
POLS 3600 Essay 1 Prompts 
 

Directions: Among the following essay prompts, choose one to which to respond. Recall that your essay 
must be no fewer than 1,500 words (including the title page, notes, tables/figures, and references. Your 
essays must be typed, written according to the Chicago Style Guide (I’m indifferent to parenthetical or note-
style citations), and turned in via email no later than 11:59:59 pm on September 22, 2021. For additional 
information about my expectations for this assignment, see the handout I posted on Blackboard. For the 
grading rubric I use, you can review the course syllabus.  
 

1. Examine the evolution of the U.S. Supreme Court’s exercise of judicial power since the ratification 
of the Constitution in 1789. What are the major eras/courts that help us to identify themes in the 
Supreme Court’s political jurisprudence? What issue areas and decisions are emblematic of these 
regimes? To make this a more tractable exercise, in order to make your case using the case-law 
(and that is the approach you should take), you may choose one issue area that is emblematic of the 
themes you identify. You may choose among: (1) The interstate commerce clause, (2) The necessary 
and proper clause, (3) Federalism, or (4) Substantive due process/preferred freedoms. 
 

2. Compare and contrast the legal and attitudinal models of judicial behavior. What are the major 
assumptions each model makes? Should we be critical of any of these assumptions? If so explain. 
Empirically, how much support does either model receive in the judicial politics literature? 
Examine this support or lack thereof. Is one model superior/inferior to another? How so? Are there 
contexts where one model is more or less relevant? Again, explain. If answering this prompt, you 
shouldn’t restrict yourself simply to an analysis of Segal and Spaeth’s (2002) work but should take 
in a broader literature that may not accept Segal and Spaeth’s (2002) arguments at face-value.  

 
3. Compare and contrast the attitudinal and strategic models of judicial behavior. What are the major 

assumptions each model makes? Should we be critical of any of these assumptions? If so explain. 
Empirically, how much support does either model receive in the judicial politics literature? 
Examine this support or lack thereof. Is one model superior/inferior to another? How so? Are there 
contexts where one model is more or less relevant? Again, explain. If answering this prompt, you 
shouldn’t restrict yourself simply to an analysis of Segal and Spaeth (2002) or Epstein and Knight’s 
(1998) work but should take in a broader literature that may not accept their arguments at face-
value. 


