materials.  
 
Requirements and Expectations: Evaluations for this class will revolve around three 
components: student participation each week in the lecture and recitation sections; four policy 
briefs; and a final take-away exam, in the form of a policy brief.  
 
1) Policy Briefs (60% of the grade): based on topics chosen by the student. Students are advised 
to pick a single topic for all four of the memos.  
  
a. Problem Definition: Instructions provided in class. Describe a policy problem using the tools 
discussed in section (1,000 words). Due September 21. (15%) 
  
b. Stakeholder and Institutional Analysis: Instructions provided in class. Assess the relevant 
stakeholders and institutions for a policy problem and the resources, incentives, preferences, and 
strategies presented by those actors and institutions (1,000 words). Due October 12. (15%) 
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c. Policy Solutions and Scenarios: Instructions provided in-class. Write up and assess policy 
alternatives for a policy problem, including how those alternatives address the problem and the 
political and economic consequences of pursuing each option (1,000 words). Due November 2. 
(15%) 
  
d. Practice Brief: Write a full policy brief that incorporates all of the elements of analysis we 
have discussed so far in class (1,500 words). Due November 30. (15%) 
  
2) Final Take-Away Exam: Strategic Policy Brief: (20% of the grade). Present a strategy to 
advance policy solutions/scenarios for a case study assigned by the professor (2,000 words). 
Exam materials and instructions will be provided the last day of class. Due December 16. 
  
3) Class Participation (20% of the grade) 
 
Participation entails coming to lecture and recitation having completed the weekly readings and 
ready to intervene in the discussion with thoughtful questions and reactions. Attendance at both 
lecture and recitation are mandatory, unless students are otherwise excused by the professor. 
Two students will also be responsible for initiating the discussion about the policy cases in 
recitation sections each week. 10% of students’ participation grades comes from attendance and 
participation in weekly lectures, and 10% of students’ participation grades comes from 
attendance and contributions to weekly recitation sections.  
 
Students submitting late assignments will receive an automatic letter grade reduction for the 
assignment. For instance, an A- would become a B-, and so on. 
 
The teaching team will provide comments on your written work, in addition to a grade, and are 
happy to discuss grading with students during office hours. Students may also request a regrade 
of an assignment from the professor, but the professor reserves the right to assign either a higher 
or a lower grade to student work after the regrade.  
 
Collaboration and Academic Integrity Policy: You will get the most out of this class if you 
actively discuss the readings and your memos with your colleagues. At the same time, 
assignments turned in by students must ultimately reflect the students’ own work and ideas, and 
must properly cite any material not generated by the student. Students must adhere to all 
Columbia and SIPA policies regarding collaboration and proper citation of existing work. Cases 
of plagiarism or cheating are taken seriously and will be handled according to Columbia and 
SIPA guidelines. 
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Week Lecture Topic Recitation Section Topic Assignments Due 

1 
Government, the Mixed 

Economy, and “The Great 
Escape” 

Writing a Policy Memo  

2 Electoral and Party 
Systems 

Problem Definition;  
Case: Mass Incarceration in the 

United States 
 

3 
Political Consequences of 

Electoral and Party 
Systems 

Interpreting Policy Evidence;  
Case: Minimum Wage Policy 

Problem Definition 
Memo (1,000 words) 

4 Varieties of Capitalism Stakeholder Analysis;  
Case: Affordable Care Act  

5 
The Transition to a Service 
Economy and Pressures on 

Advanced Democracies 

Constructing Policy 
Alternatives:  

Case: Climate Change and 
Carbon Taxation 

 

6 Evidence and Policy Case: Childhood Obesity and 
Soda Taxes 

Stakeholder and 
Institutional Analysis 
Memo (1,000 words) 

7 Legislatures and Parties Choosing Policy Criteria;  
Case: College Affordability  

8 The Mass Public Projecting Policy Outcomes;  
Case: Federal Budget Balancing  

9 Bureaucracy Telling The Story Right;  
Case: Housing Policy 

Policy Solutions and 
Scenarios Memo 

(1,000 words) 

10 Interest Groups and 
Lobbying Case: Social Security Reform  

11 The Judiciary 
Building Political Coalitions;  

Case: Transpartisanship in 
Criminal Justice Reform 

 

12 Decentralization and 
Federalism 

Case: Voting Rights and 
Election Administration  

13 Policy Feedback Effects Policy Maintenance;  
Case: Unemployment Insurance 

Practice Full Memo 
(1,500 words) 

14 Wrap-Up/Hand Out Final 
Exam No Section  

15 No Class No Section Final Exam Memo 
(2,000 words) 

 
  



5 

Unit 1: Comparative Institutions and Outcomes 
 

Why do countries vary so dramatically in their social, economic, and health outcomes? One 
place to look is the institutional arrangements that these countries have developed – and in 
particular, electoral and party systems and economic production regimes. This unit will introduce 
students to the substantial variation across developed democracies in these institutional 
configurations, and the implications of these institutions for policy outcomes. 
 
