
GOV 94 PK: Public Opinion and American Foreign Policy 
Preliminary syllabus (6 Jan 2022)– contents subject to change  

Professor: Kathleen E. Powers  

Email: kpowers1@fas.harvard.edu 

Office: TBD 

Office Hours: TBD 
Class Meetings: Wednesdays 9:45-11:45am; Location TBD 

Course Description 
This course investigates public opinion about U.S. foreign policy. We examine prominent 
scholarly debates about whether foreign policy public opinion is rational, coherent, and a factor 
in policy outcomes. Several important questions structure the course, including: Does the 
American public have organized views about foreign policy? How do ideology, partisanship, 
values, and facts shape foreign policy attitudes? To what extent do leaders and the media shape 
foreign policy public opinion? Does the public affect foreign policy decision-making, either 
directly or by influencing voting behavior?  

Learning objectives 

Upon completing the course, students should be able to:  

• Strengthen speaking and listening skills by participating regularly and meaningfully in 
class discussions. 

• Explain the key propositions of the “Almond-Lippmann” consensus about foreign policy 
public opinion. 

• Evaluate and analyze the extent to which Americans have organized views about foreign 
policy. 

• Evaluate research on the sources of foreign policy public opinion – including costs, 
psychological and political factors (e.g., values, ideology), leaders, the media, and 
perceptions about other actors.  

• Analyze the sources of foreign policy public opinion and make an evidence-based 
argument about the influence of various factors.  

• Analyze the extent to which public opinion about foreign policy affects elections and/or 
foreign policy decision-making. 

• Critique scholarly work on public opinion in terms of argument, methods, and evidence, 
verbally and in writing. 

• Craft a scholarly argument about foreign policy public opinion and support that argument 
with evidence. Communicate that argument verbally and in writing.  



Course Schedule – skip to reading list 
 

Week 1 – January 25, 2023 Introductions 

Week 2 – February 1 
Events: Human & Economic Costs of War 

Week 3 – February 8 
Individuals 1: Orientations & Ideology 

Week 4 – February 15 
Individuals 2: Values & Morality 

Week 5 – February 22 
Top-down 1: Elite cues 

Week 6 – March 1 
Top-down 2: The Media 

Week 7 – March 8 
Context: Images & identities  

Week 8 – March 221 
Foreign policy and voting behavior 

Week 9 – March 29 
Public opinion and policymakers 

Week 10 – April 5 
Topics: Nationalism  

Week 11 – April 12 
Topics: Foreign economic policy  

Week 12 – April 19 
Topics: Nuclear weapons 

Week 13 – April 26 
Wrap-up discussion  

Course Enrollment 
Gov 94 Lottery  

This class is a Gov 94 seminar. Enrollment is limited to 16 students and slots are assigned via a 
lottery process. In their Spring registration memos, Government concentrators will receive a list 
of undergraduate seminars, as well as instructions for entering the lottery. Students must submit 
their online lottery form by 6pm on Tuesday, January 17. Lottery results will be released on 
Wednesday, January 18. 

If you wish to enroll in the course but do not receive a space via the lottery process, please 
complete this short wait list form. You do not need to email me separately – completing the form 
suffices to express your interest.  

You may view student evaluations from my most recent Dartmouth section of this course here. 
The password is gov94.   

Prior knowledge 

This seminar should be accessible to students with some background in the government 
department, including courses on international politics and/or political behavior. Most of the 
reading assignments contain statistical analyses, such that some proficiency in reading 

 
1 Spring recess March 11-19. 

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSefc6GjRL7Q5OeN3-ATfD70FIh62r0OuYPtD6sqKLjO5OFoyg/viewform?usp=sf_link
https://www.dropbox.com/s/0x0pz9dz7hgnn8w/Powers_Gov%2085.39_Dartmouth_Fall%202021.pdf?dl=0


quantitative research will be helpful to your success. At the end of the syllabus (and on Canvas), 
you will find a list of resources for reading quantitative work. You are not required to conduct 
your own quantitative analysis for this course, and there are no methodological or other formal 
prerequisites. 

