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Proseminar on Inequality and Social Policy II
Spring 2022

Government (Gov) 2340b in FAS
https://canvas.harvard.edu/courses/115724
Social and Urban Policy (SUP) 922
Monday, 1:30 to 3:30  pm
Taubman 401

Jennifer Hochschild
hochschild@gov.harvard.edu 
Office hours: Thursday, 1:30 to 4:30 p.m.
Sign up on calendly; url on Canvas homepage


Please note signup sheet, by Jan. 25 (see p. 2) -- and readings for first class (see p. 5)

The Proseminar on Inequality and Social Policy is a required three-semester sequence for second 
and third year doctoral students in Government and Social Policy, Sociology and Social Policy, and the Multidisciplinary Program on Inequality and Social Policy.  Objectives for this semester include: 

· To examine what we know and investigate what we might learn about political, economic, social, psychological, and cultural causes and consequences of various forms of inequality.

· To develop a multidisciplinary view of inequality and social policy, and to understand strengths and weaknesses of different methodological and disciplinary approaches to research. Our readings and discussion will consider work from scholars of different disciplines and standpoints.

· To become familiar with key policy issues through scholarly frameworks and analyses of them, and to develop ways to judge the impact of choices in those policy domains among  rich democracies.

· To learn more about how scholarly research is conceived, produced, and developed, and to make significant progress in a publishable research paper on a policy-related question about inequality. A “policy-related question” means any question with demonstrable implications for some actual or proposed government policy. A “research paper” assembles original evidence and develops it in a theoretical or analytic framework.



CLASS FORMAT
We will follow all Harvard/HKS COVID-19 guidelines; the current plan is for all classes to meet in person.  
We will devote one hour of class to conversation about the assigned readings, drawing on the questions and responses submitted by students scheduled for that week (more on that below). Our goals are to situate readings in debates, ideas, evidence, and perspectives animating this topic – as well as to identify strengths, weaknesses, and lessons from the readings and the knowledge you bring to class from work, other courses, and your research project.

For six class weeks, the speaker from the lunchtime Stone Seminar of that week will join us for the other hour of class (the 2 halves of the class may be reversed on occasion).  Our goals are to pursue that speaker’s research arena further, and especially to discuss how their research process went or is going. That is, we will invite speakers to open the black box of their research or their related public action, with discussion of “why this research?” “how did I develop it?” “what do I wish I had done differently/what will I do to revise or refine it in the future?” Two students (see below) will be assigned to start that discussion.

On March 6, the class will divide into  3-to-4 person groups during the second hour in order to have informal peer-to-peer discussion about your  developing research papers.  You will have prepared a one-page memo for your colleagues (see below), and the groups should spend about 15-20 minutes on each paper. I will interact with groups.

On the remaining four weeks without a visitor, during the second half of the class, four students will each present a brief research idea emerging from the week’s readings (see below) We will then discuss, extend, and sharpen these ideas, using readings from that week and other relevant material.

The goal is for you to complete each class meeting with a big-picture view of that session’s engagement with a particular facet of inequality and social policy, an understanding of current work in the area, and ideas for your own research and perhaps public engagement. The course aims to help you move along the pathway from consumer to producer of research. 

ASSIGNMENTS
Overview: There are four kinds of presentation assignments spread differentially across the weeks: discussion questions, response to discussion questions, initial queries to visiting speakers, and readings-based research ideas.  You will be responsible for two reading-oriented questions, two responses, one initial query to speakers, and one research idea (that is, 6 assignments for each person).  Please sign up by January 25  for the assignments for which you will be responsible.  The sign-up sheet is here. https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1F1AFDL2oG70SZrpYGWb7dJl1vLSKFDWTe2ukSUnLgpE/edit#gid=0

All participants will also write three one-page memos on their research papers (see explanation below). 

