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Polarization

 Division of two major
St political parties on a
1 fundamental issue of the
government in the
economy

* Mostly prevalent between

2 nd 1829-1851

* Division on issue of race
and civil rights

McCarty, Poole, and Rosenthal, 2003
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Polarization in Congress

» Theriault (2003) concurred
with Polarized America,
determining that between
1968 and 1998 moderates
In Congress decreased
from over half to only 84
moderates by 1998. The
number in 2010 dropped to
less than twenty in the
house and less than five in
the Senate.

Decrease in
Moderate
congressmen

Decrease in
flexibility in
terms of issues

Increase in
Polarization




Filibusters

= Afilibuster is a legislative
movement by one party to
obstruct the other from passing
legislation. The 111" Congress
experienced 112 filibusters. This is
a huge number considering there
were only 61 filibusters in the
107" Congress.

= Modern filibusters are so common
that the sixty vote threshold for
cloture is the de facto requirement
to pass most major legislation and
threats to filibuster permeate the
day-to-day operation of the
Senate (Koger, 2010).
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Polarization in the Electorate I.

Number of Situations Where Abortion is
Appropriate
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Polarization in the Electorate

Republicans]
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Research Questions

Do the American people recognize
polarization as a major issue?

Do American voters take polarization
Into consideration on Election Day?




Hypotheses

H1: There will be no existing correlation
between the DW-Nominate Scores and
public opinion polls

H2:There will be no existing correlation
between the DW-Nominate Scores and
Election Results
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Methods

Party Representation in the Party Represenation in the
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Results

= Proving the hypotheses correct,
this study found no significant
correlations while conducting its
cross-analysis. Firstly, when
comparing the Dw-Nominate
Scores with Congressional
Approval and Presidential
Approval ratings this study found
no existing correlation. Following
this result, this study compared
the Dw-Nominate Scores with
election results. To the
expectation of this study, no
correlation was found while
conducting this cross-analysis.

No Correlation




Discussion

The American People are not considering polarization as a

major issue when voting

 Polarization is restraining the progress of America

« Although legislation is being passed, by the time it has
successfully made its way through the House and Senate it is
starkly different to the bill that was originally proposed.

 Policies that could have been implemented but were not for
example, the American Jobs Act, could put Americans back at
work and revive the economy

« An interesting note is that Congressional approval rating was
typically lower

« Only way to end polarization is to bring Moderates back to
Congress
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