Course Format 
• This is a discussion-based seminar. Students should attend class prepared to engage in 

deep and constructive discussion about the readings, and to communicate arguments both 
orally and in writing. There are no exams. 

• I periodically offer introductory remarks to a) introduce context for theories central to 
course meeting, b) highlight and expand on key points from the readings, and/or c) 
explain steps in writing your final research paper. But most of our class time involves 
student presentations and discussion.  

Course Requirements 

First, the course requires reading 3-4 academic articles or chapters each week. Second, the 
course includes 4 graded assignments: (1) Participation/Engagement (30%), (2) 3 response 
papers (15%), (3) Class presentation (10%), and (4) a final research paper (40% paper + 5% 
related projects).  

Reading: This course is reading intensive. You will read 3-4 full academic articles or chapters 
each week, closely and critically. You should arrive each day prepared with comments, critiques, 
questions from your close reading. 

• Reading academic work is active – you should engage the material and develop 
questions and critiques as you read and prepare for class. See below for ideas on how 
to approach critical reading. 

• First, identify and understand key elements, including: 
o The research question; 
o The debate (how have other scholars answered this question? How do they 

agree or disagree?); 
o The core argument (what does this paper contribute to the debate? What is 

their theory, and what assumptions inform that theory?);  
o The research design (how do they test the argument?); 
o The evidence (what did they find, and what conclusions did they draw?); 
o The implications (why do these findings matter?). 
o Answers to each of these questions might structure the backbone of your notes 

– and provide useful practice for thinking about how to structure your own 
research paper.   

o If some detail about the research is unclear, it’s a good idea to check for an 
online appendix (often available on the journal site). The appendix often 
contains information about samples, survey instruments, and supplementary 
analyses. 



• Second, engage. Evaluate the theoretical, research design, and evidentiary choices in 
the article. Consider any/all the following questions as you read: 

o What are the argument’s strengths and weaknesses – and what are the 
implications for the broader debate or specific article’s argument, conclusions, 
or implications?  

o What did you find puzzling or debatable about the argument or evidence? 
Why? 

o Did you find the article’s approach to measuring the independent and 
dependent variables satisfying? Why or why not? What would constitute a 
superior measure for the core constructs? 

o Has the article failed to consider an important variable that might affect the 
core relationship between the independent and dependent variable? Is there 
another factor that causes both the independent and dependent variable, 
creating an illusory relationship? If so, what’s missing?  

o Did you find the article’s conclusions credible and persuasive? Why or why 
not? If not, what evidence or theory could persuade you that their conclusions 
are sound? Can you imagine a research design that would resolve your 
critique?  

o Would the article’s conclusions hold in a different time, context, or sample? 
Why or why not – how would changes on these dimensions alter the observed 
relationship?  

o How might other scholars we have read in the course respond to the article’s 
theory, evidence, or conclusions?  

o How does the argument or research design compare to others we have 
encountered in the class?  

o What kind of evidence would contradict or further bolster the argument?  
o What does the argument tell us about other cases? If you do not think it 

applies broadly, consider why – what features of the case might uniquely 
implicate the author’s theory/argument, and what does that mean for 
generalizability? 

o What are the practical, political implications of the argument? 
• Reading availability: You do not need to purchase any books. All required reading 

material will be available via Canvas or HOLLIS.  

Participation/Engagement (25% + 5%): A discussion seminar only works if everyone 
participates constructively. Therefore, 30% of the final grade depends on participation and 
engagement.  

• First, students should attend class prepared to engage in deep and constructive 
discussion about the readings.  

o At a minimum, you should read and think about the material before our 
meetings and attend class. 

o Attendance does not constitute active participation – you are expected to 
contribute to each discussion. More on attendance below.  



o Active, in class participation accounts for 25% of the course grade.  
• Second, students will submit one discussion question per week, beginning in week 2. 

