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Intro. to American Government, Intro. to Theory, American Political Thought
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Publications

Book: Presidents and Political Thought, University of Missouri Press, 2009. “What did the
president know and when did he know it” takes on a whole new meaning in Presidents and
Political Thought. This book examines what presidents knew about political philosophy, and
how they applied that knowledge in their job. I argue that academics have overemphasized
the study of presidential power at the expense of presidential ideas. In chapters focusing on
John Adams, Thomas Jefferson, James Madison, Woodrow Wilson, Franklin Delano
Roosevelt, and Bill Clinton, I show that each one of these presidents gained his political
bearings from an understanding of political philosophy and that we cannot fully appreciate
these presidents’ commitments or their rhetoric without knowing the ideas they appropriated
from political philosophy.

Presidents and Political Thonght describes what each president read, explores what
impact this reading had on his thinking, and describes how policies reflected the president’s
informed view. The reader learns why John Adams remained fiercely independent when his
fellow Federalists tried to goad him to declare war against France. We come to know that
Thomas Jetferson, often thought to be a kind of philosopher-president, was actually
dismissive of most works of political philosophy. The book comes to a new appreciation of
James Madison as one who protected civil rights and the rule of law out of principle, even
during wartime. The curious paradox of why Woodrow Wilson, a committed Burkean, felt
he must champion a global collective security apparatus is explained. From the examination
of FDR we find that even though his acquaintance with political philosophy was minimal, he
still gained meaningful orientations from it. And we see the guiding principle—the social
contract—behind Bill Clinton’s seemingly unconnected policy commitments.

Political philosophy is often thought to be hopelessly abstract and impractical. The
real-life examples chronicled in this book demonstrate that there are usable ideas embedded
within it. But I also stress that they are not ready-made blueprints for action. The politician
in possession of its ideas must do the hard work of interpreting someone’s ideas and
successfully adapting them to practice. This is far from foolproof work. Nevertheless, the
ideas of political theory are like a set of tools. Depending on the job at hand, some of them
might be useful. Presidents would do well to heed this advice and to learn from the
examples of their predecessors/

Book: The Antifederalists: Men of Great Faith and Forbearance, Rowman & Littlefield, 2003. The
Abntifederalists offers my view of the critics of the Constitution along with original documents
written (and spoken) by them. An introductory chapter explains the Antifederalists’ core
positions and points of difference, discusses how their argument developed through time, and
comments on its strengths and weaknesses. The commentary in subsequent chapters sets the
political context in which associated documents were produced and introduces the documents.
Chapter 2 treats the Constitutional Convention attendees who became critics of the handiwork
of the convention; chapter 3 includes the most widely known Antifederalist writings—a
“contemporaneous canon’; chapters 4 through 6 deal with the major varieties of
Antifederalism, its “middling class,” “virulent populist” and elite strands. Congruent with my
own findings in Ratifying the Republic, chapter 7 introduces post-ratification reactions. An
appendix includes letters by an Antifederalist pretending to be a Federalist and a Federalist
pretending to be an Antifederalist, both of which aim to discredit the position they are



supposedly espousing. This appendix underscores that political shenanigans were part of the
ratification process, alongside the expression of high principles and widely shared political
interests. The volume is intended for classroom use in American Political Thought, American
Political Development, and American Political History classes.

Book: Ratifying the Republic: Antifederalists and Federalists in Constitutional Time, Stanford
University Press, 2002. Ratifying the Republic combines the study of philosophy, and American
political history to explore how the Constitution gained legitimacy. Since the Constitution has
endured as a blueprint for government, understanding how it moved from a very divisive
proposal to a nearly unassailable framework for governance is of great importance. I review
Congressional debates and personal papers of those who had been on both sides of the battle
to ratify the Constitution to discern how their outlooks and philosophies changed through
time and were applied in practice. I also study their votes in Congress to understand what
happened to these groups after ratification.

