GENERAL COMMENT – demographics should not be listed first 

Do not use statements like:

I believe the general will of the people is usually correct.  

Novak also noted the free-market contributions of the scholastics, but, in addition, he noted the contributions of later Catholic thinkers like Lord Acton, Wilhelm Röpke, Leo XIII and John Paul II (Novak 1993; cf. Leo XIII 2000; John Paul II 1991; Acton 1984; Crocker 2001; Röpke 1998).  Even mainstream economic historians like Douglass North began to notice and emphasize the peculiarly laissez faire atmosphere of Catholic medieval Europe (North 1973).  

War is in the minds of everyone these days

This is not a research question: why democracy as a value is widely supported and embraced, but participation in democracy as a system is low

These concepts include demographics, 
whether or not they believe their interests are at stake, rationality, cost/benefit analysis, principle policy objective (PPO), multilateralism, casualties, common morality, prospects for success, community pressure, leadership roles, propaganda, and the media

Although I believe I will also find this corr
elation

GENERAL COMMENT Discuss demographics last, unless they are the most important part of your story, which would be rare

Much of the discussion will center on the roll political sophistication plays as an intervening phenomenon in many of the concepts related to voter choice and the feedback that many of these phenomena have on political sophistication. 

one study finds the reluctance of African Americans to support the war on terror. (Bond, et al
, 2001) This may be explained by a reluctance to
 fight a war for a country they feel have put them on the sideline.  
Generational effects--age, 
could also play a role

They conclude that age had a strong correlation for which category they chose.  

AFFECT VERSUS EFFECT 

GENERAL COMMENT With religion, there are several concepts: religious affiliation, which means whether a person is Catholic, Protestant or Jewish, there is religiosity, which can mean the importance of religion in a person’s life, and there is religious fundamentalism, which means how literally the text of the religion can be taken for truth.
The Vietnam 
War had a high approval rating from the beginning
.  Page (1992) comes to the conclusion that the public is rational 

Cost/Benefit Analysis

GENERAL COMMENT be careful to talk about the American public – and what people are likely to think – this is a logical leap from talking about how different people think differently – when you talk about the aggregate, you assume people are the same – examples are: the media affects the American public, certain policy affect the way people think, certain arguments are more or less likely to be influential to the public.  Another example of this: “Multilateralism is an important tool in international conflict and many researchers have found that the public understands this as well.”

Common Morality

GENERAL COMMENT be very careful not to make unsubstantiated claims – “people feel alienated when they are overwhelmed by technology” – when you want to say something like this, make sure you are either citing evidence or being speculative – and say “some people may” or something like that
GENERAL COMMENT the most important reasons for my not being able to grade essays is when the literature is not grounded in the psychological literature (but instead philosophical or historical), or the concepts vary across time or place and not individuals, and when the concepts are not concepts that vary across high and low values 
Economic Discontent
Income and Income Inequality



Blah blah (date) theorized 
that
1990’s 

policies have impacted the poor 

(Green 1995, p. 168).

the extent to which resources are allocated to the interests of the ruling classes is significantly correlated with a rise in the likelihood of an uprising. 

Rational Choice

GENERAL COMMENT – be sure and draw conclusions.  The last sentence of a section or paragraph should not be a citation to an author – it should be a summary of the conclusion you expect the reader to draw from the evidence that you provided having to do with the manner and extent to which your concept is causally connected to your political phenomenon of interest.  Example: In a response paper, however, Klosko (1997) argues this is not really rational-choice theory because the decision to participate is not really self-interested or efficient. 

GENERAL COMMENT – if you are arguing that X causes Y, be sure that X is different from Y.
Despite gargantuan prison costs
, many American citizens continue to report support for locking criminals up and throwing away the
isn’t 

GENERAL COMMENT – be careful about too much normative in the beginning – you can do it but don’t let it go beyond two pages
GENERAL COMMENT – we should know what your question is from the beginning. Knowing that it is about foreign policy is not enough – “what causes ___ [insert name of concept]” should be clear on the first page.  
GENERAL COMMENT do your best to avoid polemical discussions – try to keep your essay as intersubjective as possible 
GENERAL COMMENT All races should support X policy IS NOT A CAUSAL THEORY

GENERAL COMMENT – do not justify causal theories with policy analysis – blah blah policy has been shown to be good for welfare recipients; therefore welfare recipients should be more supportive – you could speculate here but do not cite the policy analysis literature.  
GENERAL COMMENT Esping-Andersen points out that "…" (Esping-Andersen 1996, 263).  No need to say the name twice
GENERAL COMMENT These two section headings are too related to be in different sections

Newspaper Readership

Media Consumption
Question Order and Electoral Context


Concepts:
Emotion

Working / Occupation

Campaign Styles / Events
Events  

Style

Competitiveness of Election

 Type/Timing of Election

Social Morals

Social Awareness/Activism

Support for toleration for immigrants is related to support for more open immigration – 

what factors cause people to justify 
the use of violence towards political ends.