These posts offer you the chance to shape our conversation. 
o Your discussion questions will pertain to the articles that lack a student 

presenter/facilitator that week (don’t worry – I will clearly flag the required 
articles). Discussion questions are due by 5pm the day before each class 
meeting (every Tuesday). 

o Your discussion questions should aim to stimulate discussion – questions 
about an argument’s logic, assumptions, empirical evidence, differences 
between the argument and other pieces we have read, or policy implications, 
for example, constitute good starting points.  

o Questions should be fewer than 80 words and end in a question mark.  
o You will submit your questions via the course Piazza page (integrated with 

Canvas).  
o You may skip one week, no questions asked.  

• Students who earn top marks in participation/engagement will, at a minimum: 
o Attend every class session prepared, having read and considered all assigned 

material. 
o Regularly respond to questions from the professor and peers, demonstrating 

engagement with material. 
o Actively listen to peer contributions.  
o Regularly contribute critical comments/questions and engage peers in 

meaningful discussion.  
o Submit all required discussion questions on time and meeting criteria. Submit 

discussion questions that demonstrate careful engagement and analytical 
skills.    

• If you face challenges to class participation, please schedule an office hours 
appointment as soon as possible. I endeavor to ensure that all students can contribute. 
I am happy to discuss strategies to facilitate your engagement.  

Short response papers (15%): You will select three weeks during the term to submit a short 
response regarding the week’s reading material and class discussion. Response papers are due 
by 5pm on Tuesday each week (the day before we discuss the material in class) 

• You must submit one response essay by week 6 at the latest. You may submit the 
other two essays any time during the term – in other words, you may complete all three 
prior to the end of week 6 or select later weeks for one or more response paper.  

• These essays should make a specific argument, but do not require outside research. You 
can expand on ideas we’ve discussed in prior meetings with a more structured argument, 
highlight advantages or shortcomings from a specific reading and suggest improvements, 
discuss how the week’s material complements or contradicts material from previous 
course meetings, or craft an argument that you might pursue for your final research paper. 
Each paper should be 1-2 double-spaced pages (2-page maximum).  

• You will receive a memo with additional details during the first week of the term.  



• Response papers are due by 5pm on Tuesdays. Submit to the Canvas assignment box. 
o  For example, if you wish to submit a response paper about values in week 4 

(class meeting Feb 15), you should submit that response paper by Feb 14 at 5pm. 

Class Presentation (10%): Starting in week 2, most classes will include 1-2 short student 
presentations. Your 5-7 minute presentation will situate a set of readings in a broader perspective 
and present key conclusions, strengths, weaknesses, and points for discussion. You will receive 
more information about presentations and sign-up for a slot in week 1.  

You should submit your presentation slides by 11:59pm the Tuesday before your 
presentation.  

Final Research Paper & Associated Assignments (2.5% + 2.5% + 40%): Students will complete 
a final research paper about a topic of your choosing, related to public opinion and foreign policy 
(obviously?). The paper will combine course material with significant external research. There 
will be three projects associated with your final paper: 
  

1) A 1–2-page proposal and annotated bibliography with at least 5 sources due Friday, 
March 3 at 11:59pm. (2.5%) 

2) A draft paper (at least ¾ complete), due Thursday, April 20 at 11:59pm and 1 peer 
review due Wednesday, April 26 at 11:59pm EST. (2.5%) 

3) A final research paper (15-20 pages), deadline TBD (~May 4; will depend on 
registrar’s “student deadline group”). (40%) 

 
Additional details will be available on Canvas for each assignment. See below for policies on 
late work.  
 
Grades: I define grades using Harvard’s official description. A range grades denote 
“extraordinary distinction”, Bs denote “good” work, Cs “adequate”, D “indicates some minimal 
command of the course materials” and E “unsatisfactory” work.  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://infoforfaculty.fas.harvard.edu/book/grading-system


Course Outline and Reading Schedule* 
 

*Subject to changes, with ample notice.  
 
Note: You should read the articles in the order that they appear on the syllabus.  
 
