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This note extends Melissa P. Collie’s “Universalism and the Parties in the U.S. House of
Representatives, 1921-8@merican Journal of Political Scien&2, 4 (November 1988):
865-883. Detecting a strongly negative correlation between the time series of universalism
and partisanship in roll call votes for the'6#hrough 98" U.S. Houses, Collie concluded

that consensus and partisanship are alternative, rival means of organizing legislative activity.
If robust, this finding ought not to be time- or chamber-specific: it should be in evidence over
the whole (partisan) histories of both House and Senate, session by session. Moreover, the
inverse relationship should persist under alternative operationalizations of both partisanship
and universalism. Using several measures of partisanship and universalism, mostly based
on roll call votes tabulated for sessions of Congress, we reassess this relationship for the
439 through 104 Congresses. Collie’s core finding persists for both chambers over the
longer time span provided that one uses her measures. But results are weaker when ses-
sions of Congress rather than Congresses are used as units of observation, and alternative
operationalizations of partisanship and universalism do not strongly replicate the original
finding.

All replications appear in full on the Political Analysis web site.
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