Antifederalist leaders, fearful of anarchy, agreed to support the ratified document.
Meanwhile, James Madison and his colleagues who had favored the Constitution publicly
broke from the Federalist coalition, joining the ex-Antifederalists to form the nation’s first
political party. I demonstrate that this stunning break between the Madisonian Federalists and
the Hamiltonian Federalists was inevitable, prefigured by their significant philosophical
differences over how to successfully implement the Constitution. The Madisonians felt that
the document set clear boundaries on the national government through its language; the
Hamiltonians felt that in order to be successful the national government had to transcend the
paper limits set down in the Constitution. In the partisan fight that ensued both sides claimed
to be the true defenders of the American Constitution, leading to an understanding among the
American people that the Constitution was very important to heed.

What emerges in the work is an understanding of the American regime as a hybrid of
the three major groups involved in the American founding: the Hamiltonian Federalists, the
Madisonians, and the Antifederalists. The rational, contractual model of government is thus
stretched even by its wildest success—the American founding. In a nation devoted to Locke
and other Enlightenment figures, there was something of a Burkean element at work in the
nation’s political development. American politics played out in a way that no one had
foreseen and with which no one was fully satisfied. This is an important lesson to be heeded
and understood in both mature and emerging democracies. Democratic political development
inevitably entails compromise and cannot easily be controlled by any single group or thinker,
no matter how prescient.

Journal Article: “Presidential Coequality: The Evolution of a Concept” with Paul T. Beach
in Congress & the Presidency, September 2012. The article employed a systematic wordsearch of
presidential statements used to determine when presidents referred to interbranch relations as
“coequal.” Coequality of institutions was clearly rejected in the Constitution, none of the
founding generation’s presidents referred to that arrangement. The few presidents who did
assert presidential coequality between Jackson and Nixon were not suggesting that the
branches were of equal power, but merely had equal constitutional legitimacy. It was the
weakness of Nixon and Ford, during the Watergate era, which led them to aggressively assert
the presidency’s coequality and recent presidents have followed their lead, altering our
conception of the balance of institutional power in the United States.



Journal Article: “The Roosevelts in Superior” August 2009 issue of the Wisconsin Magazine of
History. 'This is a piece about Franklin Roosevelt’s family when he was a boy. FDR’s father
James Roosevelt was an investor in Superior, the “City of Destiny,” which he, railroad
magnate James ]. Hill, and other investors hoped would surpass Chicago as a hub for the
distribution of grain and other products from the “Middle West.” FDR and his parents took a
trip to Superior when young Franklin was 10 years old in part so that James Roosevelt could
oversee his holdings. Shortly thereafter the Panic of 1893 hit, and it became clear that one of
James Roosevelt’s partners had been running one of their Superior businesses as a pyramid
scheme, ending the Roosevelt’s dreams for a metropolis on Wisconsin’s northern shore.

Journal Article: “Bill Clinton’s Contractarian Worldview: The Intellectual Origins and Public
Face of the Clinton Philosophy” (Congress & the Presidency, Autumn 2008, Volume 35, Number
2: 65-806). There is a robust debate about whether Bill Clinton possessed a consistent
governing philosophy. This article lends credence to the claim that Bill Clinton possessed a
consistent worldview with a significant caveat: he choose to articulate that view to the public
only sporadically. I demonstrate that Clinton’s worldview encompassed two major
contractarian traditions and a theory of political development. Then I demonstrate that
Clinton only articulated this unique view at three critical junctures in his political career. Far
from being random, these periods were strategic responses to changes in political context.

Journal Article: “Theories about Theory: A Typology of Theory Based Claims from the
Case of James Madison,” to appear in March 2008 Presidential Studies Quarterly (Volume 38,
number 1: 78-95). In this article I discuss varied claims about how Madison’s acquaintance
with political theory affected his performance in office. These “theories about theory” come
in two major varieties: content based and “nature of theory itself” arguments. The former
posits that a politician has accepted and used the ideas of specific political theorists. The latter
suggests that the act of theorizing or attempting to apply political theory to practice produces a
certain effect. I discuss the kinds of evidence required to demonstrate both types of claim,
critique the arguments made by various commentators, and suggest that careful attention to
both types of argument are required to understand the effect that political theory has in the
hands of a president.

