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In Memoriam

Aage Clausen

Aage Clausen, professor emeritus in the Department of Polit-
ical Science at Ohio State University, died in January 2011 
at the age of 78. He was an extraordinary person who made 

major contributions as a scholar and teacher and he was a remark-
able individual who was much beloved as a colleague and friend.

Clausen was born in the small town of Dannebrog, Nebraska, 
in 1932. The son of immigrant Danish farmers, he was fiercely 
proud of his Danish heritage and his Nebraskan roots. He was 
raised in a family that gave a high priority to education and learn-
ing. But he was the first member of the family to attend college 
when he went to Grand View Junior College in Des Moines and 
received his AA degree there in 1952. After service in the Army, he 
completed his undergraduate education at Macalester College in 
1957.

Entering the graduate program in political science at the Uni-
versity of Michigan in 1957, Clausen became an important partici-
pant in the pathbreaking research that was taking place at Michi-
gan. He served as Assistant Study Director of the Detroit Area 
Study for one year. He then served seven years as Assistant Study 
Director and Study Director for the Political Behavior Program at 
the Survey Research Center.

At the Survey Research Center, Clausen worked with Angus 
Campbell, Philip Converse, Donald Stokes, and Warren Miller 
on the research that was published in The American Voter and the 
series of publications that followed, research that fundamentally 
changed our understanding of voting behavior. He contributed 
much to that research. One of his contributions was invention of 
the “feeling thermometer,” which became a standard and very 
useful mechanism with which to gauge people’s attitudes toward 
political objects. With Converse and Miller, he coauthored the 
1965 article in the American Political Science Review that analyzed 
the 1964 presidential election. The article impressively combined 
the Michigan survey data from 1964 and the political context of 
that election to understand the landslide victory for President 
Johnson over Senator Goldwater.

Clausen’s work at Michigan led to his most cited article, his 
1968 Public Opinion Quarterly analysis of response error in vote 
turnout reports in the 1964 American National Election Study. 
He meticulously compared the turnout reports in the survey 
with those of Census Bureau estimates, and then made the first 
comparison of turnout reports with official records on the actual 
respondents. He showed that the overreport of the vote for the 
winner in surveys was largely due to a stimulation effect of the 
survey design, with the lengthy SRC/ANES pre-election survey 
piquing respondents’ interest in the campaign and leading many 
otherwise nonvoters to show up at the polls and vote for the can-
didate who was advantaged by short-term forces.

After completing his PhD at Michigan, Clausen taught at the 
University of Wisconsin from 1966 to 1971. He spent the 1968–69 
academic year as a visiting professor at Göteborg (Gothenburg) 
University in Sweden, where he participated in the pioneer 1969 
Swedish Riksdag Study. He then moved to Ohio State Univer-

sity, where he taught until his retirement in 1997. He continued to 
study voting behavior throughout his career, but legislative poli-
tics became the primary focus of his research. His forte was skill-
ful and creative analysis of roll-call voting to illuminate the forces 
that shape legislative behavior.

Clausen had performed much of the scaling analysis for the 
Miller and Stokes study of legislative representation, as used in 
their 1963 Review article. His 1964 doctoral dissertation provided 
the methodological basis of this work. Most notably, he demon-
strated that factor analysis could not recover a Guttman scale 
structure. He devised an alternative set of procedures for scaling 
of congressional roll calls to alleviate that problem. He combined 
with two of his close friends, Howard Allen and Jerome Clubb, to 
use these procedures in an early piece of quantitative study of his-
tory, analyzing voting on political reform and the rights of Afri-
can Americans in the Senate at the beginning of the twentieth 
century for an article in the Journal of Southern History.

Another important early contribution was his 1967 article in 
the American Political Science Review, “Measurement Identity in 
the Longitudinal Analysis of Legislative Voting,” which presented 
a sophisticated and creative means to analyze the voting of leg-
islators over time and to establish the identity of voting dimen-
sions across Congresses. He applied this approach in a 1970 
APSR article, “A Comparative Analysis of Senate-House Voting 
on Economic and Welfare Policies,” written in collaboration with 
Richard Cheney, a Wisconsin graduate student (and later US 
vice president). The article pointed to evidence for two different 
dimensions in congressional voting, and it identified differences 
in the sources of voting on the two dimensions. Along the way, 
the article offered an innovative analysis of sources of change in 
voting over time. The article was an impressive contribution to 
scholarship. 

