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Lucius J. Barker, PhD, who broke through racial barriers to 
become a renowned academic leader, author, and profes-
sor of political science, constitutional law, and civil liber-

ties, died in his Northern California home of complications due 
to Alzheimer’s Disease on June 21, 2020. He was 92.

Barker, who grew up in the rigidly segregated South and 
worked his way to the upper echelon of his field, won dozens 
of awards and held numerous leadership roles throughout his 
career. Among his achievements, he served as president of the 
American Political Science Association (APSA) in 1992–1993. 
He was the second Black leader to hold that position, more than 
40 years after the organization’s first Black president, the late 
Dr. Ralph Bunche, Nobel Peace Prize winner and former United 
Nations official.

“It’s fitting to salute Lucius Barker during this crucial time in 
race relations, as he was a scholarly soldier in our ongoing battle 
for equal rights,” said Rev. Jesse L. Jackson Sr., civil rights icon 
and founder of the Rainbow PUSH Coalition. “He dedicated 
his professional career to research, analyze, and teach the next 
generations about the pivotal events, court rulings and laws that 
comprise American civil liberties.”

Barker also served as president of the Midwest Political 
Science Association, and was the founding editor of the National 
Political Science Review, a publication of the National Confer-
ence of Black Political Scientists, an organization for which he 
also served as president. He most recently taught at Stanford 
University as the William Bennett Munro Professor of Political 
Science from 1990 until 2006, twice serving as department chair.

“Lucius J. Barker was a giant in the field of political science,” 
said Dr. Paula D. McClain, president of the APSA, and professor 
of political science and public policy at Duke University, where 
she is also dean of the graduate school and vice provost for gradu-
ate education. “Yet, despite his eminence, Lucius was a generous 
and selfless human being who mentored numerous young schol-
ars of all races, providing them opportunities to achieve their 
scholarly potential. The discipline and the academy in general 
need more Lucius Barkers. He will be missed by so many.”

Barker’s academic career spanned five decades and he 
authored dozens of books, including Civil Liberties and the Consti-
tution with his brother, Twiley W. Barker Jr., PhD (deceased), 
also a distinguished political science professor. The book is in 
its ninth edition and still widely used in political science courses.

A favorite of both undergraduate and graduate students, 
Barker was known for employing the Socratic teaching method 
in his classrooms. His students at Stanford included US Rep. 
Joaquin Castro (D-TX); his twin brother, former US Secretary of 
Housing Julián Castro; US Sen. Cory Booker (D-NJ); and former 
US Associate Attorney General Tony West, now General Coun-
sel at Uber. Even as his health declined, Barker kept up with his 
former students’ careers, including Julián Castro’s and Booker’s 
presidential campaigns.

“Professor Barker was more than a professor to me. He was 

Lucius J. Barker, APSA President (1992–93)
a model and an inspiration,” 
Booker said. “He taught me 
the importance of rigor-
ously pursuing knowledge, 
and using that knowledge in 
the service of others. And he 
lived this ethos, with a gener-
osity of heart that nurtured, 
encouraged, and guided me 
toward a career of public 
service. He was indeed one 
of life’s great professors. I 
miss him and send love to 
his family during this diffi-
cult time. He—and they—will 
always be in my heart.”

Julián Castro credits Barker as having a positive and sustain-
ing influence on aspiring students. “I will always remember 
Professor Barker as a kind, brilliant man and a wonderful teacher 
who gave me the encouragement and support I needed to believe 
I could accomplish great things,” Castro said. “I am grateful for 
the difference he made in my own journey, and in the journey 
of many others.”

Barker, the fifth of six children, was born on June 11, 1928 in 
Franklinton, LA, to college-educated parents who taught in—but 
were undeterred by—the segregated school system. After graduat-
ing high school, Barker attended Southern University and A&M 
College in Baton Rouge where he pledged the Beta Sigma chap-
ter of Alpha Phi Alpha Fraternity, Inc., and earned his bachelor’s 
degree in political science in 1949. He then attended the Univer-
sity of Illinois for graduate studies in constitutional law and civil 
liberties. His mentor was Jack Peltason, then a young assistant 
professor who would later become president of the University of 
California system. Barker received his PhD from Illinois in 1954, 
and began his teaching career there as a fellow.

He returned to his alma mater Southern University to teach 
for several years, before moving on to teach at the University of 
Wisconsin-Milwaukee. He spent the 1964–65 academic year as 
a Liberal Arts Fellow of Law and Political Science at the Harvard 
Law School (he would return to Harvard 25 years later as a visit-
ing professor in the school of government.) In 1967, Peltason, 
then in his new role of chancellor, recruited Barker back to the 
University of Illinois to teach and serve as assistant chancel-
lor. By this time, Barker had become a well-known scholar and 
a rising star in his profession. In 1969, Washington University 
in St. Louis secured him to teach and chair the political science 
department as the Edna Fischel Gellhorn Professor, where he 
remained until 1990.

In 1980, Barker co-authored what is considered to be a defin-
ing book on systemic racism through a political lens, Black Amer-
icans and the Political System, which evolved through its four 
editions to become African Americans and the Political System. 
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Always civically engaged, in 1984, Barker served as a Missouri 
delegate for Rev. Jackson at the Democratic National Convention. 
He wrote a book on this experience, Our Time Has Come, which 
examined the wide-ranging impact of Jackson’s campaign. “Dr. 
Barker’s book on my 1984 presidential campaign, and his work 
overall, will remain crucial in understanding how racial groups 
can mobilize and drive meaningful change,” said Jackson.

During his final professorial tenure at Stanford, Barker joined 
Sigma Pi Phi Fraternity (known as the Boulé.) In 2008, he also 
participated and volunteered in another historic presidential run 
by a dynamic African American leader, Barack Obama. Barker 
and his family celebrated the landmark victory by attending 
Obama’s first presidential inauguration in Washington, DC on 
January 20, 2009. It was a full-circle moment for Barker: like 
thousands of African Americans of his generation, he went from 

fighting for the right to vote to voting into office the nation’s first 
Black president.

Barker’s wife of 55 years, Maude, preceded him in death by 
just 33 days. He is also preceded in death by his five siblings. He is 
survived by his daughters, Tracey Barker-Stevens of Los Angeles, 
CA, and Heidi Barker, of Chicago, IL and Miami, FL; two grand-
sons; several sisters-in-law and brothers-in-law; two wonderful 
caregivers, Christina and Katie; and a host of nieces, nephews, 
and grateful students, mentees and colleagues.

—Heidi Barker
—Tracey Barker-Stevens

Richard F. (Dick) Fenno, APSA President (1984–85)

Richard F. (Dick) Fenno, Distinguished University Profes-
sor Emeritus at the University of Rochester, passed away 
in Rye, NY, on April 21, 2020 due to complications from 

the COVID-19 virus. With Dick’s passage the profession lost 
one of its giants: a scholar, teacher, mentor, and colleague in the 
broadest senses. Richard Fenno had a profound impact on the 
discipline, on the University of Rochester’s important position 
in the profession, and on the individual lives of so many to whom 
he gave his undivided attention. He was one of the preeminent 
students (according to many the preeminent student) of the 
United States Congress for over a half-century. And he did it 
all with a grace and kindness that is hard to find in someone so 
very accomplished. 

Richard F. Fenno was born on December 12, 1926 in 
Winchester, Massachusetts. Financially, the Fenno family 
was not as scarred by the Depression as many. However, Dick’s 
mother died at a young age and, though his father remarried, he 
did not grow up as part of a tight nuclear family. With World War 
II, Dick’s education was interrupted by Navy service, but he none-
theless graduated from Amherst College in 1948. During this 
period, Dick married his childhood sweetheart, Nancy, forming 
an indelible bond and partnership that would last over 70 years. 
Dick went on to Harvard to study for his doctorate under William 
Yandell Elliott, graduating in 1956. By then, he had been teach-
ing for several years at Wheaton and Amherst.

In 1957, Dick left Amherst, which had proven to be a trying 
experience despite it being his alma mater, to join what had been 
a four-person Political Science Department at Rochester. To this 
juncture, Rochester as a university was a bit of an academic back-
water, and the Political Science Department put more emphasis 
on teaching than research. Indeed, Dick ruefully recalled that he 
was hired not because of his assumed research potential, but due 
to the belief that he would be a great teacher. However, he had 
ventured to a university with considerable financial resources and 
ambitious leadership in a prosperous community. Dick was in the 
right place at the right time. His arrival would prove an incredibly 
fortuitous occurrence for Rochester, and Rochester would consti-

tute a marvelous fit for Rich-
ard, who never left except 
for a few years of leave and 
for summers in his beloved 
Cape Cod.

As a young faculty 
member at Rochester, Dick 
set to work on establishing 
himself. In terms of research, 
he finished transforming his 
dissertation on—somewhat 
ironically given his future 
devotion to studying the 
United States Congress—the 
Cabinet’s functioning and 
evolution from Wilson to Eisenhower (The President’s Cabinet, 
1959).  Although on a different subject, in a number of respects 
this work was a precursor to his later research on Congress. Dick 
broke from past legalistic and historical work to provide a more 
nuanced view focusing on appointments, organization, and 
outside political forces, with a sensitivity to the importance of 
incentives. And, as with his landmark congressional research, his 
study was well-received and long-lived, the seminal piece on the 
Cabinet for decades to come. At the same time, Richard forged a 
reputation at Rochester as a stellar undergraduate teacher, and he 
began a pattern of developing lifelong bonds with undergradu-
ates that is not often associated with someone so professionally 
accomplished and with so many opportunities.

The next years were marked by two notable changes. First, 
in 1962, William Riker arrived at Rochester with the mandate of 
creating a PhD granting program that would have a disciplinary 
impact. Dick became an integral part of the effort, and Roch-
ester would not have been the same had he not been waiting 
for Riker in upstate New York and if Riker had not recognized 
Fenno’s great talents. In many respects, Fenno and Riker seemed 
opposites—in personality, research techniques, attitudes toward 
departmental administration (Riker the long-time chair, Fenno 
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Wilson Foundation Award and the D.B. Hardeman Prize.
Having examined members of the House in their native habi-

tats, Dick then focused his sights on the United States Senate. 
Again, this meant taking to the road with a variety of Senators 
and examining how they managed their multiple goals given 
the environments in which they found themselves. While there 
was no crowning achievement à la Home Style, there was a series 
of five books using this source material, ranging from how Dan 
Quayle grew and developed as a Senator prior to being selected by 
George H. W. Bush as his 1988 running mate, to the failure of an 
American hero in John Glenn to transition to a viable presiden-
tial candidate, to examinations of how successful and unsuccess-
ful incumbent Senators navigated the vicissitudes of Senatorial 
careers.