Journal Article: “Principled Pragmatism: Abraham Lincoln’s Method of Political Analysis.”
This journal article appears in the December 2004 issue of Presidential Studies Qnarterly (vol. 34,
number 4: 804-827), and makes the case that the strength of Lincoln’s approach to politics lies
in his appropriate prioritization of core commitments based on careful attention to political
context. I stress that this method of political analysis is reminiscent of the republican
tradition, and of the Italian thinker Niccolo Machiavelli in particular. Using his speeches and
writings as evidence, I discern that Lincoln found himself traveling through a series of
distinctive political contexts during his lifetime, each of which called for a different emphasis
in his political principles. During each of these contexts he self-consciously ordered his
commitments to the Union of states, to universal human rights, to law, and to popular
sovereignty, so as to best achieve these goals in practice. I term Lincoln’s method “principled
pragmatism,” because of the successful combination of its principled nature and its attention
to the realities of political practice.



Journal Article: “It is Natural to Care for the Crazy Machine™ The Anti-Federalists’ Post-
ratification Acquiescence,” in Fall 1998 Studies in American Political Development, volume 12,
number 2: 383-410. This article demonstrates that the Antifederalists responded to
ratification “responsibly.” My thesis contrasts with Lance Banning’s view, which is that the
Antifederalists first came to grips with the Constitution in 1791, as a bulwark against the
policies of Treasury Secretary Alexander Hamilton. I marshal evidence that the
Antidederalists almost uniformly acquiesced to the Constitution much earlier, coincident with
ratification. The Antifederalists viewed defying sanctioned laws, even ones understood to be
very inadequate, as anarchical and dangerous. Rather than risk anarchy or civil war, the
Antifederalists agreed to abide by the Constitution, setting the stage for a stronger kind of
acceptance in subsequent years.

Book Chapter (forthcoming): “Publius and the Antifederalists: ‘A Satisfactory Answer to
all the Objections’?” in The Canmbridge Companion to the Federalist, Jack N. Rakove and Colleen N.
Sheehan, eds. This chapter examines how Publius’ work relates to the Antifederalists,
including their critique of and alternative to Antifederalist political theories, their portrayal of
the temperament of the Antifederalists, and their competing explanations of how the new
government would work. At the same time that The Federalist’s political thought is innovative
and complex, its high epistemological and ontological confidence is not warranted in light of
subsequent experience. Delving deeply into personality-based reasons for the Antifederalist
critique also exposes serious challenges to the success of Publius’ own project, most notably
that Federalist-oriented politics would “refine and enlarge” public views. Hamilton, Madison,
and Jay produce many arguments why the new Constitution will work, but it is not obvious
that their key predictions turned out to be more prescient than those of the Antifederalists.

Book Chapter: “John Adams’ Political Thought,” in A Companion to John Adams and John
Quincy Adams, Wiley-Blackwell, David Waldstreicher, ed., 2013, pp. 102-124. This volume is
intended to be a definitive reference for the two Adams’. My chapter focuses on the elder
Adams’ political thought. The chapter first discusses Adams’ core beliefs and who/what
influenced him to think the way he did. Then I summarize Adams’ major works of political
theory. This is followed with a detailed explanation of what the mixed republic meant to
Adams and why he so tenaciously clung to that as an ideal. A subsequent section shows that
he practiced what he preached in his efforts at constitution-formation and as an executive.
After this groundwork I present a holistic view of Adams’ thinking, followed by a section on
historiography. I conclude the work by offering my own judgment of Adams’ political
thought.

Book Chapter: “James Madison’s Presidency: Foreign Affairs,” in A Companion to James
Madison and James Monroe, Wiley-Blackwell, Stuart Leibiger, ed., 2012, pp. 207-223. This
volume is intended to be a definitive reference for Presidents Madison and Monroe. My
chapter focuses on the foreign policy of President Madison. I begin by summarizing the well-
established ideals which Madison possessed about foreign policy, including the thinkers from
whom he borrowed. The travails of the early Madison Administration, in which the United
States was at the brink of war is treated next. The lead-in to the War of 1812 and the
occupation of West Florida are the subject of the next section and the War of 1812 itself is
covered in the following one. I then summarize the remainder of Madison’s tenure as
president, stressing how he learned in office, and conclude by judging Madison’s foreign policy
performance.