Note 2: Readings marked “Background” are required but will not be a focal point for our 
discussions. They will provide useful context for the other material. Readings marked 
“optional” are truly optional – they are there for you to read if you are interested, to help with 
your final paper research, or to skim for additional context. All other listed readings are required. 
 

Part I: Introductions and the Almond-Lippmann Consensus 
 

“But I sometimes wonder whether in this respect a democracy is not uncomfortably similar to 
one of those prehistoric monsters with a body as long as this room and a brain the size of a pin: 
he lies there in his comfortable primeval mud and pays little attention to his environment; he is 

slow to wrath—in fact, you practically have to whack his tail off to make him aware that his 
interests are being disturbed; but, once he grasps this, he lays about him with such blind 

determination that he not only destroys his adversary but largely wrecks his native habitat.” 
George Kennan 1951, p. 9 

Week 1: Introductions & the “Almond-Lippmann consensus” 
• Taking stock of our priors: What explains foreign policy attitudes? What policies does 

the public prefer? Do their policy preferences undermine strategic goals, or are they “a 
force for enlightenment”? Something in between? To what extent does public opinion 
affect foreign policy? 

• Required Reading 
o Phillips, Amber (2021). “When and how Americans started souring on the war in 

Afghanistan,” The Washington Post, 19 August.  
o Fivethirtyeight Politics Chat (2021). “Why the Domestic Political Fallout from 

the Afghanistan War is so Hard to Assess,” 19 August. 
o Dropp, Kyle, Kertzer, Joshua D. and Zeitzoff, Thomas (2014). “The Less 

Americans know about Ukraine’s location, the more they want the U.S. to 
intervene,” The Washington Post, 7 April.  

o Almond, G. (1960). The American People and Foreign Policy, New York: 
Harcourt Brace. Read chapter 4 and pages 87-88 and 106-115 in chapter 5. 

o Lippmann, W. (1955). Essays in the Public Philosophy, Boston: Little Brown. 
Chapter 2: The Malady of Democratic States. 

 
 

Part II: What shapes foreign policy public opinion?  
 

“Perhaps the graves general problem confronting policymakers is that of the instability of mass 
moods, the cyclical fluctuations which stand in the way of policy stability”  

 Almond, 1950 p. 239 
 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2021/08/18/when-how-americans-started-souring-war-afghanistan/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2021/08/18/when-how-americans-started-souring-war-afghanistan/
https://fivethirtyeight.com/features/why-the-domestic-political-fallout-from-the-afghanistan-war-is-so-hard-to-assess/
https://fivethirtyeight.com/features/why-the-domestic-political-fallout-from-the-afghanistan-war-is-so-hard-to-assess/


“A president who cannot entrust the people with the truth betrays a certain lack of faith in the 
basic tenets of democracy. But because the masses are notoriously shortsighted, and generally 
cannot see danger until it is at their throats, our statesmen are forced to deceive them into an 

awareness of their own long-run interests.”  
Bailey 1948 p. 13 

 
Week 2: Events: A reasoning public?  

 
• Topic: How do casualties and economic costs influence public support for war?  
• Required Reading: 

o Background: Page, Benjamin I. and Robert Shapiro (1988). “Foreign Policy and 
the Rational Public,” Journal of Conflict Resolution, 32(2): 211-247. SKIM pp. 
211-top of 226; SKIM 226-243; READ the conclusion. 

o Gelpi, C., Feaver, P. D., & Reifler, J. (2006). Success matters: Casualty sensitivity 
and the war in Iraq. International Security, 30(3), 7-46. 

o Green-Riley, Naima and Andrew Leber (2022). “Whose War is it Anyway? 
Explaining the Black-White Gap in Support for the Use of Force Abroad,” 
Security Studies, forthcoming.  

o Kertzer, Joshua D. (2013). “Making Sense of Isolationism: Foreign Policy mood 
as a Multilevel Phenomenon,” Journal of Politics, 75(1), 225-240. 

o Flores-Macías, G. A., & Kreps, S. E. (2017). “Borrowing support for war: The 
effect of war finance on public attitudes toward conflict.” Journal of Conflict 
Resolution, 61(5), 997-1020. 