In the years after these works, Fenno continued to mine the 
veins of representation, producing books at a prolific rate about 
his observations regarding the Congress and how to study it. 
Among the most notable are Congress at the Grassroots (2000), 
an insightful study of how two Georgian representatives of the 
same district differed as the South evolved in the second half of 
the twentieth century, and Going Home (2004), with Dick provid-
ing an admirable grasp of temporal change and diverse strategies 
of six African American House members in dealing with their 
constituencies. Note that these books involved Fenno continu-
ing to go on his expeditions with elected representatives well 
into his mid-70s.

Finally, in 2013—in the second half of his ninth decade—Fenno 
published his 19th and final book, The Challenge of Congressio-
nal Representation (which he took great pride in publishing at 
Harvard, the same press that had produced his initial 1959 Cabi-
net book). Having left the road a decade before, Dick utilized his 
vast materials developed over a half century to choose five case 
studies that served to elaborate one final time how, why, and to 
what effect different legislators balance their constituencies and 
their efforts on Capitol Hill. 

However, the recounting of Dick’s teaching accomplishments 
and his prolific academic output tell only part of the story. He 
was a special human being, notable for his soft-spoken manner, 
caring, optimism, humanity, and interest in others. Not surpris-
ingly, he was a well-regarded leader in the APSA and the entire 
discipline, culminating in his being selecting as APSA president 
for 1986. During that year his principal emphasis was bolster-
ing efforts to promote those who were underrepresented in the 
profession, and he was essential in the creation of the APSA 
Ralph Bunche Summer Institute; these efforts are permanently 
recognized by the APSA Prestage-Fenno Endowment for Minor-
ity Opportunities. Within the community of legislative schol-
ars, Dick held a special place that went beyond his scholarly 
brilliance, as he was not only a great researcher but a constant 
source of advice, feedback, and encouragement to generations of 
researchers in his special, personal, style. As many have reflected 
since Dick’s passing, he would give the same care and attention 
to fledgling graduate students trying to find their intellectual 
footing at institutions outside Rochester (I had the pleasure 
of such an experience with this unique Fenno touch as a first-
year student at Stanford four decades ago), or to young assistant 
professors striving to establish themselves, as he would to those 
at the height of the profession. 

saying if you want me to leave just try and put me in charge), 
or desire to be immersed in the real world of politics. Yet, their 
contrasts proved strengths, and their views of what consti-
tutes good research, such as focusing on the pursuit of purpo-
sive goals as constrained by environmental circumstances, were 
quite compatible. An enduring academic and personal bond was 
created that lasted through Riker’s 1993 death. The two worked 
together seamlessly, with virtually never a disagreement (e.g., in 
their roughly 30 years together, Dick said he only opposed one 
Riker proposal to make a faculty hire, with the latter responding 
by withdrawing the nomination). Their synergy is most palpable 
in the doctoral students that Rochester produced: the congres-
sional scholars seen as representative of the “Rochester School” 
routinely took inspiration from working jointly with both Bill 
and Dick, and their academic products reflected the mixture of 
the two in different proportions.

The second major change in these years was Dick turning his 
scholarly attention squarely to the study of the United States 
Congress, a subject on which he would be engaged for over a half-
century. Dick was at the epicenter of a renaissance of congressio-
nal studies in the 1960s, part of a network of scholars who shed 
the perspectives of the past and viewed Congress as a living, 
breathing, institution with members whose actions were shaped 
by pursuit of their objectives and by the world around them. 
This work resulted in his selection to the American Academy of 
Arts and Sciences, the American Philosophical Society, and the 
National Academy of Sciences, and in his receipt of a Guggen-
heim Fellowship.

As a congressional scholar, Dick’s initial focus was on commit-
tees, starting with the Education and Labor Committee (part of 
a broader study with Frank Munger) and the Appropriations 
Committee, and then taking on greater breadth. Dick’s efforts 
eventually resulted in the publication of two landmark works, 
The Power of the Purse (1966) and Congressmen in Committees 
(1973). Here was the first evidence of Dick’s commitment to 
“soaking and poking,” involving scholarly immersion with poli-
ticians, focusing on how they try to achieve their multifaceted 
goals. The Power of the Purse showed how such methods and 
subsequent observations about legislative norms and roles could 
be translated into cogent theoretical observations that helped 
make appropriations choices understandable; Congressmen in 
committees took on the House committee system more broadly, 
and Fenno’s language turned more clearly to strategic legislative 
pursuit of multiple goals (reelection, desirable policy, institu-
tional influence) and how this interacted with the environment 
to influence outcomes.

After this, Dick directed his attention to how House members 
pursued their multiple goals in the world outside of the Beltway. 
In classic Fenno style, this involved travelling with numerous 
House members and watching how they managed their districts 
given their objectives. The result, Home Style (1978), was a tour 
de force, and is perhaps best known now as producing the widely 
cited “Fenno Paradox,” in which Dick noted and provided an 
explanation for citizens expressing antipathy for Congress as an 
institution while viewing their own incumbent favorably. This 
observation, as with many of Dick’s insights, impacted not only 
scholarly views of Congress but also popular understandings 
of the institution. The masterful book won both the Woodrow 
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Further, he was a lifelong friend and mentor to his doctoral 
students, who maintained an unwavering allegiance to Dick, 
regularly checking in on their lives and taking great pride in their 
careers and their impacts on understandings of Congress and 
politics. Not surprisingly given Dick’s qualities and incredible 
imprint on the study of legislative politics, the APSA Legisla-
tive Studies Section’s annual award for the best book published 
is named in Dick’s honor; it would be hard to imagine having 
anyone else’s name attached.

This same generosity of spirit and enthusiasm for the study of 
Congress and politics was manifested at Rochester. One of Dick’s 
proudest accomplishments was creating in 1968 a Washington 
Semester Program for undergraduates to intern in Congress, at 
a time before such opportunities were commonplace. Decades 
of Rochester undergraduates found this opportunity, and inter-
acting with Dick as part of it, a defining feature of their under-
graduate educations. Dick so believed in the importance of such 
immersive experiences that in recent years he and Nancy, along 
with others wishing to show their support and admiration, 
created the Richard and Nancy Fenno Summer Fellowships 
in American Politics and Policy at the University of Roches-
ter, which provides stipends for those who are offered summer 
internships in the political world.

Yet, despite his natural affinity to conversation and innate 
curiosity, Dick also required solitude. If not on the road, during 
the academic year he would start early in the day and lock himself 
away in isolation in his small library carrel armed with suste-
nance provided by Nancy. Unless responsibilities dictated other-
wise, he would typically not venture over to the department until 

the afternoon. Emerging from his contemplative world, he would 
become his amiable self, checking in on students and colleagues 
and eager to quiz drop-ins to his office on their activities. In the 
summer, a similar pattern would take place at Cape Cod, where 
his mornings were for quiet work, and only in the afternoon 
would he emerge to enjoy the pleasures of summer (Dick was a 
very strong tennis player for many years).

Richard Fenno was unique, and his absence is deeply felt. He 
set an exemplary personal and professional standard. And for 
a half-century Dick showed us how detailed immersion in the 
lives of congresspeople could be combined with rigorous theo-
retical analysis to tell us insightfully how purposively oriented 
legislators manage their environments to impact the represen-
tation process. It is hard to imagine any contemporary scholar 
assuming his weighty mantle so that we may better understand 
Congress as it continues to change and evolve. As Eric Uslaner 
succinctly put it while reviewing The Challenge of Congressional 
Representation, “There is no heir to his throne, and we shall all 
be the worse off for it.”

Richard is survived by his wife Nancy, his son Craig Fenno, 
his daughter-in-law Sharon Fenno, his sister Elizabeth Blucke, 
and his grandchildren Zachary and Sarah Fenno. His son Mark 
and Craig’s wife, Amy Fenno, predeceased him. His papers and 
other information about his life and career may be found at www.
richardfenno.com, and anyone interested in making a donation 
in his honor can do so at http://www.rochester.edu/giving/fenno.

—Lawrence S. Rothenberg, University of Rochester

Brice Acree

Brice Acree, a bright young scholar of political methodol-
ogy and American politics, died unexpectedly in Columbus, 
Ohio on November 11, 2019. He was 32 years old.

Brice was born in Lexington, Kentucky, but grew up in Magno-
lia, Kentucky, which he called home. He went to Dartmouth College, 
where he graduated with an AB in French and government. Before 
attending graduate school, Brice worked for the polling firm Inter-
national Republican Institute, an organization that promotes 
democracy abroad. During that time, he worked on a variety of 
elections, including the 2004 presidential contest in the Republic 
of Georgia. The Georgian election was mired in fraud, and Brice—
as the only French speaker in the American office—was central in 
facilitating communication with French and Georgian interna-
tional election workers. 

He entered the graduate program in political science at the 
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill in 2012. From early 
on, as a graduate student, his methodological savvy made him a 
sought-after source of advice, including by professors. In an article 
that emerged from one such collaboration and was published in the 
Proceedings of the 2013 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural 
Language Processing, Brice, Yanchuan Sim, Justin Gross, and Noah 
Smith propose a measure of candidates’ ideological position based 
on a corpus of political writings and a domain-informed Bayesian 

HMM to infer the proportion of ideologies each candidate uses in 
each domain. 

In 2016, Brice defended his dissertation, “Deep Learning and 
Ideological Rhetoric,” advised by Professor Jim Stimson. The 
dissertation developed a new technique for measuring political 
ideology based on speech. Brice found that political ideology was 
significantly more varied than differences between left and right 
ideology. In his analysis, he identified nine unique ideological 
groups in American politics, spanning socialists and religious liber-
als on the left to religious conservatives and populist conservatives 
on the right. This approach offered a more complex and nuanced 
account of political scientists’ understanding of political ideology 
in American politics and is likely to influence future research. 

After defending his dissertation, Brice started a tenure track 
position in the political science department at Ohio State Univer-
sity. He was hired as part of the Data Analytics Discovery Theme 
(now the Translational Data Analytics Institute) and his work and 
teaching inspired a significant cohort of collaborators and mentees 
among graduate and undergraduate students in the Department of 
Political Science. During his tenure at Ohio State, Brice worked on 
a variety of research projects. His first authored piece in American 
Politics Research (with Justin Gross, Noah Smith, Yanchuan Sim and 
Amber Boydstum) expanded on some of the concepts developed in 
his dissertation. In the piece, Brice explored how candidates used 
political speech to appear partisan during primary election and 
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centrist during general elections. 
At the time of his death, Brice was involved in several other 

research projects exploring issue framing, representation in 
American media, and text analysis. In a working paper with Skyler 
Cranmer and Jared Edgerton, Brice analyzed the descriptive repre-
sentation of the Democratic and Republican parties on the major 
news networks. He found that partisan media outlets were more 
likely to feature stereotypes of the out-party. Brice also worked on 
several methods pieces. In an unfinished manuscript with Adam 
Lauretig and Caleb Pomeroy, Brice sought to introduce word 
embeddings to political science and to develop more powerful scal-
ing procedures for political texts. This process could have been used 
to infer the political ideology of a text corpus or political rhetoric. 