Discussion questions: Each week, two students will each pose a discussion question that comes out of the week’s readings that you would like the class to engage with. Theyshould be posted to the course Canvas page by Sunday at noon. The question should be no more than two sentences, but please give it careful thought – does it address the readings? Will it spur interesting discussion? Are there genuinely different answers? Everyone will read the week’s questions before Monday’s seminar, and to consider how to answer or further develop them.

Question responses: Each week, two students will each write a short response to one of the proposed discussion questions. These responses should be no longer than 1 paragraph, and will be posted to the course website by Monday morning at 10 AM. Everyone will read the week’s responses in advance of the seminar and be prepared to discuss them, along heir originating question. Please respond to questions from classmates not in the same discipline as you. 

Queries to visitor:  Each student will prepare one or two questions for one visitor to the class. The question should be succinct and clear. This is not an opportunity to show your preparation and insight, but rather a way to get the discussion started in a promising way. If you were the visitor, what prompt would enable you to begin to explain what you think is the most important implication of your research, why you conducted it, what its consequences have been, what changes you would make in retrospect or will make in the future? 

Research ideas: During four weeks, we will dedicate part of the second hour to what research might grow out of the readings and discussion for that session. Two (or three) students will each give a brief pitch (no more than 6 minutes, with no more than 3 slides) for a research project --not just a topic for a research project --that builds on, challenges, or improves on that week’s set of readings. You must outline a research plan, including the type of evidence to be sought and the method(s) for seeking it, and explain how the evidence will address the research question.  For the next ~12 minutes, all students in the class will respond – with additional ideas, possible sources of evidence, normative or theoretical considerations, or anything else that would further development of this new research project.

Research paper memos: Each of these is roughly 500 words (and maybe a graph or table…) The first will be submitted to me by February 1. it will outline your project—why it matters, what your specific research question is, and what kind of evidence and method(s) you will use.  The second will be circulated no later than noon on March 5, to me and to your small group that will be discussing the research papers in class the next day.  The third will be submitted to me by April 10, identifying the most problematic aspect of your paper so far, stating what steps you are taking to resolve the problem, and what I or others can help you with. 

Readings: will be posted on the course Canvas website unless otherwise noted.

Student presentations: Hopefully on April 17 and May 1--otherwise, May 1 and May 8 --  
(please put these dates into your calendars now), you will present your research project. You will each have ~10 minutes to describe your draft research paper, followed by ~10 minutes of comments and discussion from all members of the class. Focus on (1) the Big Question, (2) how the research question addresses the Big Question, (3) evidence, (4) methodological strategy, and (5) analyses and results so far (that is, not lit review!). 

Managing time when presenting research is an important skill and a sign of respect for your audience (who are eager to weigh in with feedback). I will therefore strictly enforce the time limit. PowerPoint or Beamer slides are encouraged—no more than 1 per minute, preferably fewer. Please make sure these are ready to go before the start of class.  Keep in mind that visual presentations of complex topics in a few minutes is an art form that needs careful preparation. Hint: as few slides, as few words, and as few numbers, as possible – one rule of thumb is that each slide should have no more than 6 lines, with no more than 6 words or numbers per line. Use images where possible. The most crucial point is that you want your audience to pay attention to you, not to try (and inevitably fail) to decipher, read, and listen at the same time. 

Research paper scaffolding: Please plan on the following (this includes the three memos described above): 
By January 27: send me the current draft of your paper and the comments you received last semester
By February 1: one-page memo described above
By February 10: schedule meeting with me in my office hours to discuss your project 
By February 15: tell me who your paper advisor is, or request my help (with a few suggestions)
By March 5, circulate to your small group (and me) the one-page memo described above
By April 10, send me the one-page memo described above
April 17 (hopefully) and May 1: Student presentations in class (alternatively, May 1 and May 8)
By May 15: Turn in paper

For papers that will involve human subjects (a.k.a. people): Research that relies on new data obtained from human subjects (e.g., a survey experiment, or interviews) must be vetted and approved by Harvard’s institutional review board, the Committee on the Use of Human Subjects (CUHS). If you are writing a paper based on such evidence,  you should have already completed ethics certification and submitted a detailed study protocol to CUHS in the fall 2022. If you have not received approval or exemption by early February 2023, that is your highest and immediate priority. Please note that use of some existing datasets may also require CUHS approval; when in doubt, check the Committee’s website or contact them directly.