 
Week 3: Individuals 1: Orientations and Ideology 

• Topic: To what extent do Americans hold coherent views about foreign policy? How do 
they organize views about force and cooperation?  

• Required Reading: 
o Martini, N. F. (2015). “Foreign policy ideology and conflict preferences: A look 

at Afghanistan and Libya,” Foreign Policy Analysis, 11(4), 417-434. 
o Maxey, Sarah. (2019) "The power of humanitarian narratives: a domestic 

coalition theory of justifications for military action." Political Research 
Quarterly 73, no. 3 (2020): 680-695. 

o Gries, Peter, (2014). The Politics of American Foreign Policy: How Ideology 
Divides Liberals and Conservatives over Foreign Affairs, Stanford, CA: Stanford 
University Press. Chapters 2 “Beyond Red and Blue: Four Dimensions of 
American Ideology” and 9: “East Asia: Red China, Free Asia, and the Yellow 
Peril.”  

 
Week 4: Individuals 2: Values and Morality 
 

• Topic: Do personal and/or moral values structure foreign policy attitudes? 
• Reading: 

o Rathbun, Brian C., Joshua D. Kertzer, Jason Reifler, Paul Goren, and Thomas J. 
Scotto. “Taking Foreign Policy Personally: Personal Values and Foreign Policy 
Attitudes.” International Studies Quarterly 60.1 (2016): 124–137. 



o Lizotte, M. K., Eichenberg, R. C., & Stoll, R. J. (2020). “Citizen support for the 
pursuit of gender equality in US foreign policy,” Journal of Human Rights, 19(3), 
291-306. 

o Kreps, S., & Maxey, S. (2018). “Mechanisms of Morality: Sources of Support for 
Humanitarian Intervention,” Journal of Conflict Resolution, 62(8), 1814-1842. 

o Dill, Janina, and Livia I. Schubiger. "Attitudes toward the Use of Force: 
Instrumental Imperatives, Moral Principles, and International Law." American 
Journal of Political Science 65, no. 3 (2021): 612-633. 
 

 
Week 5: Top-down: Elites lead, the public follows? 

• Topic: Do Americans follow the leader on foreign policy issues? 
• Required Reading:  

o Background: Berinsky, Adam J., 2007. “Assuming the Costs of War: Events, 
Elites, and American Public Support for Military Conflict.” Journal of Politics, 
69(4), 975-97. Read pp. 975-979 (but the WII analysis on pp. 986-994 is also 
neat) 

o Guisinger, Alexandra, and Elizabeth N. Saunders. 2017. “Mapping the 
Boundaries of Elite Cues: How Elites Shape Mass Opinion Across International 
Issues.” International Studies Quarterly, 61(2), 425-441. 

o Kertzer, J. D., & Zeitzoff, T. (2017). A bottom‐up theory of public opinion about 
foreign policy,” American Journal of Political Science, 61(3), 543-558. 

o Hayes, Danny, and Matt Guardino. “The Influence of Foreign Voices on U.S. 
Public Opinion,” American Journal of Political Science, 55.4 (2011): 830–850. 

o Leep, Matthew, and Jeremy Pressman. "Foreign cues and public views on the 
Israeli–Palestinian conflict." The British Journal of Politics and International 
Relations 21, no. 1 (2019): 169-188. 
 
 

***Must submit at least one response paper by Tuesday Feb 28 12:00pm *** 
 
Week 6: The Media 

• Topic: The media as a source of information and misinformation about foreign policy; 
the extent to which the media directly shapes public opinion or acts as a conduit for elites 

• Reading: 
o Baum M and T Groeling. 2010. "Reality Asserts Itself: Public Opinion on Iraq 

and the Elasticity of Reality." International Organization, 64(3):443-479. 
o Background: Baum, Matthew A., and Philip BK Potter. "Media, public opinion, 

and foreign policy in the age of social media." Journal of Politics 81, no. 2 
(2019): 747-756. 

o Gadarian, Shana Kushner. 2010. “The Politics of Threat: How Terrorism News 
Shapes Foreign Policy Attitudes,” Journal of Politics, 72(2), 469-483. 

o Lin-Greenberg, E. and Milonopoulos, T., 2021. “Private eyes in the Sky: 
emerging technology and the political consequences of eroding government 
secrecy.” Journal of Conflict Resolution, 65(6), pp.1067-1097. 