Week 1: Government, the Mixed Economy, and “The Great Escape” 
 
Why do we care about policy and government action? One important reason is to improve the 
lives of individual citizens. In this introductory unit, we will consider the striking variation that 
exists over time and across countries in important health and well-being outcomes – what Nobel 
prize-wining economist Angus Deaton has called “The Great Escape”, the role that government 
policy played in facilitating “The Great Escape”, and the ways that the United States stacks up 
against peer countries in these outcomes over the long run. 
 
Lecture Readings 
 
Angus Deaton. 2013. The Great Escape: Health, Wealth, and the Origins of Inequality. 
Princeton University Press. Chapters 2 and 5. 
 
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development. 2015. How’s Life? 2015: Measuring 
Well-being. Chapter 4.  
 
Recitation Readings 
 
Writing a Good Policy Memo 
 
HKS Policy Memos Guide 
 
Why U.S. Unemployment Insurance is in Financial Trouble and What Can Be Done (Example 
Memo) 
 
Week 2: Electoral and Party Systems 
 
This section will present students with the basic differences across countries in how elections are 
structured and how elected officials ultimately produce laws and govern society. We will cover 
differences such as majoritarian versus proportional representation systems, single versus multi-
member districts, and presidential versus parliamentary systems. Students will learn how 
different electoral systems can produce very different outcomes. 
 
Lecture Readings 
 
IDEA Handbook on Electoral Systems, Chapters 2 and 3, minus the case studies 
 



6 

Arend Lijphart. 2012. Patterns of Democracy: Government Forms and Performance in Thirty-
Six Countries. Yale University Press. Chapters 1-Chapter 5, Chapter 8 
 
Recitation Readings (case study: incarceration policy in the United States) 
 
Eugene Bardach and Eric Patashnik. 2015. Practical Guide for Policy Analysis: The Eightfold 
Path to More Effective Problem Solving (Fifth Edition). CQ Press. Introduction, Define the 
Problem. 
 
National Academies Press. 2014. The Growth of Incarceration in the United States. Washington, 
DC. Introduction, Rising Incarceration Rates.  
 
The Sentencing Project. Criminal Justice Facts.	http://www.sentencingproject.org/criminal-
justice-facts/ 
 
Right on Crime. The Conservative Case for Reform. http://rightoncrime.com/the-conservative-
case-for-reform/ 
 
Week 3: Political Consequences of Electoral and Party Systems 
 
This section introduces students to research from political science on the consequences of 
electoral and party systems for which parties win and lose – and the policies that politicians 
ultimately enact. This research shows that proportional representation countries tend to elect 
more center-left governments and ultimately spend more on social programs and do more to 
mitigate inequality than do majoritarian countries. Proportional representation countries also 
have very different outcomes for gender equality and representation. This unit will reinforce the 
different incentives that voters, political candidates, and political parties face in different 
electoral and party systems – and their consequences for public policymaking. 
 
Lecture Readings 
 
Torben Iversen and David Soskice. 2008. “Electoral Institutions, Parties, and the Politics of 
Class: Explaining the Formation of Redistributive Coalitions,” in Democracy, Inequality, and 
Representation: A Comparative Perspective. Russell Sage Foundation Press.  
 
Torben Iversen and Frances Rosenbluth. 2008. “Work and Power: The Connection Between 
Female Labor Force Participation and Female Political Representation.” Annual Review of 
Political Science. 
 
Recitation Readings (case study: minimum wage policy) 
 
Eugene Bardach and Eric Patashnik. 2015. Practical Guide for Policy Analysis: The Eightfold 
Path to More Effective Problem Solving (Fifth Edition). CQ Press. Assemble Some Evidence. 
 
David Card and Alan Krueger. 2015. Myth and Measurement: The New Economics of the 
Minimum Wage. Princeton University Press. Preface to the 20th Edition, Chapter 1 



7 

 
Daniel Kuehn. 2014. “The Importance of Study Design in the Minimum-Wage Debate.” 
Economic Policy Institute. 
 