Book Chapter: “The Electoral Dynamics of Ratification: Federalist and Antifederalist
Strength and Cohesion, 1787-1803,” pp. 233-266 in The House and the Senate in the 1790s:
Petitioning, 1obbying, and Institutional Development, Ohio University Press, 2002, Donald R.
Kennon and Kenneth R. Bowling, eds., part of the United States Capitol Historical Society’s
series in Congressional development. This chapter demonstrates statistically that the
Antifederalists were electorally disadvantaged by the position they took on the Constitution.
Through the first four Congresses, Antifederalist numbers in Congress were clearly below
what they should have been based on their strength and prominence during the ratification
debate. The elections of 1788 should therefore be placed alongside others recognized as
“critical elections.” In subsequent Congresses the former Antifederalists recovered and were
bolstered by the breakaway “Madisonians,” formerly part of the less cohesive Federalist
coalition.

Contributor: _America’s Forgotten Founders, Gary L. Gregg II and Mark David Hall, eds., 2008.
Louisville. KY: Butler Books.

Encyclopedia Entry in the Oxford Encyclopedia of American Political and 1 egal History, Donald T.
Critchlow and Phil Vandermeer, editors in chief. Oxford: Oxford University Press. Entry on
the “Anti-Federalists,” 2012.

Encyclopedia Entry in the Encyclopedia of the American Enlightenment, Merilyn Holme, Managing
Editor, Bristol, UK: Continuum. Entry on “The Antifederalists,” 2012.

Encyclopedia Entry in The Encyclopedia of Political Science, George T. Kurian, ed., Washington,
D.C.: CQ Press, 2010. Entry on “The Constitution.”

Encyclopedia Entry in the Encyclopedia of Political Theory, Mark Bevir, Editor in Chief,
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications, Inc. Entry on “The American Revolution,” 2010.

Encyclopedia Entry in the Princeton Encyclopedia of United States Political History, Michael Kazin,
ed. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2010. Entry on “the anti-Federalists.”

Encyclopedia Entry in the Encyclopedia of the Supreme Court of the United States, David S.
Tanenhaus, Editor in Chief, Farmington Hills, MI: Macmillan. Entry on “The Articles of
Confederation,” 2008.

Encyclopedia Entries in the Encyclopedia of the New American Nation, Paul Finkleman et al., eds.
New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons (2006). Entries on “The Antifederalists” and “James
Madison—Presidency” with annotated bibliographies.

Encyclopedia Entries in The Encyclopedia of American Religion and Politics, ed. Paul A. Djupe and
Laura R. Olson. New York: Facts on File (2003). Entries on “Henry David Thoreau,”
“Transcendentalism,” “James Madison” and “Thomas Jefferson.”

Book Review: Saikrishna Bangalore Prakash’s, Imperial from the Beginning: "The Constitution of the
Original Executive, forthcoming in the Journal of American History.



Book Review: Francis D. Cogliano’s Emperor of Liberty: Thomas Jefferson’s Foreign Policy Yale
University Press, forthcoming in Presidential Studies Quarterly.

Book Review: Michael J. Gerhardt’s The Forgotten Presidents: Their Untold Constitutional 1 egacy
Oxford University Press, 2013, for H-Net’s H Law electronic book review forum, published
electronically September 2013

Book Review: Jurgen Heideking’s The Constitution Before the Judgment Seat (University of Virginia
Press, 2012) in the Summer 2013 issue of Journal of the Early Republzc.

Book Review: Madison’s Metronome by Greg Weiner (University Press of Kansas, 2012) in the
March 2013 issue of The Journal of American History.

Book Review: Benjamin A. Kleinerman’s The Discretionary Preisdent (Kansas, 2009) on H-Net’s
H Law electronic book review forum: http://www.h-net.org/~law/ (posted Sept. 2010).

Book Review: The Ideological Origins of American Federalism by Alison L. LaCroix (Harvard
University Press, 2010) in Autumn 2010 (97: 3) issue of the Journal of American History.

Book Review: Political Moderation in America’s First Two Centuries by Robert McCluer Calhoon
(Cambridge University Press, 2009) in the October 2009 issue of Awmerican Historical Review.