 



***Paper Proposal & Annotated Bibliography due March 3 at 11:59pm. *** 
 

Week 7: Context: Images and Identities 
 

• Topic: How do characteristics of the U.S. partner or adversary shape attitudes about war 
and peace? 

• Required Reading 
o Johns, Robert, and Graeme AM Davies. "Democratic peace or clash of 

civilizations? Target states and support for war in Britain and the United 
States."  Journal of Politics 74, no. 4 (2012): 1038-1052. 

o Chu, Jonathan A. "Liberal ideology and foreign opinion on China." International 
Studies Quarterly 65, no. 4 (2021): 960-972. 

o Castano, Emanuele, Alain Bonacossa, and Peter Gries. "National images as 
integrated schemas: subliminal primes of image attributes shape foreign policy 
preferences." Political Psychology 37, no. 3 (2016): 351-366. 

o Hanania, Richard, and Robert Trager. "The prejudice first model and foreign 
policy values: racial and religious bias among conservatives and 
liberals." European Journal of International Relations 27, no. 1 (2021): 204-231. 

 
 

Part III: Foreign Policy Public Opinion and Political Outcomes 
 

“To hell with public opinion…. We should lead, not follow.” 
State Department Official qtd in Cohen 1973, p. 62.  

 
Week 8: Does foreign policy shape voting behavior?  
 
M, W: Electoral politics 

• Topic: Whether and when foreign policy influences candidate choice or leader approval 
• Required Reading: 

o Karol, David and Edward Miguel. 2005. “The Electoral Costs of War: Iraq 
Casualties and the 2004 U.S. Presidential Election,” Journal of Politics, 69(3), 
633-648.  

o Guisinger, A. (2009). “Determining trade policy: Do voters hold politicians 
accountable?” International Organization, 63(3), 533-557. 

o Friedman, Jeffrey (2022). “Issue-Image Tradeoffs and the Politics of Foreign 
Policy: How Leaders Use Foreign Policy Positions to Shape their Personal 
Images,” World Politics, forthcoming.  

o Barnhart, Joslyn, and Robert F. Trager. "How Women Shape the Course of War: 
Women’s Suffrage and the Election of 1916." Security Studies (2022): 1-33. 
 

 
Week 9: Do leaders respond to public opinion?  
 

• Topic: Public opinion as constraint on foreign policy decisions  
• Required Reading: 



o Background: Jacobs, L. R., & Page, B. I. (2005). “Who influences US foreign 
policy?” American Political Science Review, 99(1), 107-123. READ pp. 107-109 
and 120-121. 

o Tomz, Michael, Weeks, Jessica L.P., and Keren Yarhi-Milo, (2020). “Public 
Opinion and Decisions About Military Force in Democracies,” International 
Organization, 74, 119-143.  

o Payne, Andrew. "Presidents, Politics, and Military Strategy: Electoral Constraints 
during the Iraq War." International Security 44, no. 3 (2019): 163-203. 

o Erik Lin-Greenberg, Soldiers, Pollsters, and International Crises: Public Opinion 
and the Military's Advice on the Use of Force, Foreign Policy Analysis, Volume 
17, Issue 3, July 2021, orab009, https://doi.org/10.1093/fpa/orab009 

o Ribar, David T. "Pressure for War: When Constituents' Concerns over America's 
Prestige Drive Presidents' Foreign Policy." Presidential Studies Quarterly 51, no. 
2 (2021): 357-384. 

