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Estudos contemporâneos sobre comportamento político: contexto, viés 
e polarização 

 
Introdução 
 
O curso aborda estudos recentes na área do comportamento político. A primeira parte é 
dedicada à nova onda de estudos sobre o impacto dos contextos e eventos históricos, sociais 
e econômicos sobre as atitudes políticas. A segunda parte contempla os debates sobre vieses 
de natureza cognitiva e atitudinal e a polarização política. A disciplina conta, ainda, com 
discussões e exposições sobre as inovações metodológicas contidas nesses estudos. 
 
 
Aula 1 - Apresentação 
 
 
Parte I - Contexto e Comportamento Político 
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Moore, B. (1993). Social origins of dictatorship and democracy: Lord and peasant in the 
making of the modern world (Vol. 268). Beacon Press. 
 
Lipset e Rokkan.  Party systems and voter alignments? 
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Aula 3 - O contexto nos estudos sobre comportamento político no Brasil 
 
Baker, A., Ames, B., & Rennó, L. (2020). Persuasive Peers: Social Communication and 
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401-430, set.-dez. 2020. 
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Fuks, Mario. (2014). Explicando os efeitos de programas de socialização política: a 
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Lamounier, Bolivar. Comportamento eleitoral em São Paulo: passado e presente. In: Os 
partidos e as eleições no Brasil. Rio de Janeiro: Paz e Terra, 1975: 15-44.  
 
Samuels, D., Zucco, C. (2015). Crafting mass partisanship at the grass roots. British Journal 
of Political Science. 
 
 
Aula 4 - Contexto como legado histórico I 
 
Nunn, N., Wantchekon, L. (2011). The slave trade and the origins of mistrust in Africa. 
American Economic Review, 101(7), 3221-52. 

Acharya, A., Blackwell, M., Sen, M. (2016). The political legacy of American sla- very. The 
Journal of Politics, 78(3), 621-641. 
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Voigtlander, N.,  Voth, H. J. (2012). Persecution perpetuated: the medieval origins of anti-
Semitic violence in Nazi Germany. The Quarterly Journal of Economics, 127(3), 1339-
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Rozenas, A., Zhukov, Y. (2019). Mass Repression and Political Loyalty: Evidence from 
Stalin’s’ Terror by Hunger’. American Political Science Review (forthcoming). 

 
Aula 5 - Contexto como legado histórico II 
 
Grosjean, P.,  Khattar, R. (2019). It’s raining men! Hallelujah? The long-run con- 
sequences of male-biased sex ratios. The Review of Economic Studies, 86(2), 723-754. 
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Aula 6 - Contexto como experiência local I 

Gelman, A., Shor, B., Bafumi, J., Park, D. (2005). Rich state, poor state, red state, blue 
state: What’s the matter with Connecticut?. Poor State, Red State, Blue State: What’s the 
Matter with Connecticut. 
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Cambridge University Press, 2019. 

 
Aula 7 - Contexto como experiência local II 
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Newman, B. J., Johnston, C. D., Lown, P. L. (2015). False consciousness or class 
awareness? Local income inequality, personal economic position, and belief in Ame- rican 
meritocracy. American Journal of Political Science, 59(2), 326-340. 
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Pavlic, R. D. (2021). The Nearness of Youth: Spatial and Temporal Effects of Pro- tests 
on Political Attitudes in Chile. Latin American Politics and Society, 1-23. 

DJUPE, Paul A.; GILBERT, Christopher P. The political influence of churches. Cambridge 
University Press 

 
 
Aula 8 - Discussão de Projetos 
 
 
Parte II - Atitudes, cognição e polarização 
 
Aula 9 – Viés cognitivo 
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Kuklinski, J. H., Quirk, P. J., Jerit, J., Schwieder, D., & Rich, R. F. (2000). Misinformation 
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Flynn, D. J., Brendan Nyhan, and Jason Reifler. "The nature and origins of misperceptions: 
Understanding false and unsupported beliefs about politics." Political Psychology 38 (2017): 127-150. 
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environment." The Journal of Politics 74.3 (2012): 672-684. 
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Aula 10 - Viés atitudinal 
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Political Science, 60(4), 824-844. 
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Politics 79.2 (2017): 485-501. 
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Kahan, D. M. (2015). The politically motivated reasoning paradigm. Emerging Trends in 
Social & Behavioral Sciences, Forthcoming. 
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Aula 11 - Polarização I 
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Aula 12 - Polarização II 
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