Other proponents of the individual’s perceived income inequality affecting their justification 
for using political violence tend to use individual cases.  The cases that are cited vary widely, ranging across many socioeconomic conditions and geographic locations (McHale 1978; and Muller 1985).  However, the only aspect in which they disagree is by what manner the perceived income inequality was created
.  Some possible causes identified are disproportionate land distribution, unequal economic development and side effects of globalization (Mueller 1987; McHale 1978; and London, Robinson 1989).  In spite of these studies and the causal models they have suggested there remain problems in using perceived income inequality to explain justification of political violence.

Several studies propose concepts that are against the grain of many of the works 
dealing with political violence and income inequality.  Problems that have been reported are difficulties in replicating the results that had been attained by previous studies and after reevaluation no relationships could be found (Weede 1986; and Weede 1987).  

Case studies have shown how group dynamics influence feuding societies to be more inclined to use violence and that violence is more likely when a group identity is possessed, as opposed to an isolated individual (Gould 1999; Useem 1980). 

Average Income

Average income’s affect 

violence committed in the name of religion seem to happen daily
.  
Do certain socio-economic factors lead to or cause domestic violence?  Do women of certain socio-economic categories experience domestic violence more than others?  What are the links between these socio-economic categories and the rates at which women experience domestic violence?  

Federalist Views.
  Many people subscribe to the historic notion that education is the natural domain of the States and should remain so. This view of subsidiarity, 
that the government closest to the people should handle those issues not requiring uniformity across regions, is by no means universal.  Both political parties have deviated significantly from this view regarding education, and sought more federal invention and funding over the last couple of decades, depending upon the particular education issue.  Democrats have sought desegregation and initially pushed for head start and other federal programs for disadvantaged students.  Recently Republicans have insisted on federal oversight to test educational performance in the No Child Left Behind Act.  Still, both parties pay at least lip service to the general proposition of local control of education.  

GENERAL COMMENT BAN THE WORD UTILIZE FROM YOUR VOCABULARY AND NEVER EVER EVER UTILIZE IT AGAIN.  :) USE IS THE WORD TO USE
Belief in Educational Crisis.  Belief in educational crises seems to underlie 
many of the articles discussing the ideas of government funding of parochial schools, vouchers and the privatization of education
Perception of Connection Between the Third and First World

During the Cold War, developed nations believed it was important to ‘help’ poor countries, because these governments perceived a strong connection between First and Third World countries.  Today, the situation in Africa has the possibility to directly affect 
the life of the common European.  
GENERAL COMMENT ABOUT ABOVE PARAGRAPH:

There are several problems here that are good to illustrate. Let’s think about measuring this concept. We could use a question like: How connected are the fates of the first world and the third world? 4 Very connected, 3 somewhat connected, 2 not very connected, 1 not connected at all.   (you would by the way have to throw out 75% of the cases of people who do not know what you are talking about when you say first and third world – because you are discussing an attribute of elites not the public).

And then the dependent variable is something like: 

Do you support more money going to developing countries, less money or about the same. (lots of people who said don’t know above will probably say about the same here).

Now, let’s correlate the two variables
:
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so now we see that they are related.  Is this surprising? Is it causal? Could it be spurious?  How would it be spurious?

BAN theorize from your vocabulary too!

The following is the beginning of the paper:

Aristotle said, “Man is by nature a political animal. And he who by nature and not mere accident is without a state, is either a bad man or above humanity.” Everyone has, 
in a way, a political science “hobby”—using it to try to better understand the world they live in. It is that “political animal” that Aristotle speaks of, that draws us into the concerns that afflict our country, and ultimately the world. One realizes that there is more to life than just what is the newest fad in fashion or music, understanding that there is more outside them than what is evident to the eye. There are those few exceptions to the rule that are too self-consumed to realize that the population does not exist to solely entertain them
—
More specifically, “Numerous studies over several decades have linked higher levels of education to “liberal” social attitudes, such as tolerance of nonconformity, support for civil liberties and freedom from racial prejustice” (Phelan 1995).
  
I doctored this paragraph for illustration purposes. What is wrong with it?

The ideological refinement model states “liberalism among America’s better educated citizens is confined to the principle of individual rights.” (Phelan 1995)  
Therefore, education generally causes liberal attitudes, so education is likely to be related to support for welfare.
The gender gap is present on many surveys, the differences “between the genders are not large, but they are consistent and statistically significant” (Togeby, 1994).  

I will first divide the concepts according to those that affect support for government spending generally and those that affect support for science. This division is not merely convenient or arbitrary
, but is actually supported by other data.