 
Part IV: Issues in Foreign Policy Public Opinion  

 
Week 10: Nationalism  

• Topic: How does nationalism influence foreign policy attitudes? Do external threats 
create national unity? How do national identity considerations shape policymaker 
incentives?   

• Required Reading: 
o Herrmann, Richard K., Pierangelo Isernia, and Paolo Segatti. "Attachment to the 

nation and international relations: Dimensions of identity and their relationship to 
war and peace." Political Psychology 30, no. 5 (2009): 721-754. 

o Gruffydd-Jones, Jamie. "Dangerous days: The impact of nationalism on interstate 
conflict." Security Studies 26, no. 4 (2017): 698-728. 

o Background: Hetherington, Marc J., and Michael Nelson. "Anatomy of a rally 
effect: George W. Bush and the war on terrorism." PS: Political Science & 
Politics 36, no. 1 (2003): 37-42. 

o Myrick, Rachel. "Do external threats unite or divide? Security crises, rivalries, 
and polarization in American foreign policy." International Organization 75, no. 
4 (2021): 921-958.  

 
 
 
Week 11:  Public Opinion and Foreign Economic Policy 
 

• Topic: What shapes public opinion about foreign economic policy? How do theories 
about public opinion on economics differ from those regarding the use of force?  

• Required Reading: 
o Background: Scheve, Kenneth, and Matthew Slaughter. “What Determines 

Individual Trade Policy Preferences?” Journal of International Economics 54 
(2001): 267–292 

https://doi.org/10.1093/fpa/orab009


o Bearce, David H., and Samantha L. Moya. "Why is the Mass Public Not More 
Supportive of Free Trade? Evidence from the United States." International 
Studies Quarterly 64, no. 2 (2020): 380-391. 

o Chyzh, Olga V., and Robert Urbatsch. "Bean Counters: The Effect of Soy Tariffs 
on Change in Republican Vote Share Between the 2016 and 2018 
Elections." Journal of Politics 83, no. 1 (2021): 415-419. 

o Mutz, Diana, Edward D. Mansfield, and Eunji Kim. "The Racialization of 
International Trade." Political Psychology 42, no. 4 (2021): 555-573. 

o Prather, L. (2020). Transnational Ties and Support for Foreign Aid. International 
Studies Quarterly, 64(1), 133-147. 

 
Week 12: Public Opinion and Nuclear Weapons 

• Topic: Does the U.S. public adhere to a “nuclear taboo”? Under what conditions do 
Americans support using nuclear weapons?  

• Required reading: 
o Press, Daryl G., Scott D. Sagan, and Benjamin A. Valentino. "Atomic aversion: 

Experimental evidence on taboos, traditions, and the non-use of nuclear 
weapons." American Political Science Review 107, no. 1 (2013): 188-206. 

o Rathbun, Brian C., and Rachel Stein. "Greater goods: morality and attitudes 
toward the use of nuclear weapons." Journal of Conflict Resolution 64, no. 5 
(2020): 787-816. 

o Post, Abigail S., and Todd S. Sechser. "Public Opinion, Cues, and the Use of 
Nuclear Weapons." Working paper.  

 
*** Paper Draft due Thursday, April 20 at 11:59pm*** 

 
Week 13: Course Wrap-up 

• Reading: TBD.  
• Other: You will have a short assignment to complete in preparation for our meeting (<1 

hour of your time) 
 
 

*** Peer review due Wednesday, April 26 at 11:59pm*** 
 
 

***Final Paper due TBD at 11:59pm Eastern time*** 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 



Other Course Information 
Resources for reading academic research: 

Here are some helpful sources on reading scholarly work: 

• How to Read Political Science: A Guide in Four Steps (Amelia Hoover Green) 
• How to Read a (Quantitative) Journal Article (Greta Krippner) 
• Various resources on reading strategies (Raul Pacheco-Vega) 
• Reading and understanding political science (Leanne Powner) 

And some specific resources for quantitative research:  
• 10 things to know about reading a regression table 
• 10 things to know about external validity  
• Reading a regression table: A guide for students 

 
Public Opinion Resources: So you want to know what the public thinks (or thought) about 
foreign policy (or anything else)? Check out any of the following: 

• Gallup 
• Polling Report 
• World Public Opinion (especially Americans and the world) 
• Chicago Council on World Affairs 
• Pew Global Attitudes 
• Roper iPoll 
• Transatlantic Trends  
• Pew American News Pathway - 2020 election 

Any of these resources could provide helpful launching points for your final research paper. 
 