Arin Dube. “Designing Thoughtful Minimum Wage Policy at the State and Local Levels.” The 
Hamilton Project. 
 
Week 4: Varieties of Capitalism 
 
This section will consider another way that countries vary in their institutional arrangements: in 
the organization of their economies and production regimes. We will pay particularly close 
attention to one typology that divides countries into two broad categories – liberal market 
economies or coordinated market economies – with clusters based on systems of finance and 
capital investment, labor market regulation, welfare states, and education policies. This approach 
also focuses on the reinforcing and intertwined role of diverse institutions, showing, for instance, 
how choices about capital investment can determine the sort of educational policies a country 
pursues. 
 
Lecture Readings 
 
Peter Hall and David Soskice. 2001. Varieties of Capitalism: The Institutional Foundations of 
Comparative Advantage. Cambridge University Press. Introduction. 
 
Recitation Readings (case study: national health reform/the Affordable Care Act) 
 
World Bank Memo on Stakeholder Analysis. 
 
Kammi Schmeer. Stakeholder Analysis Guidelines for Strengthening Health Sector Reform. 
Skim to get idea of a practical application of stakeholder analysis in health sector reform. 
 
Lawrence Jacobs and Theda Skocpol. 2012. Health Care Reform: What Everyone Needs to 
Know. Oxford University Press. Chapters 1 and 2. 
 
Paul Starr. 2011. Remedy and Reaction: The Peculiar American Struggle Over Health Care 
Reform. Yale University Press. Chapter 7. 
 
Week 5: The Transition to a Service Economy and Pressures on Advanced Democracies 
 
Advanced democracies are undergoing dramatic changes in the composition of their economies, 
with an increasing amount of employment and economic activity shifting from older industries, 
especially manufacturing, to new services – both at the high and low ends of the skill distribution 
(think home health care workers at one end, and hedge fund traders at the other). In this week, 
we will discuss the political implications of these economic changes, especially as they relate to 
the politics of redistribution and inequality. We will see how these economic changes have had 
very different consequences depending on national political and economic institutions. In some 
countries, egalitarian capitalism may still be possible – but in others it may not. 



8 

 
Lecture Readings 
 
Torben Iversen and Anne Wren. 1998. “Equality, Employment and Budgetary Restraint: the 
Trilemma of the Service Economy,” World Politics 50: 4: 507-546.  
 
Kathleen Thelen. 2012. “Varieties of Capitalism: Trajectories of Liberalization and the New 
Politics of Social Solidarity.” Annual Review of Political Science. 
 
Recitation Readings (case study: climate change policy) 
 
Eugene Bardach and Eric Patashnik. 2015. Practical Guide for Policy Analysis: The Eightfold 
Path to More Effective Problem Solving (Fifth Edition). CQ Press. Handling a Design 
Challenge” through “A little help from your friends – and enemies, too.”; “Allowing for 
Variation and Complexity” through end of book. 
 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 2014. Climate Change 2014 Synthesis Report for 
Policymakers.   
 
Matto Mildenberger et al. 2015. “Designing Durable and Ambitious Climate Policy in the United 
States.” GEM Initiative at Yale University and Rockefeller Family Fund Workshop Report. 
 
Scholars Strategy Network Forum on Building Democratic Support for Equitable Carbon 
Pricing. 2016. 
 

Unit 2: The Policy Process 
 
Having explored the broad institutional sources of variation in the nature of the policymaking 
process and its outcomes across different advanced democracies, we will now turn to considering 
the policy process, largely through the lens of the United States. We will examine different 
institutional arenas – like Congress, the states, and the judiciary – as well as different actors – 
like the mass public and interest groups – and their role in producing public policy outcomes. 
Our discussion will focus especially closely on the implications of these institutions and actors 
for economic inequality. 
 
Week 6: Evidence and Policy 
 
In this week, we will consider the role that evidence and research plays in the policymaking 
process. We will first review the ideal use for such material in the legislative process, and then 
consider the ways that evidence actually gets used – and especially the reasons why lawmakers 
may or may not decide to rely on that research. We will use Congress as an example to 
understand how institutional changes can dramatically change the resources that policymakers 
possess to use to evaluate public policy – and the implications of those changes for who gets 
represented in the policymaking process.  
 