This body of research culminated in Clausen’s 1973 book, How 
Congressmen Decide. An analysis of voting behavior across five 
fields of policy, the book underlined differences in patterns of vot-
ing behavior among fields. Delineating the activity of both hous-
es of Congress from the first Eisenhower Congress to Lyndon 
Johnson’s Great Society Congress, he wove his analysis around 
five policy dimensions: international involvement, government 
management (of the economy), social welfare, civil liberties, 
and agricultural assistance. It was a highly influential book that 
became a classic in the field, and his demonstration of differenc-
es among these different policy dimensions influenced research 
on such diverse areas as presidential speeches and mass voting 
behavior. His subsequent work with Carl Van Horn showed how 
new dimensions could develop in these policy fields, particularly 
a national security commitment reorientation dimension at the 
time of the Vietnam War. His book and articles helped to initiate 
what has become a long-standing debate about the dimensional-
ity of congressional voting. He participated in this debate with 
contributions such as his 1991 article with Clyde Wilcox in Leg-
islative Studies Quarterly, “The Dimensionality of Roll Call Vot-
ing Reconsidered” in which they argue for a multiple correlated 
dimension view of roll call voting rather than the unidimensional 
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perspective that has come to dominate in recent years. 
Clausen’s work extended to other topics in legislative behav-

ior. In two articles he analyzed legislators’ ability to perceive the 
views of their constituents. In another article he analyzed the 
ideological placement of congressional leaders. He took creative 
and effective approaches to these topics.

With all his success as a publishing scholar, Clausen derived 
the most satisfaction in research from puzzling through issues 
that he found intellectually and substantively interesting. That 
quality was reflected in the care that he brought to his work. It 
also was one of the qualities that made him such a good col-
league, one who improved the work of other scholars with his 
insightful and constructive suggestions.

Clausen was one of the generation of leading scholars who 
helped to strengthen the political science department at Ohio 
State and bring it national recognition. Beyond his own work, he 
contributed to that development as Director of the department’s 
Polimetrics Laboratory from 1984 to 1993. Under his direction the 
lab gave invaluable training to several cohorts of graduate stu-
dents while providing crucial help to other graduate students and 
faculty in carrying out their research. The lab had what may have 
been the last working counter-sorter for computer punch cards in 
the country, reflecting Clausen’s belief that a lot could be learned 
from watching the data sort themselves physically. It was under 
his leadership that the lab conducted The Ohio Political Survey 
(TOPS) in midterm election years, and he was responsible for 
moving these surveys to computer-assisted telephone interview-
ing. The TOPS studies provided the basis for a substantial body 
of research by OSU faculty and graduate students.

Clausen provided major service to the broader academic com-
munity as well. He was on the editorial boards of the Journal of 
Politics and Legislative Studies Quarterly, and he served two sepa-
rate terms on the board of the Midwest Journal of Political Science
(which had become the American Journal of Political Science by the 
time of his second term). He sat on the council of the Midwest 
Political Science Association from 1986 to 1989. He served on the 
Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social Research 
Council from 1977 to 1981 and chaired it in 1980–81. Perhaps his 
most important professional contribution was his leadership in 
development of the Social Science History Association, which he 
helped to make an important interdisciplinary organization and 
a catalyst for major scholarship. He was a member of the edito-
rial board for Social Science History from 1975 to 1986, and he was 
president of the Association in 1986.

Throughout his career, Clausen was a committed and talented 
teacher. He taught courses that ranged from large sections of 
the introduction to American politics to seminars for PhD stu-
dents, and he brought the same dedication to all of them. He was 
especially renowned as a teacher of statistics for graduate stu-
dents, first at Wisconsin and then in the two-course introductory 
sequence at Ohio State. He had a rare ability to bring students 
through the steps needed to understand the body of knowledge 
on statistics, and his gentle style helped to reassure students for 
whom statistics was a scary matter. At the end of the first day in 
one class, when he sensed that students were fearful about the 
major assignment for the course, he said simply, “Don’t worry; 
things will work out fine.”  His statistics courses attracted not 
only political science students but graduate students in other 
departments who had heard of his skills as a teacher.