Policies: 

Academic Honor & Collaboration: You are expected to comply with Harvard’s Honor Code: 
Members of the Harvard College community commit themselves to producing academic work of 
integrity – that is, work that adheres to the scholarly and intellectual standards of accurate 
attribution of sources, appropriate collection and use of data, and transparent acknowledgement 
of the contribution of others to their ideas, discoveries, interpretations, and conclusions. 
Cheating on exams or problem sets, plagiarizing or misrepresenting the ideas or language of 
someone else as one’s own, falsifying data, or any other instance of academic dishonesty violates 
the standards of our community, as well as the standards of the wider world of learning and 
affairs. You must adhere to proper citation practices in your work; be vigilant, especially 
regarding quotes and paraphrasing. See also the Harvard guide to using sources. 
 

Discussion and the exchange of ideas are essential to academic work. For assignments in this 
course, you are encouraged to consult with your classmates on the choice of paper topics and to 

https://www.ameliahoovergreen.com/uploads/9/3/0/9/93091546/howtoread.pdf
https://www.asanet.org/sites/default/files/savvy/introtosociology/Documents/MethodsDocuments/KrippnerReadingQuantArticle.html
http://www.raulpacheco.org/resources/resources-for-undergraduate-students/reading-strategies-for-undergraduates/
https://www.leannecpowner.com/tchdocs/readingps.pdf
https://egap.org/resource/10-things-to-know-about-reading-a-regression-table/
https://egap.org/resource/10-things-to-know-about-external-validity/
http://svmiller.com/blog/2014/08/reading-a-regression-table-a-guide-for-students/
https://www.gallup.com/home.aspx
http://www.pollingreport.com/defense.htm
http://www.worldpublicopinion.org/
http://www.americans-world.org/default.cfm
https://www.thechicagocouncil.org/issue/public-opinion
https://www.pewresearch.org/global/
https://ropercenter.cornell.edu/
http://www.gmfus.org/initiatives/transatlantic-trends-%E2%80%93-public-opinion
https://www.pewresearch.org/pathways-2020/
https://owl.purdue.edu/owl/research_and_citation/resources.html
https://owl.purdue.edu/owl/research_and_citation/using_research/quoting_paraphrasing_and_summarizing/index.html
https://usingsources.fas.harvard.edu/


share sources. You may find it useful to discuss your chosen topic with your peers. However, 
you should ensure that any written work you submit for evaluation is the result of your 
own research and writing and that it reflects your own approach to the topic. You will 
complete and respond to a formal peer review for your final research paper; this process does not 
violate the collaboration guidelines.  
 

Attendance: You are expected to attend class in person. Discussion is a core component of the 
course. Our seminar will be most engaging with contributions from the full class.  

 However, for the health and safety of our class community, please: do not attend class when you 
are sick, nor when you have been instructed by a medical professional or Harvard policies to stay 
home or isolated.  
 
If you must miss a single class session due to illness/isolation, please email Prof. Powers for a 
written participation assignment. 
 
Of course, other stuff happens – please notify me in advance while recognizing that frequent 
absences for any reason will affect your course participation grade.  
 
Late work: Late work will be penalized for each day past the deadline (1 grade per 24-hour 
period, e.g. from an A- to B-). Please do not ask for an extension outside true emergencies.  

Emails: Please use class time, scheduled office hours, and Piazza as much as possible. For 
questions about course structure/deadlines, I encourage you to first check the syllabus/Canvas for 
answers so I may reserve emails for substantive queries. I endeavor to respond to emails within 
48 hours (during business hours, M-F). 

 
 