Writing and presentation resources:  
GSAS Center for Writing and Communicating Ideas (https: //gsas.harvard.edu/center-writing-and- communicating-ideas)
Francis-Nol Thomas and Mark Turner, Clear and Simple as the Truth, 2nd edition, Princeton University Press, 2011.
William Zinsser, On Writing Well, Harper, 2016.
Scott Berinato, Good Charts: The HBR Guide to Making Smarter, More Persuasive Data Visualizations, Harvard Business Review Press, 2016.

Collaboration:  Graduate school, teaching, research, and policy-making are collaborative processes; you are encouraged to actively discuss and interact with your classmates. Ultimately, however, all written work must be your own and must conform to the standards of academic integrity for original work. 

Grades: Grades will be awarded on a SAT/UNSAT basis. You must complete each component of the course to get a SAT (they are not averaged…) 


TOPICS AND READINGS
January 23: Conceptual frames for pondering inequality and social policy
	
Christopher Jencks, “Whom Must We Treat Equally for Educational Opportunity to be Equal?”  Ethics, 1988. 98 (3): 518-533.

Douglas Rae et al., Equalities, Harvard University Press, 1981: chs. 1, 4, 7. 

Olena Hankivsky and Renee Cormier, “Intersectionality and Public Policy: Some Lessons from Existing Models.” Political Research Quarterly, 2011. 64 (1): 217-229.

Charles Mills, The Racial Contract, Cornell University Press, 1999: chs. 1, 3. 

Thomas Piketty and Emmanuel Saez, “Inequality in the Long Run,” Science, 2014. 344 (6186): 838-843


January 30:  Social innovation

Visitor: Xavier de Souza Briggs 

Albert Hirschmann, The Rhetoric of Reaction, Harvard University Press, 1991: chs. 2, 3, and 4

Deborah Stone, Policy Paradox, 3rd Edition. Norton, 2011: chs. 1 and 2

 Sanderjin Cels et al., Agents of Change: Strategy and Tactics for Social Innovation, Brookings Institution Press, 2012: ch. 1 (Introduction) 
 
Xavier de Souza Briggs and Richard McGahey, “Keeping Promises While Keeping Score: Gauging the Impacts of Policy Proposals on Racial Equity, report.  Brookings  Institution, 2022. 

Xavier de Souza Briggs et al., “To Keep Promises of Achieving Racial Equity, Let’s Start Keeping Score,” Op Ed , The Boston Globe/Emancipator, October 11, 2022. 

City of Chicago, “Racial Equity Impact Assessment: Qualified Allocation Plan,” 2021. (skim details)


February 6:  Why so much acceptance of inequality in the US?  

Daniel Kahan, et al. , “Motivated Numeracy and Enlightened Self-Government,” Behavioral Public Policy, 2017 1(1): 54-86.

Arlie Hochschild, Strangers in Their Own Land: Anger and Mourning on the American Right. New Press, 2016: chs. 9, 14.

David Autor et al, “Importing Political Polarization: The Electoral Consequences of Rising Trade Exposure,” American Economic Review, 2020 110 (10): 3139-3183.

Philipp Rehm et al. “Insecure Alliances: Risk, Inequality, and Support for the Welfare State.” American Political Science Review, 2012. 106 (2): 386-406.

Mutz, Diana (2018). “Status Threat, Not Economic Hardship, Explains the 2016 Presidential Vote,” PNAS, May 8.
https://www.pnas.org/content/pnas/115/19/E4330.full.pdf

Kris-Stella Trump, “When and Why Is Economic Inequality Seen as Fair,” Current Opinion in Behavioral Sciences, 2020 (34): 46-51.


February 13:  Information, misinformation, disinformation

Visitor: Adam Berinsky. 