Brice’s significant contributions to political science combined 
a keen understanding of complex methodological analysis of text 
as data with a sharp and original theoretical awareness, leading 
to sophisticated work that clarified how political ideology works, 
proposed new ways tocapture its internal diversity, and showed 
that politicians are able to use it strategically in front of different 
audiences and political arenas. If given more time, Brice could have 
advanced our understanding of political speech in America even 
more significantly than he did and made further innovations in 
methodological techniques for the study of politics.

Outside of his research, Brice’s teaching and advising inspired 
a significant cohort of collaborators and mentees among gradu-
ate and undergraduate students in the Department of Political 
Science. Graduate students remark that Brice had a real knack for 
explaining complex concepts in a simple way and we here at Ohio 
State see his legacy alive in all the students he helped. His graduate 
student collaborators noted that he was a creative and dedicated 
researcher and kind collaborator. Moreover, while trained as an 
Americanist and methodologist, he worked with IR faculty and 
students, attended network science panels, and was planning to 
start a project with a comparative politics professor, speaking to 
his ability to find interesting projects outside of his main interests. 
Despite being a junior faculty member, Brice was popular among 
graduate students, having recruited many of them to work with 
him and advising many others. Brice’s commitment to research 
went beyond mentoring graduate students on their own research. 
He had an active role in helping graduate students develop course 
syllabi for undergraduate methods classes and was also a commit-
ted teacher. Students loved his humor and were surprised at his 
approachability, feeling comfortable in his lectures despite the 
technical subject matter of his teaching. 

Brice was also passionate about politics outside of work.  Harry 
Enten, a senior writer and analyst at CNN and Brice’s classmate at 
Dartmouth, noted that he could always rely on Brice’s friendship 
when he faced a challenge at CNN’s The Forecast Fest. His solid and 
fast work in the shadows allowed the CNN team to present accurate 
forecasts to the audience. Most recently, Brice helped develop the 
CNN 2018 midterm election forecast. 

Aside from his interest in politics, Brice enjoyed cooking and 
traveling in his personal time. He collected napkin holders from 
every place he traveled to, including Nice, Nuremberg, Dublin, 
and Charleston, SC. Brice is survived by his wife, Lauren Acree, 
and their son, Theodore. 

—Jared Edgerton, The Ohio State University 
—Inés Valdez, The Ohio State University

Maurice Auerbach

Dr. Maurice S. Auerbach, age 85, passed away on April 2, 
2020, in Queens, New York, one of the many victims there 
of the COVID-19 virus. Dr. Auerbach had taught politics 

and political philosophy to university students in the New York 
City metropolitan area for nearly four decades, preceding retire-
ment. He taught at several schools, including the graduate program  
in liberal studies at the New School for Social Research, and at 
both St. John’s University and St. Francis College. He arrived in 
New York after completing his undergraduate and early graduate 
studies at the University of Chicago (AB, 1958, and AM, 1959). His 
doctorate was from the New School (PhD, 1975).

Each of his degrees was in political science, but his approach to 
and perspectives on “the science of politics” were far richer than the 
profession’s standard fare. While at Chicago he had studied with 
Leo Strauss, the internationally acclaimed political philosopher 
whose studies were notoriously complex but uniquely insightful 
in uncovering classically probing and rich insights into human 
affairs and restoring them to their rightful seriousness. At the New 
School he studied with, among others, Howard B. White, Hilail 
Gildin, and Allan Bloom.

Auerbach once described, in a review article, what may be taken 
also as the focus of his life’s work: “Political society is founded 
on, and sustained by, our opinions about the way we should live, 
about the just and the unjust. [This study]…not only prepares the 
potential philosopher but educates the citizens and statesmen 
in the natural end of political activity—the intermediate end of 
human life—virtue.” For those who knew him, Auerbach’s studies 
and teaching encompassed virtually the entire history of Western 
thought on politics and political philosophy, particularly its bear-
ing on living life well in the American republic and the midst of 
modernity. 

Auerbach’s grasp of the history and views of these fundamental 
questions, supplemented by his own elaborations and further devel-
opments regarding them, were the stuff of near-endless delight and 
learning to those fortunate friends who shared his company during 
long dinner-discussions and walks and phone conversations over 
more than 50 years. The tenor and direction of his enormously 
engaging scholarship is typified by a few of his writings: “The Politi-
cal Thought of Spinoza” (master’s thesis), “Jonathan Swift and 
the Quarrel with Modern Politics” (doctoral dissertation), “The 
Philosophical Politics of Leo Strauss” (in Teaching Political Science, 
1985), and “Carl Schmitt’s Quest for the Political” (in Interpretation: 
A Journal of Political Philosophy, Winter 1993–94).  Auerbach served 
for many years on the editorial board of Interpretation, as well as 
occasional guest editor for other journals, among them the New 
School’s Social Research.

Among the many thinkers he considered, Swift may have antici-
pated Auerbach’s own inclinations and manner most closely. Swift 
condemned how “modern politics” so fundamentally distorts both 
thought and action, and clearly preferred the dignity, nobility, and 
profundity of history’s “ancients” and their grasp of philosophy and 
politics. Swift wrote not only with genius but with wit and biting 
sarcasm—traits that shone in Auerbach. 

Auerbach’s reservations about the social, political, and theo-
retical conventions of our time were profound and, among friends, 
expressed candidly and vehemently. On such occasions he would 
sometimes share his passion for classical music, particularly opera. 
On every possible occasion he would turn talk to one or both of 
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probably his most abiding political concerns: the freedom and 
virtue of Americans, and the life of the Jewish people whom he also 
loved. And no conversation, on nearly any topic, went far before 
he would raise examples from his prodigious recall of political and 
cultural facts or events, cited effortlessly from anywhere along 
the ancient-to-contemporary timeline—drawing parallels and 
“connecting the dots” with uncanny genius.

Not surprisingly, Maurice Auerbach did not reveal himself 
easily, and chose friendships sparingly. His friends delighted in 
his company and always left it both bettered and eager to return 
to the conversation. 

Yet suddenly, and striking grief into friends’ hearts, the conver-
sation has ended. And with it the joy of his presence, with his pecu-
liar wry chuckle, at some offered insight or remark, and that slightly 
mischievous glance always looking for the others’ response—always 
seeking the sequel or next thought.

Maurice Shor Auerbach was born February 9, 1935, in Hatties-
burg, Mississippi. He was the son of Bennett and Irene Auerbach, 
both Russian immigrants to America. Following good family years 
at home, Auerbach left for college and his life of study and teach-
ing; he returned home, or to varied locations where his siblings and 
other family had moved, for extended visits in most years. His love 
of theater and music, which had developed at home, spanned his 
lifetime—as it happened, he attended an opera, which he praised 
for its power in limning aspects of man’s spirit, just days before 
being hospitalized. His family loved his visits, and warmly recalls 
his special way of telling stories from his childhood and family 
experiences.

He is preceded in death by his parents, Bennett and Irene; his 
brother, Leonard; and sister, Rita Berman. He will be truly missed 
by his nieces, nephews, family, friends, and his cat Venus.

Arrangements are under the care of Sinai Chapels, Queens, New 
York, with interment in the company of his family at Moore Ceme-
tery, Hattiesburg, Mississippi. A private memorial and celebratory 
dinner with family and friends will be convened at a later date.

—George W.S. Kuhn
—Ken Masugi, Johns Hopkins University

—Dennis E. Teti, Regent University

Ole R. Holsti

Ole R. Holsti, George V. Allen Professor of Political Science 
Emeritus at Duke University, died on July 2, 2020, at the 
age of 86 from complications of lymphoma. He was a noted 

authority on public opinion and American foreign policy, belief 
systems and foreign policy, and decision-making, as well as having 
been a pioneer of content analysis in the early part of his career. 
Much of his work was at the interface of psychology and political 
science. He held both a BA (1954) and PhD (1962) from Stanford 
University. He was on the Duke faculty on a full-time basis from 
1974 to 1998, after teaching at Stanford, the University of British 
Columbia, and the University of California, Davis. He remained 
active while an emeritus member of the Duke faculty, publishing 
Public Opinion and American Foreign Policy in 2004. 

Professor Holsti was a fellow at the Center for Advanced Study 
in the Behavioral Sciences (Stanford) and a Guggenheim Fellow in 
1981–82. He was president of the International Studies Association 
in 1979–80 and of ISA West in 1969–70. He received distinguished 

lifetime achievement awards from both the American Political 
Science Association and the International Society for Political 
Psychology. He received the Nevitt Sanford Award from the Inter-
national Society for Political Psychology, the Howard Johnson 
Award for Distinguished Teaching, and the Alumni Distinguished 
Undergraduate Teaching Award. In 2014, ISA West honored him 
with a Distinguished Scholar Award, which is now awarded annu-
ally and named in his honor. 

Professor Holsti was part of the first wave of scholars who 
brought the methods of behavioralism to bear on questions of 
foreign policy, particularly crisis management and foreign policy 
world views—topics that had hitherto been the province principally 
of historians and political philosophers. His path-breaking work 
on content analysis was among his most influential scholarship, 
shaping the field for decades. Building on this work, he developed 
a long-term collaboration with James Rosenau studying the foreign 
policy attitudes of both elites and the general public. He was a key 
figure arguing against the so-called Almond-Lippmann consensus 
that dismissed American public opinion as hopelessly inchoate and 
ill-informed; Holsti argued that public attitudes, at both the elite 
and mass level, moved in rational ways in response to changing 
circumstances. Though a sharp critic of American foreign policy 
mistakes, Holsti’s scholarship reflected an underlying optimism 
that the democratic process could prove resilient and restorative 
even after costly errors. 

To his professional associates, students, and personal acquain-
tances, Professor Holsti was an exemplary colleague, mentor, and 
friend. He read others’ work carefully, offering perceptive sugges-
tions, always in a positive vein. In department meetings, he could be 
counted on to bring thoughtful values, not personal interest or bias, 
to the discussions at hand. It was hard for others to act up when Ole 
was in the room. He was relentlessly determined and independent 
to the end of his life. 

Those of us who knew Ole Holsti personally also admired him 
for other qualities. He was a dedicated road and trail runner, later 
taking up competitive race-walking only after most people give up 
walking quickly at all. He was outspoken on issues of foreign policy 
where he had a strong view. He was personally generous. He was a 
dedicated father and grandfather. He was relentlessly determined 
and independent to the end of his life. 

