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Daniel Butler 
Associate Professor, Political Science, Washington University 
(Moving to the Political Science department at University of California-San Diego in September 
2017) 
 

Beyond Ideological Disagreement: Obstacles to Compromise 
This project will allow my collaborators and me to build on our on-going research showing that 
elected officials reject compromise proposals for reasons that go beyond simple ideological 
disagreement – that officials reject proposals that represent common ground and even when they 
stand to benefit from the proposal. The proposed research will evaluate voter-based communication 
solutions and elite-based negotiation process solutions using experiments on representative national 
samples and sitting state legislators. This work will result in a book that highlights some of the 
impediments to negotiation in politics, and the effectiveness of potential solutions. 

 
Michael Crespin 
Associate Director, Carl Albert Congressional Research and Studies Center, University of Oklahoma 
 

Beyond the Roll Call: Multidimensional Negotiation During the Great Society 
By any measure, the 89th Congress (1965-67) represented one of the most productive in American 
history. How was Congress able to successfully pass Great Society legislation at a time when party 
leaders lacked formal powers to pressure rank-and-files members from ideologically diverse 
coalitions? I will answer this question by combining text analysis with archival research on legislative 
activity related to the Great Society. The principal area of exploration will focus on the papers of 
then Democratic Majority Leader Carl Albert (D-OK) paying close attention to correspondence and 
Great Society legislation. 

 
Russell W. Mills 
Associate Professor, Political Science, Bowling Green State University 
 

Vegan Pork: Congressional Letter-Marking and the Challenge of Negotiating Agreement in Congress 
The ban on earmarks in both the House and Senate has resulted in a new practice for securing 
distributive benefits called letter-marking. The shift to letter-marking has made it more difficult for 
Congressional leaders to persuade rank and file members to vote for general interest legislation 
because agencies, not leadership, control the allocation of projects. This project explores the 
institutional determinants of letter-marking and how the emergence of this practice has reduced the 
power of Congress relative to the executive branch while reducing the possibility of negotiating 
agreement in Congress. 
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Jordan Ragusa 
Assistant Professor, Political Science, College of Charleston 
 

From Enactment to Repeal: Partisan Disagreements & the Fate of Landmark Laws (1877-2012) 
Countless studies have examined Congress's capacity to enact laws. I explore the opposite: efforts to 
repeal laws. Repeals fit the grant's themes because they represent some of the most consequential 
policy disagreements in history. Repeals also provide a novel substantive and methodological 
approach to testing theories of Congress's institutional performance. Yet repeals have been almost 
entirely overlooked by scholars. I am seeking the SSRC's support to write a book on repeals from 
1877 to 2012. Given its historical scope and core theories, I believe the book will be of interest to a 
wide range of scholars. 

 
Josh Ryan 
Assistant Professor, Political Science, Utah State University 
 

Committee Votes as a Cause of Congressional Polarization 
Studies of congressional polarization typically ignore the role of committees in drafting legislation. I 
focus on the addition of recorded committee roll call votes in the 92nd Congress, which allowed the 
party leadership to monitor the behavior of committee members and enforce party loyalty. The 
SSRC research grant will allow for the collection of a long-term dataset of standing committee votes 
from the rule change through the 114th Congress to determine how committee roll call votes 
compare to floor votes, and whether the increase in polarization on the floor is attributable to an 
increase in polarization at the committee level. 

 
Jordan Tama 
Assistant Professor of International Relations, School of International Service, American University 
 

Contributors to U.S. Foreign Policy Bipartisanship 
Congressional bipartisanship is more common on foreign policy than on domestic policy. Why is 
that so, and does cooperation on international issues offer any broader lessons for fostering 
bipartisanship? In a book project in process, I show how the interest group and ideological 
landscape associated with issues contributes to three distinct forms of bipartisanship on foreign 
policy. Funding from SSRC would allow me to complete the writing of this book and extend its 
impact by writing a journal article analyzing the ability of non-governmental organizations to 
generate congressional bipartisanship by forming ideologically diverse advocacy coalitions. 

 
Jennifer L. Wessel 
Assistant Professor, Psychology, University of Maryland 
 

Examining Psychological and Behavioral Aspects of Political Cooperation to Counteract Polarization 
This project addresses the need for cooperative behavior in Congress. Specifically, I focus on 
organizational structures/ policies that affect psychological processes that increase/ diminish 
cooperation. As part of an interdisciplinary team of psychologists and political scientists interested in 
identifying factors that increase such behavior, we focus on the organizational factors that affect 
(and are affected by) basic psychological processes (e.g., person’s self-concept, gender norms) and 
cooperative behavior resulting from these processes. Long-form interviews with former members of 
Congress will be qualitatively analyzed, enabling us to pinpoint specific psychological barriers to 
cooperation and the institutional forces that contribute to those barriers. 
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Laurel Harbridge Yong 
Associate Professor, Political Science, Northwestern University 
 

The Limits of Electoral Accountability: Passing the Buck for Congressional Inaction 
Many perspectives of representative democracy assume that voters will hold elected officials 
accountable when their behavior falls short of expectations. Given widespread public frustration 
with gridlock, legislators should have incentives to reach agreements. However, gridlock persists. 
One explanation for this pattern may be that legislators can avoid penalties for inaction by shifting 
blame to other actors, leaving voters unsure about who to penalize for aggregate outcomes like 
gridlock. We utilize content analysis of legislators’ communications with constituents, as well as a 
survey experiment to assess how members explain gridlock and whether they can avoid voter 
penalties by passing the buck. 