Book Review: Formative Acts, Stephen Skowroneck and Matthew Glassman, eds. (University of
Pennsylvania Press) and David Brian Robertson’s The Constitution and America’s Destiny
(Cambridge University Press) in September 2008 Perspectives in Politics.

Book Review: Jon L. Wakelyn’s The Birth of the Bill of Rights, vol. 1 (Greenwood Press), on H-
NET’s Law book review site.

Book Review: Daniel Wirtls and Stephen Witls’s The Invention of the United States Senate (Johns
Hopkins University Press), in the Journal of American History, June 2005.

Book Review: Gary V. Wood’s Heir to the Fathers: John Quincy Adams and the Spirit of
Constitutional Government (Lexington Books) in Fall 2004 Perspectives on Political Science.

Book Review dialogue with Richard B. Bernstein on Ratifying the Republic, appearing
electronically on the Society of Historians of the Early American Republic’s H-NET book
review page, March 2004.

Book Review: Sotirios A. Barber’s Welfare and the Constitution (Princeton University Press) in
the June 2004 issue of Perspectives on Politics.

Book Review: John Kane’s The Politics of Moral Capital (Cambridge University Press) appeared
in the March 2003 issue of Presidential Studies Quarterly.

Book Review: David P. Cutrtie’s The Constitution in Congress (University of Chicago) appeared
in the Spring 1999 Congress & the Presidency.


http://www.h-net.org/~law/

Book Review: Alan Brinkley, Nelson W. Polsby and Kathleen M. Sullivan’s New Federalist
Papers (W. W. Norton) appeared in Spring 1998 issue of Perspectives on Political Science.

Book Reviews: Stanley A. Renshon’s The Psychological Assessment of Presidential Candidates INYU
Press) and High Hopes: The Clinton Presidency and the Politics of Ambition (INYU Press) in the Fall
1996 issue of Congress & the Presidency.

Current Research

Book Project: “The Myth of Equality.” This work refutes as a myth the oft-stated hypothesis
that in the American system of government there are “three coequal branches of
government.” The work uncovers the origins and popularization of the phrase, noting the
motives of those who argue in favor of the idea. The manuscript demonstrates that such a
proposition was never in the mind of the writers of the Constitution. It also suggests that
there is a significant civic cost to this belief, in that it privileges executive and judicial power
far in excess of what is healthy in a democracy.

Article in Progress: “The Farmer was a Framer: The Case for Elbridge Gerry as the author
of the Letters from the Federal Farmer,” submitted to The William & Mary Quarterly for review.
Through content analysis and other evidence this article argues that a Massachusetts delegate
to the Constitutional Convention (and later Vice President) wrote “Letters from a Federal
Farmer,” perhaps the best commentary on the Constitution by an Antifederalist. The
authorship of these letters has been unknown for more than 200 years and actively disputed
for the last 20 years.

Article in Progress: “Leading the People away from the Presidency? Paradoxes of the Whig
Inaugurals,”. In this article I critique three well known arguments about the development of
the “rhetorical presidency” through a close examination of the inaugural speeches of William
Henry Harrison, Zachary Taylor, and Abraham Lincoln. These speeches suggest a
philosophical commitment to a Whiggish or limited presidency, but a willingness to submerge
that abstract commitment to active presidential leadership if necessity required. While the
particular observations of Jeffrey K. Tulis, Samuel Kernell, and Mel Laracey are still sound, I
argue that each of their understandings of the development of the rhetorical presidency might
be informed by the Whigs’ approach to presidential rhetoric.

Conference Presentations

“Publius and the Antifederalists: ‘A Satisfactory Answer to all the Objections’” delivered at

the annual meeting of the American Political Science Association’s annual meeting in San
Francisco, CA, Sept. 2015.

“Coequality in the First Branch: Congressional Assertions about Institutional Equilibria,”
paper delivered at the annual meeting of the Southern Political Science Association’s annual
meeting in New Otleans, LA, January 2015.



“For Every Action and Equal and Opposite Reaction: Coequality in the Popular Mind,” paper
delivered at the annual meeting of the Western Political Science Association’s annual meeting
in Seattle WA, April 2014.