After Professor Holsti had retired from Duke and his wife had 
died, he moved to Salt Lake City to be near his daughter, Maija, her 
husband, and his two beloved grandchildren. Even during his last 
illness, he had the determination, although weak, successfully to 
walk across the stage with his family for his grandson’s high school 
graduation. As his daughter has written, the appropriate word for 
Ole in Finnish is sisu, which means “extraordinary determination in 
the face of extreme adversity, and courage that is presented typically 
in situations where success is unlikely. It expresses itself in taking 
action against the odds, and displaying courage and resoluteness 
in the face of adversity.”

Professor Holsti’s colleagues at Duke, his friends in the 
profession, and his friends in the world of runners, will miss him 
enormously. 

—Peter D. Feaver, Duke University
—Robert O. Keohane, Princeton University
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Wade Jacoby

Wade Jacoby, Mary Lou Fulton Professor of Political 
Science at Brigham Young University, died February 29, 
2020, while pursuing one of his many passions, moun-

tain biking in Southern Utah. Wade was weeks shy of his 56th birth-
day, far too young. It was quick, there was nothing anyone could 
have done, and Wade was with friends, doing what he loved. An avid 
outdoorsman, Wade leaves behind his wife Kindra, adult daughters 
Taylor, Clementine, and Kendall, a new grandchild, and hundreds 
of colleagues, students, and friends who were shocked and deeply 
saddened to learn of his untimely death.

Wade was an outstanding scholar, teacher and mentor who 
lifted everyone up—and helped make the academy better by leading 
with kindness, integrity and academic excellence. He was a deeply 
engaged colleague who always offered generous and insightful 
comments—and delivered them with understated humility and 
countryside or sports humour. Wade believed that hard work should 
be coupled with play. He knew just how to turn an ordinary day into 
an adventure. He added hikes, bike rides, skiing, and fishing to the 
events he planned and the trips he took. He always took time to 
visit with his many friends and to talk about what is important in 
life. Whether you were a close friend or a young scholar, years later 
he would remember a conversation and ask for an update about an 
idea or a research project or a growing family.

Wade stands among the most influential comparative political 
economists studying Germany and also Eastern Europe and the 
enlargement of the European Union over the last three decades. 
His intellectual curiosity and his scholarly contributions were 
vast, spanning all of Europe, political economy and security policy, 
domestic European politics and international institutions, local 
issues, migration and economic globalization. His first book, Imita-
tion in Politics: Redesigning Modern Germany (Cornell University 
Press, 2000), examined the fate of a range of institutions, from 
industrial relations to secondary education, transplanted into 
Germany by Allied victors. His second book, The Enlargement of 
the European Union and NATO: Ordering from the Menu in Central 
Europe (Cambridge University Press, 2004), explored how Central 
European countries selected a range of NATO and European prac-
tices to adopt, with a focus on when transplants succeeded and 
when they created fiascos.

The themes of transplants, successes and failures, European 
influence, and German politics reappeared across Wade’s myriad 
articles and book chapters, many of which he coauthored with 
colleagues and friends. A 2006 review article in World Politics, 
“Inspiration, Coalition, and Substitution,” guided an emerging 
literature on how external actors can create informal coalitions 
with domestic leaders in cementing commitments to policy reform. 
His remarkably creative book chapter, “How Agents Matter,” coau-
thored with his BYU colleague, Darren Hawkins, helped to launch 
the application of principal-agent theory to international relations 
as it critiqued it, and it remains a standard reference in the litera-
ture. He published scores of other notable journal articles, edited 
volume chapters and policy studies across a remarkably interdis-
ciplinary range of fields including political science, economics, 
sociology, public policy, and law.

Wade also coedited several prominent collective projects. 
“Europe and the Management of Globalization,” his 2010 special 
issue of the Journal of European Public Policy coedited with Sophie 
Meunier (also published as a Routledge book of the same name), 

has been influential in shaping scholarly debate on how the Euro-
pean Union has attempted to regularize the competitive order of 
globalization without succumbing to protectionism or embracing 
laissez-faire capitalism. In 2014 Wade also coedited with Meunier 
and Brian Burgoon “The Politics of Hosting Chinese Investment 
in Europe,” a special issue of the Asia-Europe Journal that was 
one of the first explorations of the political challenges posed by 
the phenomenon of Chinese direct investment in EU countries. 
Another special issue that Wade coedited, this time with Rachel 
Epstein, was “Eastern enlargement ten years on: transcending the 
east-west divide?” in the Journal of European Public Policy in 2014. As 
he so often did in his career, Wade hosted a workshop that buzzed 
with supportive, rigorous and incisive debate—and thus helped 
produce a collection of articles that has guided the scholarship on 
EU enlargement ever since.

Wade was also a beloved teacher at Brigham Young University 
and, before that, at Grinnell College. His gifts as a communica-
tor were rare and admirable. Students were enthralled by his vast 
knowledge, his elocution, his wit—and his talents as a storyteller. 
He could spin a tale with the best of them while focusing on impor-
tant concepts his students needed to learn. Wade was particularly 
passionate about helping students become effective writers and 
encouraging his peers to teach writing more effectively. As a teacher 
Wade was very demanding: he had high expectations, and did not 
accept sloppy thinking or writing. But students also knew that he 
cared deeply about them. He was fully invested in their learning and 
in their lives. Wade also translated his love of teaching into support 
for young scholars, going out of his way at conferences to appreci-
ate their work and give them advice and positive affirmation at a 
critical time in their career.

Beyond his influential scholarship and teaching, Wade was 
known as the least nerdy of all political scientists. In high school 
during the 1980s, he was a standout athlete in baseball, football, and 
basketball in the state of Washington. Though he attended BYU 
as an undergraduate on an academic scholarship, he was a backup 
infielder for the Cougars and also walked onto the football team as 
a receiver. He spent summers working on Alaskan fishing boats, 
and he brought into conversations lessons learned working with 
his hands, on farms and in the woods. After graduation and before 
his PhD studies at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, he 
quarterbacked the Bonn Jets to the German national championship 
in American-rules football. Wade was an accomplished bow hunter 
and fly fisherman and loved many other outdoor activities, includ-
ing mountain biking, hiking, and canyoneering.

In the many tributes that flowed online and in person, people 
from all parts of Wade’s life commented that he was one of their best 
friends and simply one of the best human beings any of us knew. 
Tributes came from people who worshiped with Wade, who partici-
pated in a Boy Scout troop Wade led (even though he was the father 
of daughters), and who knew Wade as their teacher, grad school or 
faculty colleague or academic collaborator or acquaintance. How 
was it humanly possible for so many people, with very different 
backgrounds and connections to Wade, to treasure him as one of 
their favorite people in the world?

The answer to this question was in the many tributes. Wade was 
a cheerleader for everyone. He was kind, respectful, gentle, incred-
ibly generous, with a great and often self-effacing sense of humor. 
He was an incredible listener. He was a wonderful family man—visi-
bly happy in that role. He shared his life with others, who came to 
respect the many different dimensions of Wade. He brought light 
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into every room and perceptive humor into every situation. In a 
faculty meeting discussing a job posting, Wade suggested that the 
ad include a sentence saying, “The Political Science Department 
seeks small acorns who aspire to be great oaks.”  This typically pithy 
and charming comment delighted his colleagues, capturing the 
essence of the idea even if the sentence could never appear in an ad. 

Wade was especially dedicated to advocating for women and 
minorities. He had a special ability to be a friend and supporter 
of women, spending a lot of time and energy mentoring female 
students and advocating for women’s issues. In the same spirit, for 
many years he and Kindra hosted a Martin Luther King Day party 
to explicitly recognize what he called the “most under-celebrated 
holiday in America.” Each year, he would invite dozens to his house, 
cook amazing food, invite attendees to provide thoughts on equal-
ity and justice, and provide relevant books as gifts to help everyone 
better understand racial issues.

As we remember Wade, we note that the cardiology report 
revealed severe blockage in an artery on the left side and, on the 
right side, an enlarged heart that was compensating for the block-
age. His heart had also created new arteries on the right side to 
ensure ongoing life. In other words, we still lost Wade far too early. 
But we could have lost him a lot earlier still, and were thus blessed 
with perhaps many extra years thanks to Wade’s consistent exer-
cise, his enlarged heart and, amazingly, the new arteries he built. 
It is a metaphor for Wade’s life generally: unceasing efforts, a heart 
capable of encompassing everyone, and innovative paths to make it 
all work. Wade was a great and gentle oak; we will bask in his shade, 
missing him as a scholar and a friend. 

—Karen J. Alter, Northwestern University
—Brian Burgoon, University of Amsterdam

—Darren Hawkins, BYU
—Sophie Meunier, Princeton University

—Dan Nielson, BYU
—Milada Anna Vachudova, UNC Chapel Hill

—Sven Wilson, BYU

Richard Matland

The world of political science lost an outstanding contributor 
to our profession when Richard E. Matland died prematurely 
on August 12, 2018, aged 61. In his three decades as a profes-

sional, Rick overcame multiple burdens and achieved a formidable 
record as a researcher, teacher, and in myriad other dimensions, all 
the while enjoying other aspects of life.  

Rick was born in Madison, Wisconsin, of Norwegian heritage. 
He held a lifelong attachment to Norway, spoke Norwegian fluently, 
and published in the language. After graduating from the Univer-
sity of Wisconsin with a degree in political science and econom-
ics and later an MA from the same institution, Rick attended 
the University of Michigan in a cohort of outstanding graduate 
students in the late 1980s. The major publication from his 1991 PhD 
thesis, “Synthesizing the Implementation Literature: The Ambi-
guity-Conflict Model of Policy Implementation” (Journal of Public 
Administration Research and Theory, 1995) has become a standard in 
the field and his most-cited article, according to Google Scholar. It 
was reprinted in three separate public administration readers, one 
through six editions.

His first regular academic position was at the University of 
Houston (1990–2006). Houston provided a dynamic environment 
in which a young, ambitious scholar could function. He quickly 
found several amenable co-authors and began publishing behav-
ioral studies, many concerned with gender representation, in major 
journals after winning the 1991 Best Paper in Women and Politics 
Award from the Southern Political Science Association. These stud-
ies, highlighting comparative study of institutions and the impor-
tance of electoral systems, especially district magnitude, constitute 
a second set of high-impact publications. A third significant contri-
bution was a coauthored paper on comparative legislative turnover 
in Western democracies (British Journal of Political Science, 2004).

Among the other journals in which Rick published were the 
American Journal of Political Science, Canadian Journal of Political 
Science, Comparative Political Studies, Journal of Politics, Legislative 
Studies Quarterly, Political Psychology, Political Research Quarterly, 
and Social Science Quarterly. He also coedited the book Women’s 
Access to Political Power in Post-Communist Europe (Oxford Univer-
sity Press, 2003). Reflecting his Michigan education, Rick was a 
careful methodologist, but one who was always interested in relat-
ing the appropriate techniques to a substantive research question 
in a broadly understandable manner. Before it was fashionable, 
Rick focused on causal inference.