Lecture Readings 
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Kenneth Prewitt, Thomas A. Schwandt, and Miron L. Straf, editors. 2012. Using Science As 
Evidence in Public Policy. National Academy of Sciences. Chapter 1 and 3. 
 
Kevin R. Kosar. 2015. “Why I Quit the Congressional Research Service.” The Washington 
Monthly, January/February. 
 
Lee Drutman and Steve Teles. 2015. “Instead of trying to weaken the pressure of corporate 
money in Washington, let’s try strengthening Congress’s capacity to resist it.” The Washington 
Monthly, March/April/May. 
 
Recitation Readings (case study: childhood obesity and soda taxes) 
 
Julia Belluz. 2016. “Britain is fighting childhood obesity with a new soda tax. But will it work?” 
Vox: Science and Health. 
 
Carmen Piernas and Barry M. Popkin. 2010. “Trends in Snacking Among U.S. Children.” Health 
Affairs. 
 
Colchero et al. 2016. “Beverage purchases from stores in Mexico under the excise tax on sugar 
sweetened beverages: observational study.” BMJ. Skim for conclusions. 
 
Scott Drenkard. 2011. “Overrreaching on Obesity: Governments Consider New Taxes on Soda 
and Candy.” Tax Foundation. 
 
Anemona Hartocollis. 2010. “Failure of State Soda Tax Plan Reflects Power of an Antitax 
Message.” The New York Times.  
 
Elisabeth Donaldson. “Advocating for Sugar-Sweetened Beverage Taxation – A Case Study of 
Mexico.” Johns Hopkins University School of Public Health Case Study. 
 
Week 7: Legislatures and Parties 
 
Across all developed democracies, legislatures play a crucial role in developing, and then 
ultimately enacting, public policy. And within legislatures, political parties are essential 
organizations that aggregate lawmakers, develop agendas, and move legislation. How does the 
structure of legislatures and parties matter for public policy? We will consider this question using 
the American Congress as an example, and paying especially close attention to changes in the 
organization of Congress and party ideology and polarization over time.  
 
Lecture Readings 
 
Sarah A. Binder and Frances Lee. 2013. “Making Deals in Congress,” in Negotiating Agreement 
in Politics: Report of the Task Force on Negotiating Agreement in Politics. American Political 
Science Association. 
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Frances Lee. 2015. “How Party Polarization Affects Governance.” Annual Review of Political 
Science. 
 
Recitation Readings (case study: college affordability) 
 
Eugene Bardach and Eric Patashnik. 2015. Practical Guide for Policy Analysis: The Eightfold 
Path to More Effective Problem Solving (Fifth Edition). CQ Press. Select the Criteria. 
 
Susan M. Dynarski. 2013. “Loans for Educational Opportunity.” The Hamilton Project. 
 
Sara Goldrick-Rab and Nancy Kendall. 2014. “Redefining College Affordability: Securing 
America’s Future with a Free Two Year College Option.” The Education Optimists. 
 
Matthew M. Chingos. 2016. “Who would benefit most from free college?” Brookings Institution 
Economic Studies: Evidence Speaks Reports. 
 
Susan M. Dynarski. 2016. “The trouble with student loans? Low earnings, not high debt.” 
Brookings Institution: Note. 
 
Sara Goldrick-Rab. 2016. “Free College and Student Debt.” Medium. 
 
Week 8: The Mass Public 
 
Christopher Achen and Larry Bartels describe a “folk theorem” of democracy that many 
academics and political elites hold. In this model, individuals develop preferences about policies 
based on their own personal experiences and opinions, and then vote for candidates based on the 
alignment between candidates’ policy stances and their own positions. In this way the public 
should end up with policies that reflect majority interests. The folk theorem is both simple and 
normatively appealing – but also wrong, as we will discover in this week. We will discuss how 
most Americans do not think all that much about policy in the first place, and ultimately, how 
there is only a weak connection between what low- and middle-income Americans want and 
what government does and does not do.  
 
Lecture Readings 
 
Christopher H. Achen and Larry M. Bartels. 2016. Democracy for Realists: Why Elections Do 
Not Produce Responsive Government. Princeton University Press. Chapter 2. 
 
Larry M. Bartels. 2005. “Homer Gets a Tax Cut: Inequality and Public Policy in the American 
Mind.” Perspectives on Politics. 
 
Martin Gilens and Benjamin Page. 2014. “Testing Theories of American Politics: Elites, Interest 
Groups, and Average Citizens.” Perspectives on Politics. 
 
