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The fundamental goals of the course
This is a four credit course in political psychology. It is primarily offered to doctoral students but M. A. students are also welcome. 

The course deals with the ‘software’ of politics: values, personalities, attitudes, emotions, perceptions and cognitions. But it analyzes these phenomena in relationship with the political context: institutions, group-hierarchies and historical trajectories. Next to an introduction to the relevant conceptual frameworks, the course discusses empirical research on topics such as individual psychological mechanisms, social identity, ideological orientations, prejudices, political culture, authoritarianism, voting intentions, partisan sympathies or the role of values (e.g. equality) in attitude formation. Most of the readings investigate the psychological and social explanations of attitudinal variance in the public, and the combination of values and attitudes into political cultures and mass-ideologies.

The principal learning outcome of the course is the ability to understand and research politically relevant thought, emotion and activity.  The emphasis on class activity and the requirement of oral presentation is aimed at improving the student’s ability to deploy effective oral presentation skills. The position papers and the oral presentations also serve the purpose of developing the skill of making well-reasoned judgment, recognizing subjectivity, and understanding the structure of a particular subfield. The essay-requirement has the function to develop and improve research skills. By the end of the course students are expected to be able to analyze attitudes with the tools of social and political psychology.
Format of the course

The course is organized into lectures and seminars. Typically the first meeting of the week is a lecture, while the second is a seminar. The mandatory literature must be read before the seminars. This format is, however, flexible, depending on the progress in the class and the difficulty of certain topics. The course begins with abstract and fundamentally socio-psychological topics and gradually moves towards more practical and more political-science related issues.
Requirements and Evaluation

The evaluation is based on activity (20%), two position papers (20%), an essay (30%) and two (in case of M.A. students only one) presentations (30%). The oral presentations explore a subtopic within social psychology and political behavior, and must be accompanied by a two pages long draft that summarizes the principal arguments in the particular subfield. The position papers are expected to reflect on the mandatory reading of the week, summarizing its main points and interpreting it in the light of the previous readings and lectures. The student decides for which weeks she prepares a position paper but the position papers must arrive 24 hours before the seminar to the e-mailbox of the instructor. The final essay may target any subtopic within the field of social psychology and political behavior. Doctoral students are encouraged to base the essay on an independently conducted small-scale research: analysis of secondary or primary survey data or an experiment. But it is also possible to focus on an existing academic debate or to present a report on an international attitude-research, commenting on its fundamental questions, methodologies and results.

The draft of the paper is to be presented in the class, and the paper must be submitted to the instructor within two weeks after the ending of the course. The instructor’s approval for the topic of the research paper must be obtained before 15 February. 

The course requires the active participation of all students. If one is unable to attend the class, she should signal this via e-mail to the lecturer. Activity in the classroom can be complemented with questions, suggestions and comments related to the week’s mandatory reading and sent via e-mail to the lecturer 24 hours prior to the seminar (i.e. the second meeting of the week).

First week

Attitude structure and functions. 
This is perhaps the most non-political part of the course focusing on those fundamental concepts of psychology and cognitive sciences that we will be relying on in the rest of the course. 
Katz, Daniel 1960. The Functional Approach to the Study of Attitudes, Public Opinion Quarterly, 24, 168-204.

Eagly, Alice H. and Shelly Chaiken 1993. The psychology of attitudes. Fort Worth, TX : Harcourt Brace Jovanovich,  155-168.

Second week

The power of emotion and cognition

This week reviews the most important theories of attitude change, cognitive constraints and the role of emotions in political behavior. We will also continue discussing the room for manipulation and persuasion. 
Eagly, Alice H.  and Shelly Chaiken 1993. The psychology of attitudes. Fort Worth, TX : Harcourt Brace Jovanovich,  455-476, 505-509.

Marcus, George E. , W. Russell Neuman and Michael MacKuen 2000. Affective intelligence and political judgment. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 8-11, 95-113. 

Third week 

Prejudice and stereotyping
The main question of this week is what explains hostility against various groups and when such hostility institutionalizes within the political system. 
Sniderman, Paul M.,  Gretchen C. Crosby, and William G. Howell, 2000. "The Politics of Race," in David O. Sears, Jim Sidanius, Lawrence Bobo (Eds.), Racialized Politics: The Debate About Racism in America. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 236-279. 

Fourth week 

Personality in mass politics and authoritarianism research
This week focuses on the role of non-rational impulses in attitude-formation. We review a number of personality types and discuss the intellectual tradition behind authoritarianism research.
Feldman, S. & Stenner, K. 1997. Perceived Threat and Authoritarianism. Political Psychology, vol. 18, no. 4, 741-769.

Altemeyer, Bob 1996. The Authoritarian Specter. Cambridge, Mass: Harvard University Press, 6-15, 44-49, 

Altemeyer, Bob 1988. Enemies of Freedom. San Fancisco: Jossey-Bass, 26-50. 