Rick took an active role in the teaching and governance func-
tions of the UH department, including winning a Social Science 
Teaching Award. He also participated in various US and interna-
tional professional associations and received several research grants 
from domestic and international sources. As he became an interna-
tionally recognized scholar, Rick also accepted visiting positions at 
the University of Trondheim, University of Bergen, and the Kellogg 
Institute of International Studies at the University of Notre Dame.

In 2006, Rick returned to the Midwest as the Helen Houla-
han Rigali Chair in Political Science at Loyola University Chicago, 
where one of his passions was to mentor graduate students and 
younger faculty. He expanded his research interest in experimental 
political science, especially voter mobilization, which constituted 
a large portion of his scholarship in the latter part of his career. In 
this research Rick contributed to the emergence of large-N random-
ized field experiments that investigated ways to strengthen the 
pillar of democracy, political participation. In 2008, together with 
his Loyola colleague Olga Avdeyeva, he received a $375,000 grant 
from the National Science Foundation for a project on women 
leaders in Russian regions. The project involved a large collection 
of survey and experimental data on public evaluation of women 
as political leaders across four diverse multiethnic regions of the 
Russian Federation. That huge data-set resulted in scholarly articles 
published in the International Journal of Public Opinion Research, 
Politics and Gender, and Post-Soviet Affairs.  

In 2008, Rick was diagnosed with an autoimmune disease of the 
lungs, which necessitated constant mechanical assistance in breath-
ing and eventually a lung transplant. Nonetheless, he continued his 
teaching and active research agenda, engaging in significant travel 
to Mexico, Nigeria, Norway, India, Turkey, and Siberia.  

Rick Matland was a highly social creature. If you were a collabo-
rator of Rick’s, you were also likely to become his friend. Over the 
years he both hosted and visited many of his colleagues in their 
respective homes, and the families came to know each other. Rick 
and his Norwegian wife Aud raised two daughters, Nora and Emma, 
and he was a very caring and engaged father. Rick had wide interests 
in popular culture, including music, movies, and spectator sports. 
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He was an excellent source of recommendations on live music and 
theater wherever he lived—as his Kinky Friedman office poster 
suggested! But he never lost track of the coming trends in politi-
cal science as a discipline and in the real world. When he took the 
position at Loyola University Chicago, Rick chose to reside partially 
in Madison, where he reestablished relations with some childhood 
friends. That enabled him to understand at an early stage some of 
the grassroots right-wing rebellion which led to Republican victo-
ries in Wisconsin state and presidential elections. Rick Matland 
was a font of knowledge about political science and political scien-
tists, a source of information and insight for anyone who sought his 
counsel. He was on the executive committee of the Midwest Politi-
cal Science Association and served on the editorial boards of the 
American Political Science Review, Journal of Experimental Political 
Science, Politics and Gender, and Women and Politics. 

After a trip to his cabin in Norway and a tour of the US with his 
family to visit some academic friends in the summer of 2018, Rick 
was hospitalized with pneumonia and died suddenly. Because of the 
medications necessary to maintain his donated lung, he was very 
susceptible to infection and succumbed to an antibiotic-resistant 
bacterial infection. He was a brave, caring, and affable person and 
a distinguished scholar. He touched the lives of many colleagues, 
students, friends, and family.  

Two memorial funds in Rick’s name (one for research, one to aid 
families in financial need) have been arranged at the University of 
Wisconsin’s transplant unit. In recognition of his scholarship, his 
colleagues and friends in 2019 established the Richard E. Matland 
Award in the Midwest Political Science Association for the best 
paper by an emerging scholar (untenured faculty member or gradu-
ate student) in representation, elections, or voting. We are proud to 
be included among the many who have contributed to these causes. 

—Donley T. Studlar, West Virginia University 
and East Tennessee State University 

—Scott Gates, University of Oslo and Peace Research Institute Oslo 
—Michael D. Martinez, University of Florida

—Gregg R. Murray, Augusta University
—Annette Steinacker, Loyola University Chicago

—Raymond Tatalovich, Loyola University Chicago

Elijah Walter Miles

Elijah Walter Miles, a constitutional law scholar and social 
justice activist, passed away at the age of 86 in San Diego, 
California, at about midnight on July 8, 2020. He passed 

away peacefully in the company of family members.
Miles was known by friends and colleagues as “Wally”—a nick-

name he picked up during his graduate school days at Indiana 
University. Family members referred to him as “E.W.”  He was also 
known as E. Walter Miles and E. Wally Miles.

Miles worked as a distinguished political science professor for 
about 36 years. He was employed at San Diego State University 
(SDSU) during most of his academic career. His areas of specialty 
were constitutional law, the courts, and civil rights. He was a very 
influential and charismatic faculty member at SDSU where he 
designed curricula in constitutional law and the courts, and served 
as department chair between 1995 and 1998. As one of the early Afri-
can American professors at SDSU, and the only African American 

professor on campus at the time he arrived in 1966, Miles became 
known in the university as the “Godfather of Black faculty.” 

Earning his PhD in 1962, Miles was part of the earliest wave of 
African Americans to obtain a doctorate degree in political science.  
He worked closely with other trailblazing African American politi-
cal scientists, such as Jewel Prestage and Lucius Barker, to study 
the status of African Americans in the political science profession, 
recruit more African American political science professors, and 
improve the conditions for those already working in the field.

Motivated by a strong determination for social justice, Miles 
complemented his scholarly activities with political activism. He 
was involved in efforts to desegregate public facilities while a grad-
uate student and during his earliest years as a professor. He was 
active with the national American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU).  
He was also active in local chapters of the ACLU and Urban League.

Miles was born on May 4, 1934, in Hearne, Texas. His parents, 
Millie Miles and John Miles, raised him, along with his seven 
siblings, in the small East Texas town in which he was born. 
Although his parents never attended college, they were determined 
to provide all of their children with an opportunity to have a college 
education. The advice Miles’s parents provided each child was to 
“get it in your head and no one can take it away from you.” His 
parents were successful with their message. All eight children ulti-
mately attended, and graduated from, college. Miles was the fifth 
child to attend college, and his youngest brother, Charles Miles, 
was a member of the first class of African Americans to attend the 
University of Texas at Austin.

Miles began his undergraduate education in 1951 at Prairie 
View A&M University. While at Prairie View A&M University, he 
became a leader of the varsity debate team, assumed leadership 
roles in national honor societies, and was voted by his classmates 
to be the “most likely to succeed.” Jewel Prestage, the first African 
American woman to earn a PhD in political science in the United 
States, taught and mentored Miles while he was at Prairie View 
A&M University. Miles met his future wife, Frances Winfield of Fort 
Worth, Texas, while he was an undergraduate student.

Immediately after obtaining his BA from Prairie View A&M 
University, Miles was appointed as a commissioned officer in the 
United States Army. He served in Korea for about two years and 
then returned to the United States to resume his academic career. 
He briefly taught at Prairie View A&M University before enrolling 
at Indiana University to attend graduate school.

Miles attended graduate school at Indiana University from 1958 
to 1962. He was the recipient of a University Fellowship and a John 
Hay Whitney Opportunity Fellowship. His mentors at Indiana 
University included former APSA president Charles Hyneman. He 
earned both master’s and doctorate degrees from Indiana Univer-
sity. His dissertation addressed the origin and early developments 
of judicial review in 19th-century Indiana. 

After earning his graduate degrees, Miles held teaching and 
research positions at Indiana University, Prairie View A&M Univer-
sity, and the University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill. In 1966, he 
accepted a tenure track position in the Political Science Department 
at San Diego State College (later renamed San Diego State Univer-
sity). When he arrived, he was the only African American professor 
on the faculty of the entire university.  

Shortly after joining SDSU’s faculty, Miles received a National 
Science Foundation grant and a research grant from the San Diego 
College Foundation. He earned a distinguished teaching honor 
by the California State Colleges for the 1967–1968 academic year. 
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He was promoted quickly and soon became a leading figure in 
the department and the university, where he spent 32 years of his 
career. Working in close collaboration with his colleague Ned Joy, 
he helped build a strong academic program in public law, and devel-
oped courses including “Law and the Political System” and “The 
Supreme Court and Contemporary Issues” that continue to draw 
large numbers of students to this day. He regularly taught these 
courses along with other courses in public law and taught more 
widely in the subfield of American politics. His influence on SDSU’s 
political science department goes beyond these contributions. His 
deep commitment to human rights has had a lasting impact on 
the department’s research and teaching strengths in human rights 
across the subfields. 

The high regard in which Miles was held at SDSU allowed 
him to play an important role when the Africana Studies Depart-
ment was established. He became adviser, mentor and an integral 
source of support for its faculty, serving on some of their tenure and 
promotion committees and as a tireless advocate. Miles was mentor 
to more than one generation of colleagues in political science, Afri-
cana studies, and beyond. He made it his task to help newly hired 
faculty feel at home. In their remembrances of him, a number of 
faculty members refer to him as an exemplary colleague, teacher, 
scholar, and friend, whose judgment they trusted, and whose advice 
helped guide them. Famous for his understated way of speaking, 
Miles led by the strength of his example, his dedication, and his 
unwavering commitment to equality and justice for all. In his term 
as chair of the Department of Political Science, he secured its future 
by planning for the hire of a new generation of faculty members 
as the department was facing an impending spate of retirements. 
Its current members have his foresight and wisdom to thank for 
the orderly generational transition that took place soon after his 
retirement.  

During his academic career, Miles coauthored Vital Issues of 
the Constitution and was a contributing author for Great Cases of 
the Supreme Court. He served on the editorial boards of various 
academic journals, including the Western Political Science Quar-
terly, National Political Science Review, American Review of Politics, 
and Journal of Politics. He also served on a committee of the College 
Board in order to make improvements to the Advanced Placement 
(AP) examination.

Miles was active in APSA. He served on various APSA commit-
tees, was a member of its Executive Council, and regularly served 
on panels at APSA conferences. APSA recognized Miles’s “excel-
lence in scholarship and service to the profession” by awarding him 
a distinguished scholar award in 1985.

Miles worked tirelessly to eradicate barriers that prevented 
African Americans from entering the field of political science. For 
decades, he was affiliated with the APSA’s Committee on the Status 
of Blacks in the Profession and the National Conference of Black 
Political Scientists (NCOBPS). For the Committee on the Status 
of Blacks in the Profession, he served as chair. He also worked on 
a directory of Black Americans in political science. NCOBPS was 
his second home, where he regularly attended the organization’s 
annual conferences. He served on the editorial board of the National 
Political Science Review, the organization’s flagship journal.  