After his retirement, he brought his teaching to another 

venue, giving the largest part of his time to daily service as a vol-
unteer tutor in mathematics in a Columbus middle school. Work-
ing with students from disadvantaged backgrounds, he bridged 
the 60-year gap in age with a dedication that the students recog-
nized and responded to. That he gave so much energy to this task 
was one of the clearest signs of his devotion to service.

Clausen’s final research project displayed his ongoing passion 
about the fundamental inequalities he saw in the costs of war: 
those paid by the poorest Americans from rural areas of the coun-
try who gave up their lives in fighting what he saw as fruitless, 
unnecessary, and unwinnable wars. He had noticed that newspa-
per accounts seemed to mention small towns disproportionately 
when giving the hometowns of American killed in the War in 
Iraq. He enlisted Dustin Koenig, one of the brightest undergradu-
ates at Ohio State, in tracking down the hometowns of American 
service people who died in that war. Their unpublished paper is a 
notable demonstration of a consequence of the change to a volun-
teer army, with the heavily urban background of Americans killed 
in the Vietnam War displaced by the heavily rural background 
of those who lost their lives in the service of their country in US 
involvement in Iraq.

He was sensitive to the difficulties of scholars who faced 
obstacles in the path to academic success. His concern for women 
in the profession was reflected in his membership on the Mid-
west Political Science Association Committee on the Status of 
Women from 1972 to 1975. On a very different level, he sought to 
address the problems of quantitatively oriented scholars at liberal 
arts schools in a pre-Internet era in which those scholars might 
lack easy access to colleagues who shared their interests and 
expertise. In 1992 he secured a large grant from the National Sci-
ence Foundation to sponsor a summer workshop in which those 
scholars could interact with Ohio State faculty and each other to 
advance their research agendas. The workshop was a great suc-
cess in achieving its purposes.

In the same spirit, Clausen sought to make education acces-
sible to students who, like himself, had not taken the standard 
route from high school to college. He did so by helping to fund 
the Lifelong Learning Scholarship program at his first college, 
which had become Grand View University. The scholarship is 
designated for “non-traditional students” who are returning to 
the education system after some years away from it or who are 
married or have children. 

In his interactions with students, colleagues, and friends, 
Clausen exhibited a quality that could best be described as fun-
damental decency. Modest and unassuming, he treated everyone 
with courtesy and kindness, and that was especially true of those 
who were in insecure positions—graduate students and junior fac-
ulty. In department meetings he spoke seldom, but what he said 
had an impact on other faculty because of his common sense and 
his regard for the concerns of others. 

Outside the academic world, Clausen had a wide array of 
interests, among them golfing, spectator sports, and theater. He 
brought both an amiable spirit and an analytic eye to all his pur-
suits. He was a devoted fan of the Ohio State women’s basketball 
team, but at games he sat calmly and charted trends in the score 
even while those around him exulted or despaired.

Clausen was married to Geraldine Clausen, a psychologist 
whom he met at Michigan. It was characteristic of him that he 
married a strong woman. She shared his admirable qualities, and 
the two of them complemented each other well. As her health 
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failed in the last years before her death in 2004, he devoted his life 
to her care and comfort, subordinating everything else to making 
her life as good as it could be. He is survived by their son Jon.

Aage Clausen was an accomplished political scientist. More 
important, he was a good and kind man who made the lives of 
people around him better. He is missed a great deal by the people 
who knew and loved him.■

Lawrence Baum, Ohio State University
Herbert Weisberg, Ohio State University

Elliot Slotnick, Ohio State University

George  Rabinowitz

The political science discipline lost one of its sharpest intel-
lects and many of us lost a cherished dear friend when George 
Rabinowitz passed away, on March 18, 2011. George’s death 

was entirely unexpected. He suffered a sudden cardiac arrest in 
Trondheim, Norway, where he was on leave from the University of 
North Carolina, Chapel Hill with a research fellowship. 

George Burt Rabinowitz was born on April 27, 1943 in New 
York City. He was the second son for his parents, Dr. Samuel J. 
Rabinowitz and Mrs. Rose Rabinowitz. George spent his child-
hood in the Bronx and he received his undergraduate education 
at Hobart College in upstate New York. After considering a career 
in medicine, George went on to graduate school at the University 
of Michigan. There, he earned an MA in Mathematics in 1971 and 
a PhD in Political Science in 1973. 

