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Essays: Go to the questions 
What is reliable?  
The  best  American  magazines  for  this  course  are:    
National  Journal  
The  Nation  (www.thenation.com  
Atlantic  
Harper'ʹs  
The  Economist  
The  New  Yorker  (www.newyorker.com)  
National  Review  (www.nationalreview.com)  
The  New  York  Review  of  Books  (www.nybooks.com/nyrev/)  
Time  (www.time.com)  Read  particularly  Joe  Klein    
Politico.com  
  
It  is  important  to  browse  regularly  through  some  of  the  periodicals  listed  (Note  the  
ideological  differences  between,  say,  The  Nation  and  The  Weekly  Standard).  
  
More  scholarly  journals  include:  
Perspectives  
American  Political  Science  Review  
PS  
American  Politics  Research  
Foreign  Affairs  
Foreign  Policy  
American  Prospect  (www.prospect.org  
American  Journal  of  Political  Science  
American  Politics  Quarterly  
Journal  of  American  Studies  
American  Quarterly  
The  Forum  http://www.degruyter.com/view/j/for  
 
Supreme Court 
 -Role to interpret the constitution; settle federal vs state level 
disputes 
 -Life term 
 -Chosen by the president  
 -Confirmed by the Senate 

-Nine judges 
-Chief Justice John Roberts 

 
 

Power of Interest Groups:  



 
How much power do political donations have in American politics? 
Is America better seen as a “Donocracy”/Plutocracy rather than a 
Democracy? 
 
Percentage of former Congresspersons working as Washington DC 
Lobbyists: 41% 
 
On Campaign Financing:  
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/apr/02/supreme-court-mccutcheon-
campaign-finance 
 
Timelines of rule changes: 
 
http://www.law.columbia.edu/magazine/interactive/55569/go-beyond-supreme-court-
campaign-finance-decisions-timeline 
 
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=121293380 
http://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2010/01/19/us/politics/0120-scotus-
campaign.html 
  
In depth look at the impact of citizens united ruling:  
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/07/22/magazine/how-much-has-citizens-united-
changed-the-political-game.html?pagewanted=all 
 
Reasonably interesting in-depth academic article: Public Choice (2005) 124: 135–156 
Springer 2005 
Some talk: Money in politics. A (partial) review of the literature 
By THOMAS STRATMANN 
 
 
Key Terms 
Hard money: Money directed to a political candidate 
Soft money: Money directed to a political party 
 
Why money is crucial: 
Campaigns are extremely expensive, particularly the advertising. Paying 
for campaign travel and staff is also expensive. 
 
Bush spent around US$367 million in the 2004 campaign and Kerry 
spent US$328.  
 
How much did Obama spend in 2008? ($730 million). Whereas McCain 
spent $333 million 
https://www.opensecrets.org/pres08/indus.php?cycle=2008&cid=N00009
638 



 
 
Congressional candidates are also spending millions to get elected (see: 
www.commoncause.com) 
 
Who gives the money? 
Wealthy individuals 
Black Tie Dinners  
Corporations  
Unions (less influence than in Australia) 
Interest Groups who form Political Action Committees (PACs). These 
PACs have both business and/or ideological concerns. In the 1980s for a 
time most of the largest PACs were conservative fundraising groups that 
were pushing certain moral agendas, tax cuts and economic de-regulation.  
 
PACs often spend money to defeat a candidate whose politics they 
dislike. Their approach is to spend money on negative advertising (ie 
“Clinton is a typical tax and spend liberal who smoked dope and dodged 
the draft…”). Also PACs and Political Parties spend millions of dollars 
on direct advertising via mail, e-mail and telephone, often spreading 
rumours and fear. PACs are famous for building data bases of supporters 
who are likely to donate and be involved in campaigning.   
 
Small donors: From Goldwater to Obama… 
 
Foreign money is banned: Issue for Clinton and Gore with Taiwanese 
money…. 
 
Why do they give money? 
Influence and access which donations undoubtedly buy 
 
Problems with this: 
 
Donations influence legislation (cut against the interests of the majority 
or rational decision making) 
Donations influence funding decisions (pork barrelling) 
Donations influence appointments (cut against merit) 
They warp the democratic process 
 
How this influence comes to bear in practice (the Barnes example) 
 
Examples: 
 



Clinton: 
How did Monica Lewinsky become a Washington intern? (The 
Democratic Issue: Access and favouritism) 
The White House sleepovers (Access and favouritism) 
Tyson Chickens: Pollution in Arkansas (Priorities and Public interest),  
“Chickens not Chechens” (Priorities and values) 
 
George W. Bush: 
So conspicuous is the power of money in Texas politics that lobbyists 
have been known to give politicians cheques on the floor of the Texas 
Legislature. Some would call it bribery and corruption, in Texas the 
common saying for this is: “You got to dance with them what brung 
you.” 
 