Recitation Readings (case study: budget balancing) 
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Eugene Bardach and Eric Patashnik. 2015. Practical Guide for Policy Analysis: The Eightfold 
Path to More Effective Problem Solving (Fifth Edition). CQ Press. “Projecting the Outcomes” 
through end of book. 
 
The Peterson Foundation. 2011 Fiscal Summit Solutions Initiative Summary. 
 
Our Fiscal Security (Demos/EPI/Century Foundation) Plan for Peterson Foundation Solutions 
Initiative. 
 
Saving the American Dream (Heritage Foundation) Plan for Peterson Foundation Solutions 
Initiative. 
 
Week 9: Bureaucracy 
 
Legislatures in advanced democracies, like the United States, might develop and pass policy, but 
ultimately implementation of policy – and its fate – is up to the bureaucracy. In this week, we 
will consider the politics of bureaucracies and agency leaders. We will examine two different 
perspectives on bureaucracy: one that casts presidents as strategically using the design of 
executive agencies and the selection of agency leaders to “lock in” their policy victories, and 
another that sees bureaucratic leaders as having more room to maneuver in the development of 
new initiatives, using the example of the US Postal Service during the Progressive Era.  
 
Lecture Readings 
 
Terry Moe. 1990. “Political Institutions: The Neglected Side of the Story.” Journal of Law, 
Economics, and Organization. 
 
Daniel Carpenter. 2000. “State Building through Reputation Building: Coalitions of Esteem and 
Program Innovation in the National Postal System, 1883-1913.” Studies in American Political 
Development. 
 
Recitation Readings (case study: housing policy) 
 
Testimony of Sheila Crowley, PhD., MSW presented to the Subcommittee on Housing and 
Insurance, Financial Services Committee, United States House of Representatives, April 16, 
2015. 
 
Edgar Olsen. 2008. “Getting More from Low-Income Housing Assistance.” The Hamilton 
Project. 
 
Matthew Desmond. 2016. “Forced Out: For Many Poor Americans, Eviction Never Ends.” The 
New Yorker. 
 
Matthew Desmond. 2016. “The Eviction Economy.” The New York Times. 
 
Week 10: Interest Groups and Lobbying 
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Interest group lobbying – especially by business – regularly receives much attention and scorn 
from the public and political reformers alike on both sides of the political spectrum. But what, 
exactly, do interest groups do – and whose interests do interest groups represent? In this week we 
will answer these questions, examining first a comprehensive study of interest groups operating 
in Washington, DC politics. We then turn to study business lobbying in much more detail to 
understand how and why companies engage in the policymaking process – and what the 
implications of that activity are for the substance of government action and representation.  
 
Kay Lehman Schlozman, Sidney Verba & Henry E. Brady. 2012. “The Unheavenly Chorus: 
Unequal Political Voice and the Broken Promise of American Democracy.” Princeton University 
Press. Chapters 10 and 11 
 
Lee Drutman. 2015. The Business of America is Lobbying. Oxford University Press. Chapters 1 
and 2. 
 
Recitation Readings (case study: Social Security) 
 
National Academy of Social Insurance. 2015. “Social Security Benefits, Finances, and Policy 
Options: A Primer.” 
 
Andrew G. Biggs. 2013. “A New Vision for Social Security.” National Affairs. 
 
Heritage Foundation. 2013. “Preserve Social Security as Real Insurance.” 
 
Committee for a Responsible Federal Budget. 2010. “Let’s Get Specific: Social Security.” 
 
Virginia P. Reno and Joni Lavery. 2009. Fixing Social Security: Adequate Benefits, Adequate 
Financing. National Academy of Social Insurance. 
 
Janice M. Gregory, Thomas N. Bethell, Virginia P. Reno, and Benjamin W. Vegthe. 2010. 
“Strengthening Social Security for the Long Run.” National Academy of Social Insurance. 
 
Week 11: The Judiciary 
 
The founders envisioned the judiciary as an important check on the power of the executive and 
the legislative branches of government – but what role do the courts play in contemporary 
politics? And how has that role evolved against the backdrop of other major changes in 
American politics, especially polarization of the parties? We will also consider how organized 
interest groups, especially business, use the courts as a means of revising legislation after its 
passage.  
 
Lecture Readings 
 
Richard L. Hasen. 2012-2013. “End of the Dialogue? Political Polarization, The Supreme Court, 
and Congress.” Southern California Law Review. 
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Haley Sweetland Edwards. 2013. “He Who Makes The Rules.” The Washington Monthly: 
March/April. 
 