“The Judicial Face of Coequality” delivered at the annual meeting of the Western Political
Science Association in Los Angeles, CA, April 2013.

“The Philosophical Origins of Coequality” delivered at the annual meeting of the Western
Political Science Association in Portland, OR, March 2012.

“Presidential Coequality: The Evolution of a Concept” (with Paul T. Beach) delivered at the
annual meeting of the Western Political Science Association in San Antonio, TX, April 2011.

“Calhoun and Coequality: Dubious Origins of a Respected Ideal” delivered at the annual
meeting of the Western Political Science Association in San Francisco, CA, April 2010.

“The Myth of Equality: The Theory and the Founding of Institutional Power” delivered at the
annual meeting of the Southern Political Science Association in Atlanta, Georgia, January
2010.

“FDR as Trimmer: The Influence of Thomas Babington Macaulay on Franklin Roosevelt”
paper presented at the Western Political Science Association’s annual meeting in Vancouver,
BC, March 20009.

“Ambivalent Sage: Thomas Jefferson and Political Philosophy” presented at the annual
meeting of the Western Political Science Association in San Diego, March 2008

“Adams and Jefferson: Two Differing Approaches to Political Theory” presented at the
annual meeting of the Southern Political Science Association in New Otleans, January 2008.

“Leading the People away from the Presidency?: The Paradoxes of the Whig Inaugurals,”
paper presented at the annual meeting of the Western Political Science Association in Las
Vegas, March 2007.

Roundtable panelist on David Brian Robertson’s The Constitution and America’s Destiny
(Cambridge) at the annual meeting of the Social Science History Association in Minneapolis,
November 2006.

“Theoties about Theory: A Typology of Theory Based Claims from the Case of James
Madison,” conference paper presented at the annual meeting of the American Political Science
Association in Philadelphia, September 2006

“Hiding in Plain View: The Social Contractarianism of Bill Clinton,” conference paper
presented at the Midwest Political Science Association annual meeting in Chicago,
April 2006.



“Hiding in Plain View: The Social Contractarianism of Bill Clinton,” conference paper
presented at the Western Political Science Association’s Annual meeting in Albuquerque,
March 2006.

“Woodrow Wilson and Political Philosophy,” conference paper presented at the annual
meeting of the Midwest Political Science Association, Chicago, April, 2005.

“Presidents and Political Thought: Four Perspectives,” conference paper presented at the
annual meeting of the Southern Political Science Association, New Orleans, LA, Jan., 2005.

“James Madison and Political Philosophy,” conference paper presented at the annual meeting
of the American Political Science Association, Philadelphia, PA, August, 2003.

“American Fabius,” conference paper presented at the 2002 annual meeting of the Southern
Political Science Association, Savannah, GA, November, 2002.

Roundtable discussion on my Ratifying the Republic, at the annual meeting of the Wisconsin
Political Science Association, Oshkosh, October, 2002.

“American Fabius: The Machiavellian Nature of Abraham Lincoln’s Political Thought,”

conference paper presented at the 2002 meeting of the Midwest Political Science Association,
Chicago, April, 2002.

“Publius in Constitutional Time: Madison, Hamilton and the Mutual Search for Incompatible
Equilibria,” conference paper presented at the annual meeting of the Midwest Political Science
Association in Chicago, April 2001.

“Constitutionalism, Consensus and Conflict,” address given at the 42nd annual U.S. Air Force
Academy Assembly in Colorado Springs, Feb. 2000.

“Continuity and Change in the Transition to Partisanship, 1789-1801,” conference paper
presented at the Northeastern Political Science Association in Philadelphia, Nov. 1999.

“The Electoral Dynamics of Ratification,” invited conference paper presented at the annual
meeting of the United States Capitol Historical Society in Washington, D.C. April 1999.

“The Unbearable Transience of Federalist #10,” conference paper presented at the annual
meeting of the Midwest Political Science Association in Chicago, April 1998.

“Antifederalism, Consensual Legitimacy, and the American Constitutional Order,” conference
paper presented at the annual meeting of the Western Political Science Association in Tucson,
March 1997.