Michigan was a particularly exciting place for political sci-
entists in the late 1960s and George took full advantage of this 
stimulating environment. He worked with such giants as Philip 
Converse (who Chaired George’s dissertation committee), Clyde 
Coombs, and Donald Stokes. George was a very prominent mem-
ber of the large, interdisciplinary community of graduate stu-
dents who were affiliated with the Institute for Social Research 
during this period, many of whom have gone on to become highly 
visible and influential social scientists on their own. One fel-
low student, in particular, played an especially important role in 
George’s life: Stuart Elaine Macdonald was also enrolled in the 
political science PhD program at Michigan; she and George were 
married in 1970. They maintained not only a loving personal rela-
tionship but also a highly successful professional collaboration 
throughout all of the ensuing years. 

George spent his academic career in the Department of 
Political Science at the University of North Carolina. He arrived 
in Chapel Hill as an instructor in 1971 and advanced steadily 
through the ranks from assistant professor (1973–1978), through 
associate professor (1978–1986), to full Professor (1986–2002). 
In 2002, he was named Burton Craige Distinguished Professor, 
a title he held until his passing. In addition to his positions at 
UNC, George was also an influential instructor during the early 
years of the Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social 
Research (ICPSR) Summer Program in Quantitative Methods 
of Social Research where he developed a unique methodological 
workshop on “Dimensional Analysis.”

George’s broad scholarly interests touched on all things politi-
cal. He produced work in a variety of different subfields, including 

international relations and political socialization. But his main 
concentrations were quantitative methodology, political behavior 
and electoral systems. While much of his research, particularly 
the early efforts, focused on American politics, George eventu-
ally developed a strong reputation as a comparativist who made 
important contributions to scholarly understandings of party sys-
tems in western democracies. 

Throughout all of his work, George insisted on imposing the 
highest possible standards in establishing theoretical founda-
tions, carrying out empirical analyses, and developing substan-
tive interpretations. Typically, his research projects would begin 
with some interesting observation about the political world. The 
next step would be to develop a formal representation of the 
subject matter. And, this would be followed by extensive empiri-
cal testing. The end result invariably would be new insights that 
shed important light on the problem that generated the project 
in the first place and suggested useful avenues for further work. 
George’s entire career embodied the relentless pursuit of power-
ful theory— even though following this course of action some-
times produced results that raised questions about his own earlier 
findings. As a direct result of this strict adherence to a regimen of 
scientific rigor, George’s overall set of publications comprises a 
record of scholarship that resounds with impeccable quality.

Turning to specific lines of research, some of George’s earli-
est scholarly work focused on scaling methods in general, and 
multidimensional scaling (MDS) in particular, as a strategy for 
estimating spatial models of electoral competition. This meth-
odology uses information about the “proximities” among a set of 
objects (e.g., the similarities between a set of presidential candi-
dates) to produce a spatial map in which those objects are shown 
as points within a dimensional space. Objects that are substan-
tively proximal to each other are represented by points that lie 
close to each other within the space; objects that are less proximal 
(or more dissimilar) are shown as points that are farther apart 
within the space. The general idea is that the resultant configu-
ration of points provides useful evidence about the substantive 
characteristics that differentiate the objects. 

George always emphasized the importance of MDS and relat-
ed methods as strategies for testing theory, rather than mere tools 
for exploring multivariate data. In fact, one of his most important 
contributions was to create a theoretically-consistent dissimilar-
ity measure that could be used to create the proximities data that 
would serve as input to an MDS analysis. His “line-of-sight,” or 
LOS,  measure provides a very useful tool for converting rating 
scale responses into a matrix of perceptual dissimilarities. The 
LOS methodology has several demonstrable advantages over the 
more commonly used ad hoc strategies for assessing interobject 
dissimilarity (e.g., correlation coefficients, profile distances, etc.). 
And, the theoretical basis of LOS allows for the placement of the 
individuals who generated the original rating scales within the 
space that contains the MDS configuration of stimulus points. 
Thus, an LOS-based approach facilitates the estimation of the 
external unfolding model, a geometric construction that has 
general utility for representing preference data. George’s work 
on MDS is widely recognized, and it continues to be cited in the 
research literature across a variety of different academic disci-
plines.

In a second line of work, George examined the effect of per-
sonal issue salience as a moderating factor in models of candi-
date evaluation and issue voting. Among mass political behavior 
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