Overall, Miles dedicated his career to the study of race and 
politics and the advancement of Blacks in the political science 
profession. In the Summer of 1983, he directed an APSA seminar 
called “The Constitution in Black America” that drew from his 
wide-ranging research and rich, scholarly dialogues with judicial 

experts in the field. A decade later, he advised political scientist 
Charles Hadley on his presidential address to the Southern Political 
Science Association. Later published in the Journal of Politics, the 
address urged political scientists to give acute attention to Blacks 
and southern politics. Hadley credits Miles for “provid[ing] the 
inspiration” for the article. 

In addition to being personable and outgoing, Miles was a 
mentor and standard bearer for social justice. Shiela Harmon 
Martin, the former chair of the University of the District of Colum-
bia’s Division of Social and Behavior Sciences, had fond memories 
of Miles. She stated that, “Dr. Miles was a great political scientist. 
His scholarship and activism paved the way for many Black politi-
cal scientists.” She further stated that Miles was part of a Louisiana 
to Texas nexus of Black scholars, who were encouraged by Jewel 
Prestage to transform the political science discipline.

Miles’s political activism dates back to at least the period when 
he was a graduate student. As a graduate student, he was involved 
in a campaign to desegregate public facilities in Bloomington, Indi-
ana. While employed as a professor at Prairie View A&M University, 
he helped organize a boycott around 1963 in Hempstead, Texas, 
that targeted businesses that practiced racial discrimination. While 
teaching at the University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, in the 
mid-1960s, Miles fought to improve housing conditions for Afri-
can Americans.

After settling into his position at SDSU, Miles continued his 
activism while living in California. He served as chairperson of 
the board for the San Diego Urban League in the 1980s. He was 
president of the ACLU for San Diego and Imperial Counties in the 
1990s. He was also active in the ACLU at the national level by being 
a member of the ACLU’s national board for more than a decade.

Miles received numerous awards and accolades for his commu-
nity service. He was presented with an APSA award for his “service 
to the profession”; he was the recipient of the Western Political 
Science Association’s “Scholar Teacher Activist” award; he was 
recognized for his contributions by the San Diego City Schools 
Board of Education; he received a special commendation from 
a San Diego City Councilmember; and he received the Fannie 
Lou Hamer community service award from the National Confer-
ence of Black Political Scientists. In 2017, Miles was recognized 
by the Urban League of San Diego County as an “Art of Change 
Honoree” for being one of “San Diego’s pioneers in civil rights and 
civic engagement.”

Miles’s academic and community service activities did not 
interfere with his ability to be a devoted family member. He spent 
considerable time with his wife and two sons, and his wife and sons 
recall fond memories of their time together. Miles was also very 
dedicated to his parents, siblings, nieces, and nephews. During his 
leisure time, Miles enjoyed reading, listening to jazz music, cook-
ing, and playing racquetball.

 Elijah Miles is survived by his wife of 62 years, Frances Miles; 
two sons, Christopher Miles (Donna) and Tony Miles (Maisha); a 
grandson, Brayden Miles; two sisters, Iola Taylor and Ella Lindsey 
(Larry); a brother, Edgar Miles (Ann); numerous nieces and neph-
ews; and a host of friends and colleagues.

    
—Sekou Franklin, NCOBPS President, 

Middle Tennessee State University
—Farid Abdel-Nour, San Diego State University

—Tony Miles, son of Wally Miles
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Kent Portney

Kent Portney passed away this past June, taken from us far 
too early. At the time of his death Kent was Bob Bullock 
Professor of Public Policy and Finance at the Bush School 

at Texas A&M University.
Kent grew up in New Jersey and would talk of his two childhood 

passions there: playing the cello and rooting for Philadelphia sports 
teams. He worked his way through Rutgers University, Camden 
College, and graduated from there in 1973. He then received an 
MA in public administration and public policy from the University 
of Connecticut in 1975 and used that degree to gain employment 
with the state of Connecticut, conducting policy evaluation related 
to the court system. 

He missed academic life and quickly returned to school, enroll-
ing in a PhD program at Florida State University. Kent was drawn to 
the legendary Tom Dye as he shared Dye’s passion for equality and 
he began his own research on the distributional impacts of public 
policy. In addition to learning how to become a political scientist, 
something else of importance happened at Florida State: there in 
Tallahassee he met the love of his life, Marilyn Santiesteban.

Kent received his degree in 1979 and began work at Tufts Univer-
sity that same year. He was hired to teach courses in public policy, 
quantitative methods, and judicial politics, and he also began a 
research program that focused on the environment and on cities. 
He turned out to be a prolific and highly respected scholar, writ-
ing or editing nine books while at Tufts. His coauthored book, The 
Rebirth of Urban Democracy (Brookings, 1993), a study of citizen 
participation programs in five American cities, won the American 
Political Science Association’s Gladys Kammerer Award for the best 
book published that year on American politics, as well as the Urban 
Politics Section’s best book award. His book Taking Sustainable 
Cities Seriously (MIT, 2003), became a standard work in the field. 

Kent was also a talented methodologist and an experimental 
design program, Crime and Punishment (with Jerry Goldman), 
taught a generation of students about the biases built into the 
criminal justice system. It won both the Rowman & Littlefield 
Award for Innovative Teaching in Political Science and the APSA’s 
Best Instructional Software Award.

At Tufts, Kent  became a popular teacher and he always managed 
to make his courses something full of laughter as well as full of 
learning. Maybe it was all the candy bars he gave away. He cared 
deeply about his students and he kept in touch with many of them 
over the years. He was also a leader at Tufts, serving as department 
chair in political science and as the head of countless university 
committees. He was particularly active in building up the Univer-
sity’s curriculum and programming on the environment. Working 
with four Tufts colleagues, he was responsible for a large National 
Science Foundation grant which created a major interdisciplinary 
research and teaching program on “Water Across Boundaries.”

In 2014, after more than 30 years at Tufts, Kent joined the faculty 
of the Department of Public Service and Administration in the Bush 
School of Government and Public Service at Texas A&M Univer-
sity. He brought to the Bush School the same zest for scholarly 
pursuits that had characterized his time at Tufts. In addition to 
holding the Bullock Chair, Kent directed the Bush School’s Insti-
tute of Science, Technology, and Public Policy (ISTPP). In 2016, he 
won the Bush School’s Faculty Excellence Award; the following year 
he was honored by the university as a Presidential Impact Fellow. 

In Kent’s capacious corner office at the Bush School, the strains 

of classical music welcomed colleagues and students alike. And, as 
at Tufts, candy was ever-present. (His office also paid homage to the 
professional sports loyalties he had developed in Boston.) His office 
décor was what might be styled as “books and papers everywhere,” a 
testament to his active research agenda. Kent was a bridge-builder 
and he needed a large office to host meetings with colleagues from 
across the campus. Throughout his time at the Bush School, he was 
a partner in research teams exploring an array of issues related to 
the environment and natural resources. Recently these collabora-
tive endeavors included the Resilience and Climate Change Coop-
erative Project with the Department of Landscape Architecture and 
Urban Planning, the A&M Institute for Sustainable Communities, 
the Energy Institute’s Interdisciplinary Academic Council, the 
Food-Energy-Water Nexus Initiative Leadership Team, the Water 
Research Group, and the Hydrologic Science and Management 
Program in A&M’s College of Geoscience. 

Intellectual curiosity defined Kent. His well-regarded book, 
Sustainability, which appeared in 2015, was published as part of the 
MIT Press’s “Essential Knowledge” series. The book’s exploration 
of the concept of sustainability is deep; the analysis of the politics 
associated with it is insightful. In his six years on the Bush School 
faculty, he was also author or coauthor of nearly 20 scholarly journal 
articles, reaching wide audiences in environmental politics, public 
policy, and urban politics. 

Environmental policy and politics not only infused Kent’s 
research, it also was the focus of his Bush School courses: Envi-
ronmental Policy and Management, Urban Sustainability, Water 
Policy and Management, and Science and Technology Policy. He 
was a popular instructor and his classes were often over-subscribed. 
Students valued his knowledge and his teaching style; he was an 
inspiration to students pursuing careers in environmental protec-
tion. The Bush School offers only master’s degrees, but Kent was 
in high demand as an outside member of doctoral committees in 
several different colleges at A&M. Even though these students’ 
PhDs were in other fields, he was a valuable mentor to them.  

Beyond research and teaching, Kent was an excellent depart-
mental citizen taking on various committee assignments with good 
cheer and smart work. One of his most important roles within the 
University was his service on the Council of Principal Investiga-
tors. His leadership of ISTPP was outstanding at a critical point 
in its development. Kent was also active in the profession, serv-
ing on numerous APSA section committees and on the editorial 
boards of Polity and Urban Science as well as being associate editor 
for Climate Change.

Kent is survived by Marilyn, his wife of nearly 40 years, his son 
Teddy and wife Jennie, his daughter Alexandra, his sister Arden 
and husband Vince, and three cats. A joyful celebration of Kent’s 
life, complete with chamber music, Boston sports memorabilia, and 
candy, was held on June 16, 2020. The attendees—those who were 
there in person and those who participated remotely—attested not 
only to Kent’s scholarship and wise counsel, but also to his genuine 
kindness and thoughtfulness, his delightful sense of humor, and 
his significant impact on them. Kent enriched the Bush School 
and there was widespread agreement that it will not be the same 
without him. And although it might seem a bit clichéd to say, “A 
life well lived, a man well loved,” in Kent Portney’s case it is the 
absolute truth.

—Jeffrey M. Berry, Tufts University
—Ann O’M. Bowman, Texas A&M University
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John Schmidhauser

Dr. John R. Schmidhauser, professor emeritus of political 
science at the University of Southern California, died at 
his home in Santa Barbara in March 2018 at the age of 96. 

He was one of the foremost authorities in public law and judicial 
behavior in the United States. His contributions to the study of the 
Supreme Court and Congress are among the classics in the field.