As Governor of Texas, Bush received considerable money from 
corporations concerned about personal damages claims and 
environmental standards. This led to his promotion of tort reforms and 
self-regulation on environmental standards. He appointed a vocal industry 
critic to head the Texas EPA and oversee self-regulation. During his 
period as Governor, Texas had one of the worst pollution records in 
America. This poor record on environmental protection continued during 
Bush’s presidency (see: http://www.nybooks.com/articles/17179) 
Also see Ivins and Dubose, Shrub and Bushwhacked 
 
Lowi and Ginsberg (p. 328) give a series of examples linking large 
corporate donations to policy interests such as large oil company 
donations to encourage Bush to push for drilling in protected areas in 
Alaska. 
 
Other examples: 
 
Sugar Lobby: keeps the industry highly subsidised and kept the issue out 
of the recent Australia/US FTA. Results in cheaper Third World sugar 
being cut out of the US market which means that Third World farmers are 
poorer than they would be in a more truly Free Trade environment. The 
same point could be made about a lot of American farming lobbies. 
 
Corn ethanol lobby Iowa: 
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/06/23/us/politics/23ethanol.html?pagewan
ted=all 
 
http://www.wsj.com/articles/thomas-pyle-the-iowa-caucuses-have-a-
winner-ethanol-1427324726 



Private Defence Industry: Equipment ordered and produced that the US 
Defence Dept has said it did not need. $493 million spent on 20 B2 
bombers, return on 8 million dollars worth of donations (Gingrich 
involvement) 
 
Lemon Laws (example in The Best Congress Money Can Buy, Stern) 
 
Other benefits: 
Ambassadorial appointments 
 
Reforms: 
1970s Post Watergate: Nixon spent over $500 million in today’s money 
in 1972 and as much as $61 million from illegal sources 
 
Reforms: 
Donations over $50 must be reported 
Limits on size of donations per year 
 
More recently McCain/Feingold put greater restrictions on Soft Money. 
Overrun by court decisions? 
 
The political parties 
  
Two-Party Dominated 

Democrats 
 Republicans 
 
DEMOCRATS:  
 
Symbol: The Donkey   
 
1828: First Democrat President – Andrew Jackson 
 
Nineteenth Century: 
 
Economically Populist 
Anti-North Establishment 
Southern (During civil war Party of the Confederacy apart from the Copperheads) 
Immigrant (Jews, Irish, Italians, Scandinavians…) 
“Working Class” 
Presidents: Grover Cleveland.  
 
Twentieth Century: 
 
New Deal: Economic Populism, Liberalism, Welfare State   



New Deal Coalition: Immigrants, South, Working Classes, Some Blacks, Unions, 
City Political Machines (New Jersey, Chicago, Boston…) 
Urban America 
 
Presidents: FDR, Truman, Johnson, Kennedy, Clinton. 
 
Intellectuals 
Public Servants 
More Blacks 
Dominated the Congress (1930s-1990s – majority party) 
 
Late Twentieth Century: 
Lowest income earners 
Unions 
Liberals 
Academics 
90% of Blacks 
Irish 
Catholics 
Women?? (SOCCER MUMS AT LEAST) 
Social Reformers 
Some environmentalists 
Youth? 
Urban America 
West and New England 
Hollywood 
(Wine drinkers but not amongst beer drinkers) 
 
Republicans (GOP)  
 
Symbol: Elephant  
 
Founded: 1854 
 
Nineteenth Century 
 
New England 
Businesspeople 
Civil War: Party of the Union  
WASPs 
Blacks (those able to vote) 
Presidents: Lincoln, Grant, TR 
 
Industrialists 
 
Twentieth Century: 
 
WASPs 
Anti-New Deal 
Business Classes 



Anti-Welfare State 
Anti-Liberalism 
Mid-West   
 
 
Presidents: Eisenhower, Nixon, Reagan, Bush I and II. 
 
 
Late Twentieth Century 
 
South (Broke the Democrats “Solid South” hold with the Southern Strategy or as 
others have put it by playing “Racist politics” or ‘wedge politics”) 
Rockies 
Rural  
Protestants – particularly fundamentalists 
Socially conservative  
Conservative 
Anti-Abortionists 
Gun Owners 
Conservative Working Class (NASCAR DADS) 
Business 
Suburbs? 
WASPs 
Upper Income Earners? 
Military personnel 
 
Populist style: anti-intellectual, anti-PC, anti-liberal 
 
Two Questions 
Party discipline: how strong? 
Party regionalism: a thing of the past? 
 
Alternative understanding: Garrison Keillor quote: 
http://www.nytimes.com/1999/02/14/magazine/won-minnesota-statehouse-
jimmy-big-boy-valente-told-garrison-keillor.html 
 
“By rights I should be a Democrat, because I am for the little guy, but the 
Democrats are run by yuppie liberals trying to remake American society into a 
day-care center for adults. Making folks stand outdoors to smoke a cigarette. 
Making a teacher fill out a 14-page questionnaire if she says boo to a kid. Labels 
on beer cans warning that alcohol is not good for your health and may cause you 
to fall down on the floor.  