Adam Berinsky. “Rumors and Health Care Reform: Experiments in Political Misinformation.” British Journal of Political Science. 2017. 47(2): 241-262.
 
Chloe Wittenberg and Adam Berinsky. “Misinformation and Its Correction.” In Social Media and Democracy: The State of the Field, Prospects for Reform, eds. Nathaniel Persily and Joshua Tucker, Cambridge University Press, 2020: 163–98.
 
J. Jaiswal et al., “Disinformation, Misinformation and Inequality-Driven Mistrust in the Time of COVID-19: Lessons Unlearned from AIDS Denialism.” AIDS and Behavior, 2020 24: 2776-2780
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-020-02925-y
Jennifer Hochschild and Katherine Levine Einstein, Do Facts Matter? Information and Misinformation in American Politics. University of Oklahoma Press, 2015: chs. 5, 6, and 7. 

Larry Bartels, Unequal Democracy: The Political Economy of the New Gilded Age. Russell Sage Foundation, 2016: ch. 4


February 27: Political representation, finance, and inequalities of wealth

Visitor: Brandice Canes-Wrone

Martin Gilens and Benjamin Page. “Testing Theories of American Politics: Elites, Interest Groups, and Average Citizens.” Perspectives on Politics 2014. 12(3): 564– 81.

Jeffrey Lax, Justin Phillips, and Adam Zelizer. “The Party or the Purse? Unequal Representation in the U.S. Senate.” American Political Science Review 2019. 113: 917 –40.

Brandice Canes-Wrone and Kenneth Miller. “Out‐of‐District Donors and Representation in the US House.” Legislative Studies Quarterly, 2021. 47(2): 361-395.

David Magleby, Jay Goodliffe, and Joseph Olsen. Who Donates in Campaigns?  Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 2018, ch. 2. 

Michael Barber, Brandice Canes-Wrone, and Sharece Thrower. “Ideologically Sophisticated Donors: Which Candidates Do Individual Contributors Finance?” American Journal of Political Science 2017. 61: 271-288.


March 6:  Immigration, inequality, and policy

Visitor: Sabrinah Ardalan

James Hollifield & Tom Wong. “The Politics of International Migration: How Can We ‘Bring the State Back In’.” 
 
David Fitzgerald. “The Sociology of International Migration”
 
Philip Martin. “Economic Aspects of Migration”
 
All three in Migration Theory: Talking Across Disciplines, eds. Caroline Brettell and James Hollifield. 4th ed. New York: Routledge, 2023

Sabrinah Ardalan, “Challenging Stereotypes in Refugee Protection,” Boston University International Law Journal. 2022. 40: 31-48
https://www.bu.edu/ilj/files/2022/08/Vol.-40.1-Ardalan.pdf

Sabrinah Ardalan, “The Trump Administration, COVID-19, and the Continuing Assault on the Rights of Asylum Seekers and Refugees,” International Journal of Refugee Law, 2020. 32 (4): 685-689.

Marta Bivand Erdal and Ceri Oeppen. “Forced to Leave? The Discursive and Analytical Significance of Describing Migration as Forced and Voluntary.“ Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 2018. 44(6): 981-998


March 20: Economic inequality and policy

Anne Case and Angus Deaton, “Mortality and Morbidity in the 21st Century,” Brookings Papers on Economic Activity, 2017. Spring: 397-476.  Include David Cutler, Comments and Discussion

Lanford, Daniel and Jill Quadagno (2016). “Implementing ObamaCare: The Politics of Medicaid Expansion under the Affordable Care Act of 2010.” Sociological Perspectives. 59(3): 619-639.

Ron Haskins. “TANF at 20: Work Still Works.” Journal of Public Policy Analysis and Management, 2015. 35(1): 224-231.

Jacob Grumbach et al.  “The Political Economies of Red States“ 

Ben Ansell et al. “Concentration and Commodification” 

Both in Hacker, Jacob et al., eds. The American Political Economy: Politics, Markets, and Power. Cambridge U. Press, 2022.