Born in the Bronx, New York in 1922, he grew up during the 
Great Depression. After his father died, his mother raised him in 
Salisbury, Maryland. He served in the Navy (1941–1945) before 
attending the University of Delaware on the GI Bill. His doctorate 
is from the University of Virginia where he met his wife, Thelma 
Ficker, a doctoral student in botany. While a student, he played 
French horn and trumpet in bands.1

After he completed his graduate studies, he joined the faculty 
of the University of Iowa. He taught there from 1954 to 1973 during 
which he also served a term as Democratic Congressman for the 
first district in Iowa.2 He was proud of sponsoring legislation to 
protect worker safety.3 One of his doctoral students, Larry Berg, 
took a position at USC and then recruited him. They coauthored 
The Supreme Court and Congress: Conflict and Interaction 1945–1968 
(The Free Press, 1972). At USC, he also served as department chair 
for 19 years. He played an important role in establishing the Jesse 
Unruh Institute of Politics in the Department of Political Science 
and received the USC Raubenheimer Outstanding Faculty Award 
in 1991.4

A prolific scholar, Schmidhauser influenced the study of 
public law through his innovative research on judicial behav-
ior, inter-branch relations, federalism, corruption, and compar-
ative legal systems.5 His seminal work on judicial backgrounds 
inspired younger scholars to undertake behavioral studies of the 
judiciary.6 David O’Brien described his scholarship as providing 
a “collective portrait of those who have served on the bench.”7 He 
had broad interests, which included comparative judicial studies, 
and he created a specialized graduate seminar on this subject—
Comparative Judicial Processes, Policies, and Behavior. One of his 
major contributions was an edited collection Comparative Judicial 
Systems: Challenging Frontiers in Conceptual and Empirical Analysis 
(London: Butterworths, 1987).8 For years he was actively involved 
in the Comparative Judicial Studies research group of the Interna-
tional Political Science Association. In addition to the originality 
and breadth of his research, Schmidhauser’s approach to scholar-
ship was decades ahead of its time, pioneering in the creation of 
datasets that were then shared with other scholars. This practice 
laid a foundation for the modern study of the courts, set a standard 
for analytic transparency in the field, and marked the rigor and 
generosity of his work.

One of his graduate students, the late Joel Grossman admired 
his mentor for his innovative scholarship on judicial politics. He 
said: “His constitutional law casebook, among the first of its kind, 
encouraged students to consider how the court made its decisions 
as a way of understanding the meaning and impact of its formal 
opinions.” This book also inspired faculty to teach courses in judi-
cial process.9

Another of his former students, Evan MacKenzie, professor and  
chair of the Department of Political Science at the University of Illi-
nois at Chicago Circle recalled that he was: “…an incredibly vigor-
ous and principled man who could lecture for hours in an organized 
manner about public law scholarship and history, without using 

notes. I have rarely seen anything like it.” He was also a mentor of 
Dr. Joellen Allen, a leader associated with the Eagle Forum.

His scholarship on the political behavior of older persons was 
also pathbreaking. Graduate students worked with him on topics 
ranging from a behavioral analysis of the California Supreme Court 
to private convenants and public law.10 He also taught as a visiting 
professor at the University of Virginia, Simon Fraser University, 
and the University of California, Santa Barbara.

He was the devoted husband of Thelma to whom he was married 
for 66 years. At the time of his death, they had seven children, four 
grandchildren, and one grandchild. They lived in Inglewood for 
years before moving to Carpinteria.

Although he had a long commute, he made time to take 
colleagues to lunch every semester. He was a beloved mentor and 
supportive colleague who was admired by all who knew him. He is 
sorely missed.

—Alison Dundes Renteln, University of Southern California
—Jeb Barnes, University of Southern California
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Norman Schofield

Norman Schofield, a leading scholar of social choice theory, 
political economy, and multi-party electoral competition, 
passed away October 12, 2019 in St. Louis at the age of 75, 

in the company of his family.  Norman was a professor in economics 
and in political science at Washington University in St. Louis for 
over 30 years. A giant in his field of study and an engine of intellec-
tual ferment in our two departments, Norman will be greatly missed 
here. His passing offers a moment to assess his colorful career and 
its varied and interrelated impacts on the study of politics. A major 
proponent of the spatial theory of electoral competition, Norman 
is famous not only for his “chaos theorems” but also for his innova-
tively theory-motivated statistical analysis of party strategy, as well 
as a distinctive historical approach to interpreting the development 
of political institutions.

Born January 30, 1944 in Rothesay, on the Scottish Isle of Bute, 
Norman earned his first BS degree in physics at the University of 
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Liverpool in 1965. He followed with another in mathematics in 
1966. Those were heady days for other reasons too in Liverpool, 
and Norman and his wife Liz often spoke wistfully of their days 
following British rock and roll, including the Beatles and others 
at the storied Cavern Club. In 1969 they took up residence at the 
University of Essex, where Norman held a fellowship in mathemat-
ics.  The following year he made the transition to political economy 
as lecturer in government from 1970 to 1976, part of a flowering of 
modern political science in Britain at that time centered at Essex.  
He officially took his PhD in government there in 1976, in keeping 
with the casual timing of the doctorate that was still common then 
in the British system. Norman and Liz relocated for the first time to 
the US 1976, where Norman served as associate professor ofgovern-
ment at the University of Texas, Austin, for three years.

During those early years Norman began applying theoretical 
models of bargaining and of coalitions to problems of collective 
choice. His earliest works often phrased the problem as one of 
bargaining over international trade terms. This line of thinking 
led ultimately to Norman’s important general theoretical break-
throughs concerning instability in general processes of social 
choice, such as voting. In Norman’s terms, “instability” meant 
essentially that any outcome of voting or bargaining could in prin-
ciple be overturned by some alternative outcome supported by some 
alternative winning coalition; and that moreover the process of such 
successive replacements could follow arbitrary continuous paths, 
and could cycle among any designated outcomes. The first publica-
tions displaying his sweepingly abstract analysis of collective choice 
processes, “Dynamic Games of Collective Action” and “Transitivity 
of Preferences on a Smooth Manifold,” appeared in 1977.  They were 
followed in rapid succession by a series of papers advancing the 
notion that—except in extreme situations of rare, precise symme-
try, or very low dimensionality, or high extraordinary-majority 
requirements, or a single heavily-weighted voter—collective choice 
processes alone would be incapable of aggregating individual pref-
erences to yield a stable social choice. Moreover, the processes 
would be generically unstable; that is, even a carefully arranged 
combination of individual preferences that does yield stable social 
choice would, if slightly perturbed, almost surely lose that stability. 
These are the results Norman called “chaos theorems.” This work 
culminated in Norman’s 1986 “Structural Instability of the Core,” 
in collaboration with the other notable author of chaos theorems, 
Richard McKelvey, a paper that in a sense combined Schofield’s 
work showing instability with respect to arbitrarily small changes 
in the social choice with McKelvey’s results on large-move instabil-
ity, and thus provided their unified statement of chaos.

Norman returned to Essex as reader ineconomics from 1979–86, 
taking the PhD in economics in 1985. For much of the 1980s he 
visited at California universities, first at the social science program 
of the California Institute of Technology during most of 1983–86 
(the first year as Sherman Fairchild Distinguished Scholar), and 
later at Stanford University as a fellow of the Center for Advanced 
Study in the Behavioral Sciences in 1988–89. Between his California 
stays, Washington University was fortunate in 1986 to lure Norman 
as professor of economics and fellow of the Center in Political Econ-
omy. A year later he, Liz, and their children Tom, Isobel and Camilla 
moved into the home in historic Benton Place that would be the 
scene of many convivial dinners for political economy conference 
attendees over the years.

At Washington University, Norman completed the program of 
empirical research on coalition governments that he had begun 

back at Essex in collaboration with Michael Laver, and that eventu-
ally produced their influential 1990 book Multiparty Governments.  
Meanwhile, he made new theoretical advances in the 1990s that 
provided the foundation for a second, even more prolific round 
of empirical work, focusing centrally on multi-party electoral 
competition and ultimately on the broader problem of stability and 
change in political coalitions and political institutions. In contrast 
to his famous earlier work on instability, the new theoretical work 
addressed the sources of political stability.

First, Norman identified what he called the “heart” of a polity:  
a central region of policy alternatives from which, he showed, the 
governing parties were likely to choose. The instability demon-
strated in the chaos theorems would mean, in principle, unpredict-
ability. But here Norman developed and applied a powerful new 
insight:  if political actors come to share corresponding expectations 
about how different seat disributions would result in particular 
coalition bargaining outcomes—and typical descriptions of politics 
indicate that they do—then their strategic problem in campaigning 
for election becomes more clearly defined, generating a statistical 
model suitable for data analysis. This insight allowed, for example, 
statistical tests to adjudicate between the hypothesis that parties 
choose platforms to maximize appeal to their supporters, versus 
maximizing the extent to which they will influence policy in the 
resulting government.  This tradeoff between a party’s policy goals 
and its goal of winning offices in government reflects, in part, the 
conflicting demands on a party’s leaders to maintain support both 
among policy-motivated “party activists” and among the party’s 
rank-and-file supporters. Specific theoretical work on this dual-
constituencies problem in multi-party competition led as well to 
illuminating insights about two-party politics, explored by Norman 
and colleague Gary Miller in a remarkable series of papers on the 
history of the shifting coalitional and ideological bases of the major 
American political parties since Civil War times.

A subsequent, related program in the empirical analysis of elec-
tions and government formation sprang from another Schofield 
theoretical advance. This work was based on a source of stability 
that can emerge because of candidates’ uncertainty in electoral 
competition: the so-called mean voter theorem, first identified 
by Melvin Hinich. Hinich had shown how, if parties’ knowledge 
of voter preferences is probabilistic, then parties competing to 
maximize their vote shares should converge in their platforms to 
the mean of voter ideal points. In that setting, under multi-party 
competition, Norman realized that a voter’s choice might not be a 
simple reflection of her perception of party intentions, but also of 
her wish to elect the party most effective in actually implement-
ing desirable policies. This appeal through party effectiveness, 
which Norman associated with the more general political science 
idea of “valence,” might lie in the party’s past success in winning 
seats and thus its likely strong bargaining position in forming 
the ensuing government. A minor party, with low valence, cannot 
compete with a major party except by choosing a sharply distinct 
policy position; it is thus encouraged to advocate relatively extreme 
positions. In terms of game theory, the resulting strategic prob-
lem is a technically difficult subject. Moreover, previous analyses 
by other theorists had indicated that valence considerations are 
likely to exacerbate problems of social choice instability. Norman, 
however, worked out conditions for existence of equilibrium and 
methods for predicting the actions of extreme minor parties as well 
as major parties, further broadening the program of multi-party 
election analysis undertaken by him and many collaborators over 
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the subsequent two decades and more. This second program of 
research is perhaps best illustrated by the theoretical and empirical 
analyses that comprise Norman’s 2006 book with Itai Sened, Multi-
party Democracy: Elections and Legislative Politics. The two research 
programs together provided the outline for Norman’s long-running 
graduate seminars in political economy and in comparative elec-
toral politics, in which numerous Washington University graduate 
students started their publication careers by coauthoring articles 
with Norman.