The Democrats started out with the New Deal, a good idea for its time, and then 
delusions of grandeur led them to keep adding on to it, like a guy who sets out to 
make carbonara sauce and starts throwing sausage and peppers and onions in, 
and pretty soon you've got hearts of palm and peas and anchovies and water 



chestnuts and pineapple swimming around in it and the thyme and oregano are at 
toxic levels and nobody is hungry anymore. That's the Democratic platform. 
Programs for everything -- programs to combat grumpiness, stupidity, 
discrimination, covetousness, improper lane changes, low math scores, flat beer, 
poor taste and too much air in the Cracker Jack box, and all of the programs 
require battalions of social workers and reams of paper.  

So I look to the Republicans, and what do I see? The Me First Party: squeeze the 
maximum profit out of everything, strip it clean, gouge what you can, clear-cut 
the forest, to hell with everybody else -- lay off the 20-year guys and hire cheap 
replacements, cut costs, inflate the stock, sell out, make your pile, leave town, 
head for your compound in Palm Springs, buy an electronic security system and a 
team of Rottweilers, sit around the swimming pool, enjoy your brains out and feel 
no more remorse than a fruit fly.” 

 
Elections:  
 
Primaries 
Instead of Parties selecting candidates via a pre-selection process such as in Australia 
there are primaries to determine the Party candidate for general elections. These 
primaries are held at all various levels from the Congressional to the Presidential. 
 
The most elaborate primary process are presidential primaries. 
 
The primaries begin in the state of New Hampshire (this is a tradition for both 
parties). The first primary is preceded by the Iowa caucus.   
 
In each primary you win a number of delegates (to the party convention). The 
candidate with the most delegates should win the party nomination. This system is 
state-by-state, somewhat like the electoral college system. 
 
The biggest primary date is Super Tuesday when a number of Southern states all vote 
on the same day. This is an attempt to increase the power of the South in choosing the 
presidential nominee.  
 
The current primary system came to the fore in the mid-1970s. Before then the party 
could overrule the popular vote. The most famous example was in 1968 when Robert 
Kennedy was assassinated after it looked like he would win the Democratic primary 
race. The next most popular candidate was Eugene McCarthy, a strongly anti-
Vietnam war candidate. At the 1968 convention in Chicago the party “bosses” headed 
by Mayor Daley of Chicago decided that McCarthy was not the Democrat’s best bet 
in 1968 so manipulated the process to see that the Vice President Hubert Humphrey 
was nominated.  This led to serious riots during the convention on the streets of 
Chicago and eventually led to a more transparent primaries process where the popular 
vote must be followed. 
 



Who can vote in a primary election? 
 
This depends on the rules of each state branch of the Democrat and Republican 
parties.  
 
When you register to vote in America you must register as one of the following: 

1. A Democrat  
2. A Republican 
3. An Independent 

 
One of the principal reasons Americans have a very low voter turn out, is that voter 
registration is lower than in most Western democracies. Voting amongst registered 
voters is actually fairly comparable to other democracies.  
 
Back to the primaries: 
In some states only registered Democrats can vote in Democrat primaries and only 
registered Republicans can vote in Republican primaries. In some states registered 
independents can vote in Republican and Democrat primaries. And lastly some states 
have open primaries where all registered voters can participate.  
 
At the party Convention, the primary votes count for 80% of the total vote and the 
party leadership votes count for 20% of the total vote. In 2004 like most years John 
Kerry had secured enough votes well before the primary process had occurred in 
every state. To campaign in the primary process is expensive and most candidates 
need success in the first few primaries to continue competing and to build momentum.  
 
George W. Bush did not face any primary opponents from the Republican Party in 
2004. It is very undesirable to have to compete in the primary process if you are an 
incumbent president. Not only is it time consuming and costly, but it suggests a less 
than unified party. Presidents who have face primary challenges such as Johnson in 
1968 (in New Hampshire, leading to his withdrawal from the race), Ford in 1976 
(from Ronald Reagan), and George H. W. Bush (from Patrick Buchanan) in 1992 
have all lost the presidency. 
  
Summary  
 
Parties: looser and more decentralized in the US than Australia. 
 
Democratic: Black, Hispanics, Liberals, Environmentalists, Women (gender gap), 
very poor, inner Urban, young, students, public servants, non-religious, Jews, Coastal 
and Northeastern.  
 
GOP: Evangelicals, Conservatives, Elderly, Southern, Rockies, Rural, Suburban, 
Military personnel, regular church goers, White (racial gap), businesspeople, wealthy. 
 
Interesting toss-up: College educated. More education more wealth; but more 
education more Democrat.  
 
Thomas Franks “What is the matter with Kansas?” Larry Bartels “What’s the matter 
with ‘what’s the matter with Kansas?’” Gelman. 



Recent  spending: 
 

• overall spend 2012 (from Open Secrets)  

Posted on: Thursday, 2 April 2015 10:26:08 AM EST 

Spending Related to Presidential Race  

   Blue Team 
Candidate Spending $683,546,548 
National Party Spending $292,264,802 
Outside Spending $131,303,352 
Total $1,107,114,702 

   Red Team 
Candidate Spending $433,281,516 
National Party Spending $386,180,565 
Outside Spending $418,635,080 
Total $1,238,097,161 

 
 
 

 
 
 