“Republican Rivalry Revisited: A Comparison of Federalist and Antifederalist Approaches to
Committee Work in the U.S. Congress,” conference paper presented at the annual meeting of
the American Political Science Association in San Francisco, August 1996.



Grants, Awards, and Honots

Year Sabbatical—University of Wisconsin-Oshkosh, 2016-17

Faculty Development Grant, Research Component, UW Oshkosh, Summer 2012

Community Engagement Award 2011 (Community-wide award presented at the Oshkosh
Area Community Foundation and Oshkosh Northwestern’s “Evening of Stars” $2500

Willard Smith Teaching Award co-winner, 2010-11

Give Students a Compass Award, 2010-11 (for student mentoring), $500

Special Projects Coordinator, (summer money for civic engagement projects)

Rosebush Professorship (distinguished campus “lifetime” merit award)

Faculty Development Grant—University of Wisconsin Oshkosh, 2009-10

TRISS Endowed Professor, University of Wisconsin Oshkosh, 2009-2013

Spring Commencement Address—University of Wisconsin Oshkosh May 2009

Beeke-Levy Research Fellowship, Franklin and Eleanor Roosevelt Institute, 2008

Editorial Board Member, Oshkosh Northwestern, 2007-8

Year Sabbatical-University of Wisconsin-Oshkosh, 2007-8

Distinguished Teaching Award Nominee, 2007

Faculty Development Grant—Teaching Component

Distinguished Teaching Award Nominee, 2006

Willard Smith Outstanding Teacher Award, 2005-6

Distinguished Teaching Award Nominee, 2005

Faculty Development Grant—University of Wisconsin-Oshkosh, 2005

Chapter Activity Grant—Pi Sigma Alpha, 2005

Willard Smith Outstanding Teacher Award, 2003-4

Faculty Development Grant—University of Wisconsin-Oshkosh, 2004

Faculty Development Grant—University of Wisconsin-Oshkosh, 2002

Lloyd E. Worner Teacher of the Year Award Nominee—Colorado College, 2001

Congressional Research Award—Dirksen Congressional Center and Caterpillar Foundation

Colorado College Social Science Research Council—tesearch grant—2000

Pinanski Teaching Excellence Award Nominee—Wellesley College, 1999

Louise Overacker Fund Award—Wellesley College, 1999

United States Capitol Historical Society Research Grant, 1998

Schattschneider Award Nominee, for best dissertation in American politics, 1998

Advanced Research Fellowship-Wisconsin Alumni Research Foundation, 1996-7

High Pass-American Government Preliminary Examination, 1993

High Pass-Political Theory Preliminary Examination, 1993

Research Grant-Wisconsin Alumni Research Foundation, 1992-3

Wisconsin Alumni Research Foundation Year-Fellowship, 1991-2

Phi Beta Kappa, 1991

Intern in Washington for Representative Les Aspin, 1990

Pi Sigma Alpha, 1989

National Merit Scholar, 1987

Manuscript reviewer: American Political Science Review, Oxford University Press, Publins,
Presidential Studies Quarterly, Review of Politics, American Political Thought, American Journal of Political
Science, Journal of American History, Stanford University Press, Vanderbilt University Press,
Northern Illinois University Press



Professional Memberships: American Political Science Association, Midwest Political
Science Association, Southern Political Science Association, Western Political Science
Association, Presidency Research Group, APSA Politics and History Section

Extra-Departmental Service: Political Science Department Chair, Faculty Senate, UW-
Oshkosh Faculty Advocacy Committee Chair, American Democracy Project campus chapter
chair, Oshkosh Northwestern Editorial Board, Letters and Science Faculty Committee co-chair,
Wisconsin Public Radio guest commentator, Oshkosh Northwestern and Appleton Post-Crescent
columnist and commentator, Political Science Student Association faculty adviser, Oshkosh
School District Budget Review Committee, College Democrats faculty adviser, Faculty
Development Program proposal reader, UW-Oshkosh Chancellor Search and Screen
Committee, Provost Search and Screen Committee, College of Letters & Science Post Tenure
Review Committee, College of Letters & Science Promotion Committee, University Strategic

Planning Team
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