Norman’s third major new theoretical insight into stabil-
ity during those years led him to undertake a series of narrative, 
historically oriented analyses on institutional stability and change. 
Extending his suggestion about how common expectations about 
coalition bargaining outcomes could stabilize party competition, 
he argued that a coalescence around some “core beliefs” might 
create a stable outcome, analogous to the game-theoretic core but 
contingent on the content of players’ mutual expectations about 
one anothers’ actions. Attainment of such shared expectations can 
stabilize broader processes by which political systems make collec-
tive choices. In real politics, such core beliefs can often be described 
partly in terms of the theories of economics, ideological doctrines, 
or coalition-binding principles to which political actors subscribe. 
Norman used this intuition to give parallel accounts of several criti-
cal episodes of American history, ranging from independence to the 
postwar establishment of the Bretton Woods agreement. In each 
case, he described previously stable institutions upset by events, 
exacerbated by “prophets of chaos” who called into question, and 
thus destabilized, prior understandings. In each case, this presented 
leading political actors with a “quandary” that scrambled preex-
isting expectations and destabilized political interaction. In each 
historical episode, stability was eventually restored by “architects 
of order” whose proposals of a new understanding gained sway 
and underpinned a new institutional stability. The work eventu-
ally produced Norman’s 2006 book Architects of Political Change: 
Constitutional Quandaries and Social Choice Theory, a fascinating 
outlier from his more typical quantitative and formally deductive 
efforts, in terms of both subject of analysis and mode of expression.

Norman wrote over 80 articles published in refereed journals, 
contributed another 80 to edited volumes, and wrote or co-wrote 
seven scholarly books and three textbooks. He edited or coedited 
14 volumes of collected papers. He was honored with a variety of 
prizes and fellowships, including a Fulbright Distinguished Chair 
at Humboldt University in 2002–03; honorary doctorates from 
University of Liverpool in 1986 and the University of Caen in 1991; 
and designation as Fellow of the American Academy of Arts and 
Sciences in 2005.

In addition to his research accomplishments, Norman enthu-
siastically fosterered international collaboration by organizing 
conferences in diverse locales including Baku, Barcelona, Cancun, 
Caen, Fiesole, Oaxaca, and Turin. Through these conferences as 
well as his frequent travel to present invited lectures, Norman main-
tained a worldwide circle of professional friends and colleagues. 
The conferences often enabled him to afford graduate students the 
opportunity to present their early research projects to the widest 
possible audiences.

Here at home, Norman was a major administrative influence on 
the development of political economy at Washington University. 
In 1990, he succeeded Douglass North as director of the Center in 
Political Economy. Through the Center, Norman brought several 
notable postdoctoral fellows to St. Louis, including Alastair Smith, 

who became assistant professor here and later chair of politics at 
New York University; and Itai Sened, who eventually became chair 
at Washington University. He presided over a long-running series 
of annual political economy conferences that brought former Wash-
ington University colleagues, new young talent in the field, and 
many of Norman’s far-flung academic friends together in St. Louis. 
During the 1990s, Norman instituted an MA program in political 
economy, and the students he mentored there included several who 
have gone on to academic political science careers. In 1991, Norman 
was installed as William Taussig Professor of Political Economy; 
in 1996 he was appointed jointly as professor of political science, 
where he eventually moved his primary appointment.

When Norman stepped down as director of the Center in 2012, 
his close colleagues Maggie Penn and John Patty seized the moment 
to honor Norman in the manner most fitting: a conference in his 
honor. Friends and colleagues from far and wide joined us in April 
2013 to present a variety of recent work, both drawing on approaches 
Norman had pioneered and advancing research programs derived 
in part from his. In keeping with tradition, Norman and Liz hosted 
attendees at Benton Place the evening before the conference.

—Randall Calvert, Washington University in St. Louis

Dean Yarwood

Dean Lesley Yarwood, professor emeritus of political science 
at the University of Missouri, passed away in Kansas City, 
Missouri, on June 15, 2020. Dean served on the faculty at 

the University of Missouri, Columbia, for 33 years. His teaching and 
scholarship centered on public administration and public policy.  
Dean’s professional life was exemplified by his love of knowledge.  
During his career, he valued training undergraduate and graduate 
students and mentoring junior faculty.  

Dean was born in Decorah, Iowa, on March 17, 1935. While 
attending Decorah High School, Dean met his soulmate, Elaine 
Bender. They married September 2, 1956. Dean’s vocation was 
always education. He attended the University of Iowa, receiving 
a BA in history in 1957. Following graduation, Dean taught social 
studies for two years at the Mid-Prairie Community School District 
in Wellman, Iowa. With a Woodrow Wilson Fellowship, he began 
graduate study at Cornell University, earning an MA in 1961. He 
continued his graduate studies at the University of Illinois, receiv-
ing a James Garner Fellowship and a Woodrow Wilson Dissertation 
Fellowship, and earning a PhD in 1966. Dean served as an assistant 
professor at Coe College from 1963 to 1966 and at the University of 
Kentucky from 1966 to 1967.  

Dean joined the Department of Political Science at the Univer-
sity of Missouri in 1967. Throughout his career, he valued the 
missions of both undergraduate teaching and academic research.  
He chaired the Department of Political Science twice, from 1988–
1991 and 1998–1999. Dean was named the Frederick A. Middlebush 
Professor in Political Science from 1992 to 1995. His willingness to 
serve is exemplified when he later filled in the role of Director of 
Graduate Studies for a year to help a newly-elected chair when other 
suitable candidates were unavailable.  

Dean Yarwood published numerous articles and chapters in the 
fields of public administration, public policy, and American poli-
tics. His edited books include The National Administrative System: 
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Selected Readings and Public Administration, Politics, and the People: 
Selected Readings for Managers, Employees, and Citizens. For his final 
book, When Congress Makes a Joke: Congressional Humor Then and 
Now, Dean interviewed Representatives and Senators from former 
Minority Leader Bob Dole to a then-incarcerated Jim Traficant on 
the role of humor in the legislative process. Humor serves as politi-
cal communication and may fulfill important functions for political 
organizations. Former MU department chair John Petrocik notes 
that “Dean’s commitment to scholarship does merit respect and 
the department benefitted from his commitment to its welfare. He 
merits celebration for both of those matters.”  

Dean was truly devoted to his students’ education, but with 
an old-school manner. He believed that, in class, undergraduates 
should be called on by their last names only. His students often first 
found him stodgy, but they soon learned that Dean was fair, kind, 
and witty. Professional decorum, for Dean, was a means to preserve 
equality and opportunity for all students. Maintaining a sense of 
being nice, respectful, and modest would allow students and those 
around him to enhance their experiences and improve their talents.  

Dean also mentored junior faculty in a kind and quiet way. He 
was always careful not to hurt feelings even when he wanted to say 
“what were you thinking!” For instance, as an assistant professor 
going up for tenure, Birol Yeşilada had the great idea of cheering 
up his stale department office by putting empty wine bottles on the 
office window sill facing the parking lot behind the professional 
building. Dean came into the office from across the hall and in a low 
voice said “Birol, those look nice but you are going up for tenure, 
and a parent of a student looking up from outside might not think 
so.” Birol took the bottles down and put them into a box, only for 
his wife Sue to come over and say “now you look like a wino.” In a 
masterful appeasement, Birol decided to display the empty bottles 
on a bookshelf with a label “Fine Wines of the World.” Dean came 
over to talk about something, sat down, and was pleased to see there 

were no bottles on the window sill. But when he got up to leave, 
Dean turned around and saw the bottles on the shelf. At first, he 
turned red and said nothing. After Dean read the label he chuckled 
and said “you son of a gun.”  

There were so many times Dean helped each of us. He was that 
kind of a guy. New chairs, for instance, would be given a short piece 
by Aaron Wildavsky published in PS with suggestions on how to be 
an effective chair, and he would offer his own advice. James Ender-
sby remembers the Yarwood triple: if Dean had something impor-
tant to communicate, he would drop by for a personal conversation 
to share his thoughts. The next day, Dean would visit or call again 
to discuss the topic further. Within the week, he would make one 
more contact just to make sure you understood his perspective and, 
in the rare case of disagreement, he understood your point of view. 
If Dean raised a new topic, you naturally expected two more conver-
sations about it over the next several days. In all of these cherished 
memories, we are grateful for Dean’s unwavering support.  

Following retirement, Dean volunteered for the Mizzou Alumni 
Association, greeting prospective students, their families, and visi-
tors to the University. As his and Elaine’s health began to decline, 
they moved to Kansas City to be closer to family. Dean was devoted 
to his family. His wife Elaine preceded him in death on April 1, 2020.  
He is survived by his daughter Lucinda (Snider), sons Kent, Keith, 
Douglas, and Dennis, five grandchildren, two great-grandchildren, 
and a host of other close family members. The Dean L. Yarwood 
Political Science Scholarship was established at the University of 
Missouri in his honor. Dean Yarwood holds a special place in our 
hearts, and he will be truly missed.  

—James Endersby, University of Missouri
—Lael Keiser, University of Missouri

—Birol Yesilada, Portland State University
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The American Political Science Association has several major programs aimed at enhancing 
diversity within the discipline and identifying and aiding students and faculty from under-
represented backgrounds in the political science field. These programs include:

Ralph Bunche Summer Institute (RBSI) (Undergraduate Juniors)
The RBSI Program is an annual five-week program designed to introduce to the world of doctoral study in 
political science to those undergraduate students from under-represented racial/ethnic groups or those 
interested in broadening participation in political science and pursuing scholarship on issues affecting 
underrepresented groups or issues of tribal sovereignty and governance. Application deadline: January of 
each year. For more information, visit www.apsanet.org/rbsi.

APSA Minority Fellows Program (MFP) (Undergraduate Seniors or MA and PhD students)
(Fall Cycle for seniors and MA Students, Spring Cycle for PhD students) MFP is a fellowship competition for 
those applying to graduate school, designed to increase the number of individuals from under-represented 
backgrounds with PhD’s in political science. Application deadline: October and March of each year. For 
more information, visit www.apsanet.org/mfp.  

Minority Student Recruitment Program (MSRP) (Undergraduates and Departmental members)
The MSRP was created to identify undergraduate students from under-represented backgrounds who are 
interested in, or show potential for, graduate study and, ultimately, to help further diversify the political science 
profession. For more information, visit www.apsanet.org/msrp. 

APSA Mentoring Program 
The Mentoring Program connects undergraduate, graduate students, and junior faculty to experienced and 
senior members of the profession for professional development mentoring. APSA membership is required for 
mentors. To request a mentor or be a mentor, visit www.apsanet.org/mentor. 

APSA Status Committees
APSA Status Committees develop and promote agendas and activities concerning the professional 
development and current status of under-represented communities within the political science discipline. 
For a listing of all APSA status committees, visit www.apsanet.org/status-committees. 

For more information on all Diversity and Inclusion Programs, visit us online at www.apsanet.org/
diversityprograms. Please contact Kimberly Mealy, PhD, Senior Director of Diversity and Inclusion 
Programs with any questions: kmealy@apsanet.org.

To contribute to an APSA Fund, such as the Ralph Bunche Endowment Fund or the Hanes Walton Jr. Fund, 
visit us at www.apsanet.org/donate. 
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