Party Identification

For Theodore Eismeier, “the most obvious potential source of attitudinal differences about public spending is party identification” (Eismeier 1982). The supposed relation here is rather simple: “the Democratic party has since the New Deal been more supportive of domestic spending programs than has the Republican party” (Eismeier 1982). There is some question as to whether the relationship holds among regular people as it does at the visible party level, but an extensive party identification study 
finds Republicans “more likely than Democrats to favor a reduction in public services spending” (Kamieniecki 1985). An individual who identifies himself as a Democrat, then, should be expected to show more support for spending than a self-identified Republican.

Another self-interest-driven concept that does not have quite the same caveat is perceived tax price. According to James M. Ferris, tax-prices “are essential in analyzing 
differences in the public expenditure preferences among individuals” (Ferris 1983).
Note in discussion below, the DV is support for science spending

Obviously, a significant part of the causal mechanism can be thought of as fear of the 
unknown, and the effect has been noted in a number of rather specific cases.

There are several factors that fundamentally delineate 
this most recent wave of immigration to the United States

there is an increasingly negative 
public opinion toward immigration in America today

individuals of different ethnic groups vary in different aggregate patterns as to their 
support of current immigration levels (Hood and Morris 1998; Diamond 1998; Citrin, et  al. 1997; Hood and Morris 1997; Johnson 1997; Espenshade 1996; Jackman and Crane 1986; Polinard, et al. 1984), it is necessary to limit the focus of this paper to the concepts that influence individuals in a single group rather than analyze not only the difference across individuals, but the difference across groups of individuals.  It is for this reason that this paper will only address the attitudes of non-Hispanic whites.  

Behind the assimilation fears espoused by many Americans, it appears that there may be a rather sinister root
.  Perspectives about the characteristics of immigrant groups play an important part in an individual’s aversion to those groups and anxiety about what their impact will be on American culture (Citrin 1997; Espenshade1996).  More clearly, it 
seems racial attitudes seem to be at the heart of matter (Hing 2004; Ganz 2004; Bobo 1997; Lowy 1991).  
This is a very common problem in papers: the failure to interpret your information 

Sears, et al. find a significant relationship between racist attitudes and lower support for racial policy (i.e. affirmative action and other equal opportunity legislation).  In addition, they find that symbolic racism has the strongest effect, as opposed to more traditional modes of racism (Sears, et al. 1997).   

According to Espenshade, there are indeed important linkages between political attitudes and anti-immigrant attitudes (1996).  The first of those linkages he describes is 
isolationism. 

POLITICAL ATTITUDES AND SELF-ESTEEM

Occupation

Theories have been proposed which suggest that political participation is a 
rational act, but only for certain sectors of the population (Goodin and Dryzek, 1980).  
Here is a comment lots of people got.

OK – you are on the right track – now you need to start thinking about what your contribution is going to be – most of the concepts that you have listed – their impact is pretty obvious – that is OK, but hopefully you will contribute something that is not obvious – and be able to talk about the implications of that new finding for our understanding about politics, democracy, representation, minority representation, political psychology and so forth.

Researchers have argued in favor of one concept having primacy over the others. 

�This is an example of a throwaway sentence that does not help make your case.


� You cannot make an inference that therefore Catholics in America are more supportive of the free markets than protestants with this kind of historical or philosophical justifications.  


� Can you say this with certainty?


� Eventually this will evolve into a story rather than a list.





Note that many of these factors vary on the aggregate level, not on the individual level 


� Argue for causation not correlation – even when you are arguing that there is correlation but perhaps not causation – then discuss the causal mechanism


� Your paper should not be about feedback – you will have to take into consideration the possibility that your DV causes the IV, in part, but this cannot be what your paper is about


� Use et al, when there are more than three authors.


Usually, don’t say “one study” – instead attribute the claim to the authors


� Be careful about using your normative impressions as evidence.


� Generational effects is different from age


�Talk about causes


� ONE IS A NOUN MOST OF THE TIME AND THE OTHER IS A VERB MOST OF THE TIME


� note that your analysis here is on the aggregate level – this is fine, but be sure to do the work in the analysis to be clear about what implications this has for the individual level


� make sure to cite your authors correctly


�  This is not the name of a concept – this may be a categorization for a set of concepts.  


� Not a concept


�Good – I like this because it is clear that economic discontent is a category of concepts – and income and income inequality are two concepts that can be discussed together.





� Generally do not use this word


� No apostrophe 


� Impact is not a verb


� No need for the p – just 


(Green 1995: 168).


� Aggregate level theory – this is fine, but do the work for the reader to bring us back down to the individual level 


� Good but not a concept – it is a category of potential concepts 


� Draw a conclusion here 


� Be careful about throwaway normative arguments


� Avoid contractions


� Isn’t this the same as media consumption? Or at least you can talk about it in the same section


� This should be a footnote – it is not causal in a substantive way – you should incorporate this into your understanding of your findings, but this is not relevant in a causal essay.  