Recitation Readings (case study: transpartisanship) 
 
David Dagan and Steven Teles. 2015. “How Conservatives Turned Against Mass Incarceration.” 
New America Foundation’s Strange Bedfellows Series. 
 
Lydia Bean and Steven Teles. 2016. “God and Climate.” Democracy Journal. 
 
Jane Mayer. 2016. “New Koch: The Billionaire Brothers are Championing Criminal-Justice 
Reform. Has their Formula Changed?” New Yorker. 
 
Rena Steinzer. 2016. “Dangerous Bedfellows: The Stalemate on Criminal Justice Reform.” The 
American Prospect. 
 
Week 12: Decentralization and Federalism 
 
One of the most distinctive features of the American policymaking system is the degree to which 
subnational governments – the states – possess authority for both designing and implementing 
public policy. In this week we will discuss the responsibilities that the states have relative to the 
federal government, and the implications of that delegation for policy outcomes, especially as it 
relates to broader changes in the political system in recent years, such as gridlock, polarization, 
and inequality. As with the unit on the judiciary, we will pay close attention to the implications 
of federalism for which interests get represented in the policy process.  
 
Lecture Readings 
 
Shanna Rose and Cynthia J. Bowling. 2015. “The State of American Federalism 2014-2015: 
Pathways to Policy in an Era of Party Polarization.” Publius: The Journal of Federalism. 
 
Alexander Hertel-Fernandez. 2014. “Who Passes Business’s “Model Bills”? Policy Capacity and 
Corporate Influence in U.S. State Politics.” Perspectives on Politics. 
 
Recitation Readings (case study: voting rights and election administration) 
 
Presidential Commission on Election Administration. 2014. “The American Voting Experience.” 
 
Pew Charitable Trusts. 2012. “The Elections Performance Index 2012.”  
 
Brennan Center for Justice. 2015. “Automatic and Permanent Voter Registration: How it 
Works.”  
 
Hans A. von Spakovsky. 2013. “Mandatory Voter Registration: How Universal Registration 
Threatens Electoral Integrity.” The Heritage Foundation. 
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Liz Kennedy. 2016. “Oregon’s Success Shows Way Forward for Automatic Voter Registration.” 
Center for American Progress.  
 
Michael Wines and Manny Fernandez. 2016. “Stricter Rules for Voter IDs Reshape Races.” New 
York Times. 
 
Hans A. Von Spakovsky. 2015. “Revisiting the Lessons from the Voter ID Experience in Texas: 
2015.” The Heritage Foundation. 
 
Zoltan Hajnal, Nazita Lajevardi, and Lindsay Nielson. 2016. “Voter Identification Laws and the 
Suppression of Minority Votes.” Working Paper. 
 
Week 13: Policy Feedback Effects 
 
In the last section of the course, we will examine the intersection of political actors, especially 
well-organized interest groups, public officials, the mass public, and the policymaking process. 
A core concept of this section is policy feedback, or how policies, once in place, can reshape the 
political landscape in ways that have implications for future political debates. As the section will 
show students, it is not sufficient to get the substance of a policy right to ensure its success and 
durability over time – policies also need to generate supportive political constituencies that can 
protect the policy in the years after enactment. 
 
Lecture Readings 
 
Paul Pierson. 1993. “When Effect Becomes Cause: Policy Feedback and Political Change.” 
World Politics.  
 
Eric Patashnik and Julian Zelizer. 2013. “The Struggle to Remake Politics: Liberal Reform and 
the Limits of Policy Feedback in the Contemporary American State.” Perspectives on Politics.  
 
Recitation Readings (case study: policy maintenance and unemployment insurance) 
 
Jacob S. Hacker. 2004. “Privatizing Risk without Privatizing the Welfare State: The Hidden 
Politics of Social Policy Retrenchment in the United States.” 
 
Suzanne Mettler. 2014. “The Politics of the Policyscape: The Challenges of Contemporary 
Governance for Policy Maintenance.” APSA Conference Paper. 
 
GAO. 2010. “Unemployment Insurance Trust Funds: Long-standing State Financing Policies 
Have Increased Risk of Insolvency.” 
 
Alexander Hertel-Fernandez. 2013. “Dismantling Policy through Fiscal Constriction: Examining 
the Erosion in State Unemployment Insurance Finances.” Social Service Review. 
 
Week 14: Wrap up and distribute final exam instructions 