Jason Furman and Douglas Holtz-Eakin, “Fiscal Policy Responses to Economic Inequality." Business Economics, 2020 55: 113-119.


March 27: Higher education, inequality, and policy

Visitor: Juliana Londono-Velez

Steven Brint and Charles Clotfelter, “U.S. Higher Education Effectiveness, RSF: The Russell Sage Foundation Journal of the Social Sciences, 2016. 2 (1): 2-37.

Juliana Londoño-Vélez, et al. "Upstream and Downstream Impacts of College Merit-Based Financial Aid for Low-Income Students: Ser Pilo Paga in Colombia," American Economic Journal: Economic Policy, 2020, 12 (2): 193-227. https://www.aeaweb.org/articles?id=10.1257/pol.20180131

Tuan Nguyen, et al. “The Effects of Grant Aid on Student Persistence and Degree Attainment: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of the Causal Evidence.” Review of Educational Research, 2019. 89(6), 831–874. 
https://doi.org/10.3102/0034654319877156

James Rosenbaum, “Beyond Earnings and Social Reproduction: Can College Lead to Good Jobs Without Reproducing Social Inequalities?”  RSF: The Russell Sage Foundation Journal of the Social Sciences, 2016. 2 (1):  90-110.

David Autor et al. ”Extending the Race between Education and Technology,” American Economic Review, Papers and Proceedings 2020 110: 347-351.


April 3:	  Race, inequality, and policy

Robert Sampson and William Julius Wilson, “Toward a Theory of Race, Crime, and Urban Inequality,” in Crime, Inequality, and the State, ed. Mary Vogel. Routledge, 2007: 312-325.

Khalil Mohammed and Bruce Western, et al. Reducing Racial Inequality in Crime and Justice: Science, Practice, and Policy. National Academies Press, 2022: chs. 2, 8.

Michael Fortner, “The Carceral State and the Crucible of Black Politics: An Urban History of the Rockefeller Drug Laws,” Studies in American Political Development, 2013. 27 (1): 14-35

Raj Chetty et al., “Race and Economic Opportunity in the United States: An Intergenerational Perspective,” Quarterly Journal of Economics 2020 135(2): 711-783.

Students for Fair Admissions, Inc. v. President and Fellows of Harvard College, October 31, 2022. (Street Law Case Summary)

 Students for Fair Admissions, Inc. v. University of North Carolina (Classifying Arguments Activity, Street Law)

Nicole Martin and Scott Blinder, “Biases at the Ballot Box: How Multiple Forms of Voter Discrimination Impede the Descriptive and Substantive Representation of Ethnic Minority Groups.” Political Behavior 2021. 43: 1487-1510

	Visitor: Ashley Mears


April 10: Gender, family, inequality, and policy

Mala Htun and Laurel Weldon, “The Civic Origins of Progressive Policy Change: Combating Violence against Women in Global Perspective, 1975–2005,” American Political Science Review 2012. 106(3): 548-569.

Ana Catalano Weeks, “Quotas and Party Priorities: Direct and Indirect Effects of Quota Laws,” Political Research Quarterly. 2019. 72(4):849-862

Beth Reingold and Adrienne Smith (2011). “Welfare Policymaking and Intersections of Race, Ethnicity, and Gender in U.S. State Legislatures,” American Journal of Political Science. 56 (1): 131-147.

Claudia Goldin et al. “When the Kids Grow Up: Women's Employment and Earnings across the Family Cycle.” NBER 2022, Working Paper 30323

Katherine Michelmore and Natasha Pilkauskas, “The Earned Income Tax Credit, Family Complexity, and Children’s Living Arrangements,” RSF: The Russell Sage Foundation Journal of the Social Sciences, 2022. 8(5):  143-165.

xxx


April 17: Class presentations of research projects (tentative)
OR Place and space, inequality, and policy


April 24: XXX
	Visitor: Erin Kelly. 

will send readings)



May 1 (and May 8?)  Class presentations of research projects
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