� Good set of concepts but not a concept


� Concept?


� None of these vary across individuals.


� I am not sure what this means – is this a concept?


� If this is a concept meant to explain activism, then it is the same as your political phenomenon of interest.  


� True, but not causal





�The verb justify sounds like you are going to give an account of their arguments, which does not lend itself well to testable hypotheses.


� awkward – proponents of blah affecting is awkward and again this use of justification – I just can’t see what you are trying to say.


Justification doesn’t seem to be to be measurable on a unidimensional scale with extremes on both ends, measuring a person’s tendency.  Seems like what you mean is tolerance for violence or support for violence, but this justification for violence seems to connect it to some metaphysical truth about when it is proper to use violence.


� This disagreement is not relevant for your argument.


� Propose theories that challenge previous findings – but even saying this, this sentence is too vague – say what they said and what is being challenged.





� Notice that after two sentences, I still can’t tell what this paragraph is about.


� You need to explain more with this phrase –“when a group identity is possessed” – we should know much more about the analysis in that paper so that you can draw more specific conclusions.


� This is disorganized – you talked about relative inquality before – you should move this section closer to that section– also the concept is just income, not average income if you are on the individual level


� Awkward construction


� Thruway sentence – when a sentence sounds right but there is no concern for whether it is true is a throwaway sentence


� These are not why does y vary. These are “does x cause y?”


� Note that it is not clear from the name of the concept what is high and what is low.  


� This is more like a policy justification among elites.  People might identify more with one level of government over another.  





Elites have these attitudes but people do not.  So, it is not surprising that you mention elites in your justification of this theory.





The main problem here is that you are stuck in the justification from a policy analysis perspective and you are not climbing into the minds of the general public who have general views about taxes and spending and interference from the government but do not have views specifically about subsidiarity.  They have not read the literature you have read – they don’t know about the tenth amendment.  





The other problem is that you have not thought conceptually about what your question is related to, in the minds of the public.  I am certain that there are policy analysis reasons to keep distinct the ideas of funding for private schools from how much religious guidance is allowed in state institutions, but not in people’s minds.


� Belief in education crisis is not something that occurs within peoples’ minds.  


� This is too policy related. Think about personality or attitudinal attributes of a person that are a little less connected to your dependent variable.  


� Says who – why are you making this argument? You are stuck in the normative.  


� This is too abstract and trying to be sophisticated.  Know about Aristotle so that you can mention him in contexts under which it is illustrates a concept or theory that would be difficult to illustrate otherwise.  Drop the habit of dropping names.  The trend in academic is to get to the point because they are busy.


�There is a great deal wrong with this.  It is judgmental – you are not backing it up with any facts, it is polemical and irrelevant. And I still don’t have any clue what this paper is about.


� Generally speaking, don’t quote directly from someone else’s literature review and take it for truth.  


More importantly, this is not related to redistribution.  


� You realize that this statement makes this discussion irrelevant for your topic.  


 


� Do not cite directly unless the quotation makes the statement particularly well – so well that you could not have said it better yourself.  


� I would not organize it this way – organize it by concept – some concepts are related to other concepts. Use all the literature about science and support for spending in general to help you support each concept – so when you find that something affects support for spending, do the analysis to see what inference you can make to support for science.  


� OK but is this causal? Isn’t it support for spending that causes party identification?


� This is an interesting analysis, and it is good that you added perceived because this is probably what is relevant.





Somehow I am worried that support for spending is too caught up in this concept, though, that will depend on the measure.





At some point, the question will arise how interesting it is that this has an impact – what is the contribution of understanding this relationship to politics, how democracy works, or political psychology?  


� OK – now things are getting interesting – this is a personality trait – and this teaches us something about politics.  


� Not the correct word


� You are speaking as though the public were one person.


� OK, but do they vary in what causes support for immigration? This is the key determinant for whether you can justify separating ethnicities.  Different levels is not sufficient.  


� Keep the normative out of it.


� This is disorganized – the analysis is reasonable but you need to make sure that separate concepts are discussed separately – there is too much going on here – and as a rule, don’t introduce a new topic in the middle of the paragraph. Impact on culture is very different from racism.


�draw a conclusion


� So have a section called isolaitionism – or not, these two may be the same thing – does isolationism cause this or is it spurious?


� It is good that you have a general section – I would call it political attiudes and personality attributes and then include various attitudes and self esteem in that general section





But it seems weird to have one category of concepts and one concept in the same title – it is not parallel


� You may mean occupational prestige – occupation suggests that you will test the effect of being any particular thing occupationally.


� Whether it is a rational act needs to be in the context of defending the importance of a particular concept.  


� Sentences like this don’t contribute very much