Fifth week

Social Dominance Orientation and Social Identity Theory

This week contrasts two important theories of group-identity and group-hostility, touching upon issues such as the role of biology, gender and status in attitude formation.  

Sidanius, James 1993. A Psychology of Group Conflict and the Dynamics of Oppression. A Social Dominance Perspective. In Shanto Iyengar and William McGuire (eds) Explorations in Political Psychology, Durham and London: Duke University Press, 195-219.

Turner, John C. and Katherine J. Reynolds 2003. Why social dominance theory has been falsified? British Journal of Social Psychology, 42, 199-206. 

Sixth week

Political tolerance

The focus of this week is the contemporary research on tolerant and intolerant attitudes and behavior with a particular emphasis on measurement techniques.
Kuklinski, James H., Ellen Riggle, Victor Ottati, and Norbert Schwarz. 1991. The Cognitive and Affective Bases of Political Tolerance Judgments. American Journal of Political Science, 35, 1-27.

Gibson, James L. 1992. Alternative Measures of Political Tolerance: Must Tolerance be 'Least-Liked'? American Journal of Political Science. 36, 560-577.

Seventh week 

Belief systems and mass ideologies

This week we mainly discuss how the public mind organized from the point of view of ideologies and what degree of constraint is detectable in the thinking of the average citizen.
Eysenck, Hans 1998. The psychology of politics. New Brunswick, N.J.: Transaction Publishers, 107-141

Ray, John 1982. Authoritarianism/Libertarianism as the Second Dimension of Social Attitudes. Journal of Social Psychology, no. 117, 33-44.

Granberg,, Donald, and Sören Holmberg. 1988. The Political System Matters: Social Psychology and Voting Behavior in Sweden and the United States. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 66-88.
Eighth week

Party identification

Emotional and cognitive attachment to parties is one of the most fundamental factors in political behavior, but its exact nature is hotly debated. The week discusses these debates.
Goren, Paul 2005. Party Identification and Core Political Values. American Journal of Political Science 49, 881-96. 

Miller, Arthur H., and Thomas F. Klobucar. 2000. The Development of Party Identification in Post-Soviet Societies, American Journal of Political Science 44, 4: 667-685. 

Barry C. Burden, Casey A. Klofstad 2005. Affect and Cognition in Party Identification 
Political Psychology 26 (6), 869–886.
Ninth week

The voter’s mind
It is obviously not possible to squeeze the literature on electoral behavior into one week, but we will try to review some of the principal theories.

Lau, Richard R., and David P. Redlawsk 2006. How Voters Decide. Information Processing During Election Campaigns 2006. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 21-47.

Granberg,, Donald, and Sören Holmberg. 1988. The Political System Matters: Social Psychology and Voting Behavior in Sweden and the United States. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 38-66.

Iversen, Torben. 1994. "Political Leadership and Representation in West European Democracies: A Test of Three Models of Voting." American Journal of Political Science 38, 45-74.

Tenth week

Community values: identity, nationalism and trust

This week discusses political cultures from the point of view of such specific values as interpersonal trust.
Fukuyama, Francis 1995. Trust: The Social Virtues and The Creation of Prosperity. New York: Macmillan, 23-41, 171-184, 283-294.

Gabriel, W. Oscar 1995. Political efficacy and trust. In Van Deth and Scarbrough eds. The Impact of Values. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 357-389.

Eleventh week

Culturalist explanations

Continuing with the political culture topic this week reviews comparative empirical studies and discusses their implications. 
Ross, M. H., 2000. The Relevance of Culture for the Study of Political Psychology. In: Renshon, S. and Duckitt, J., eds., Political Psychology: Cultural and Crosscultural Foundations, Houndmills, Basingstoke: Macmillan, 33-43.

Inglehart, Ronald & Wayne Baker 2000. Modernization, Cultural Change, and the Persistence of Traditional Values. American Sociological Review, vol. 65, February, 19-51.

Twelfth week

Persistence and change among Eastern European values and attitudes 

The last week contrasts Eastern and Western European values examining existing survey data and assesses the relevance of Communist heritage.

Schwartz, S. H., Bardi, A. and Bianchi, G., 2000. Value Adaptation to the Imposition and Collapse of Communist Regimes in East-Central Europe. In: Renshon, S. and Duckitt, J., eds., Political Psychology: Cultural and Crosscultural Foundations, 217-235.

Miller, William, Paul M. Heywood and Stephen L. White 1998. Values and Political Change in Post-Communist Europe. London: Macmillan and NY: St Martin's Press, 231-267, 325-356.

Lipsmeyer, Christine and Timothy Nordstrom. 2003. “East versus West: Comparing Political Attitudes and Welfare Preferences Across European Societies,” Journal of European Public Policy, 10, 339-364. 

