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Baldassarri & Bearman discuss paradoxes regarding polarization. The first paradox 
involves the simultaneous absence and presence polarization and the second addresses 
individuals experiencing attitude homogeneity in interpersonal networks while their 
networks are characterized by attitude heterogeneity. The authors discuss polarization as 
a perception as opposed to a reality, although note that this does not diminish its need to 
be studied. This observation is highly interesting in light of reports that polarization is 
increasing globally.  
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This article discusses how America's political parties are positioned on the political 
spectrum, noting how far right the Republican Party is even though it is a mainstream 
party. They note that the party falls significantly more to the right of most other 
mainstream parties, aligning more closely with fringe, alt-right parties of Europe. They 
place America’s centre of political gravity to the right of most modern democracies. 
Additionally, they note that the two-party system leaves less room for fringe parties, 
causing them to be absorbed into the larger parties. Chinoy uses many graphics to help 
illustrate this positioning of parties making this article highly readable and informative.  
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This article discusses polarization as an overstated phenomenon, instead focusing on the 
influence on society of individuals’ distaste for politics. Authors Klar, Krupnikov, and 
Ryan emphasize the personal nature of politics that has divided the population, yet see 
this divide decrease when they decrease the amount of time politics is discussed. They 
find that those who are the most polarized are also those who have the strongest 
connection to their party. This again emphasizes the role of parties, rather than 
individuals or ideology, when it comes to understanding polarization. The article also 
offers readers further insight into the idea that polarization is more a perception than a 
troubling reality. 
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In this podcast episode, Klein interviews New York Times columnist Jamelle Bouie, 
discussing many questions relating to polarization with a specific focus on the United 
States. Klein is highly knowledgeable on the topic of polarization, having released a book 
by the same title, “Why We’re Polarized”. This podcast offers listeners an entrypoint into 
the multifaceted world of polarization which they can further explore in Klein’s book.  
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This article studies polarization at the level of political parties rather than individuals or 
ideology. It highlights the way political party identification becomes a social identity, 
creating hostility between parties and increasing polarization. This study measures mass 
polarization based on positive partisanship and negative partisanship in both multi-party 
and two-party systems. The scholars work is particularly relevant to the study of 
polarization as it describes the impact of strong, unwavering party loyalty that seems to 
defy political self-interest and expectations. 
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McCoy, Rahman, and Somer examine the consequences of polarization for democracy as 
an institution. They discuss polarization as being relational in nature, creating an “us 
versus them” mentality. Eventually, these forces can cause democratic erosion. While this 
article is already on the POLI 328 Syllabus, it should remain so, as it clearly outlines 
important argument and emphasizes the danger of increasing polarization. 

PBS: Frontline. (2020). America's Great Divide: From Obama to Trump. 

The Frontline two-part documentary series explores the slow breakdown of Obama's 
promise of unity and the way Donald Trump manipulated pre-existing divisions in 
society, heightening polarization and pitting partisan groups against each other. This 
documentary provides an interesting exploration of the way polarization can be used as a 
tool to strengthen parties and mobilize support, as exemplified by Donald Trump in 2016 
and throughout his presidency. Director Michael Kirk creates an engaging documentary 
which provides an excellent illustration of how polarization operates in present-day 
democracy.  

Political Polarization, 1994-2017. (2017, October 20). Retrieved from https://www.people-  
 press.org/interactives/political-polarization-1994-2017/ 

The Pew Research Centre offers interactive graphs that illustrate the increasing 
polarization of America’s political parties. This visual approach allows viewers to observe 
the widening of the political divide in America throughout the 2000s. 


