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Introduction

This memo is a summary of the second connection that we will examine in the book, from objective and subjective economic security to policy preferences.  All of the papers include an analysis of this link.  I will give a brief summary of the data used in each paper, along with other analyses that have been done.  I will then go over the dependent and independent variables used in each paper.  Following the description of the variables, I will give a summary of the tables in each paper, which can be found at the end of the document.  Finally, I note what needs to be revised from our existing work, and what we might want to do that we have not yet done.  Please send feedback, especially in terms of what we need to do to revise what we have and what we should include that we have not already done.

Papers/Data

1. Racing the Titanic, Aldrich et al, 1999 APSA.

a. U.S. NES 1986-1996- cross sections for each year analyzed

2. Job Insecurity and Globalization, Aldrich et al, 1999 APSA.

a. Eurobarometer for 1979, 1983, 1984 and 1993

b. Countries included- France, Germany, Italy Belgium, Netherlands, Luxembourg, Denmark, Ireland, Greece, Portugal and Spain

3. Markets, States and Risk, Kramer, Stephenson, and Lange, 2000 Midwest.

a. World Values, pooled 1990-1993 and 1995-1997

b. Countries included- France, UK, Germany, Netherlands, Belgium, Spain, U.S., Canada, Japan, Australia, Norway, Sweden, Finland, Switzerland, Portugal and Austria

4. Opposing Forces, Kramer and Stephenson, 2001 Midwest.

a. ISPP Role of Government 1996 Survey

b. Australia, Austria, Canada, France, Germany, Great Britain, Italy, Japan, New Zealand, Norway, Sweden, and the U.S.

5. Policy, Preferences and the Economy, Merolla and Stephenson, 2001 Midwest.

a. U.S. NES- 197- 1998- pooled

6. Reacting to Free Trade/Behind the Eight Ball Aldrich, Merolla, Stephenson, and Zechmeister, 2001 ISPP, SPSA 2001

a. Student experiment data from ITAM, Duke and Western Ontario in 2000

7. Pocketbooks, Parties and Policy, Kramer, 2001 APSA.

a. British General Election Panel Study 1992-1997- cross sections

8. Globalization, Globalizacion, Globalisation, Merolla, Stephenson, Wilson, Zechmeister, 2001 APSA.

a. 1995 World Values Survey Data for the United States and Mexico

b. 1997 Canadian National Election Study

9. Supplement to the 3 G’s- U.S. NES data 1992, 1996, and 2000.  State Level Data for 1992, 1996, and 2000.

Dependent Variables

1. Racing the Titanic- U.S. NES

a. Jobs/Standard of Living-“Some people feel the government in Washington should see to it that every person has a job and a good standard of living.  Others think the government should just let each person get ahead on their own.  Where would you place yourself on this scale, or haven’t you thought much about it?

b. Services and Spending- “Some people think the government should provide fewer services, even in areas such as health and education in order to reduce spending.  Other people feel it is important for the government to provide many more services even if it means an increase in spending.  Where would you place yourself on this scale, or haven’t you thought much about it?

c. Trade- “Some people have suggested placing new limits on foreign imports in order to protect American jobs.  Others say that such limits would raise consumer prices and hurt American exports.  Do you favor or oppose placing new limits on imports, or haven’t you thought much about this?

2. Job Insecurity and Globalization- Eurobarometer

a. Inequality of Income “Could you tell me whether you agree or disagree with the following proposal?  Do you agree or disagree that greater effort should be made to reduce inequality of income?

b. Role of Government in Economy- “Do you agree or disagree that government should play a greater role in the management of the economy?

3. Markets, States and Risk- World Values

a. Role of Government in Business- factor constructed from several survey questions about government involvement in business and the amount of privatization.

4. Opposing Forces- 1996 Role of Government

a. Unemployment Assistance- Whether the respondent would like to see more or less government spending for unemployment benefits.

b. Declining Industries- Whether the respondent thinks the government should support declining industries to protect jobs.

5. Policy, Preferences and the Economy- U.S. Time Series

a. Same Jobs and Services/Spending Variable as Titanic

6. Reacting to Free Trade- Student Experiments

a. Same Jobs and Services/Spending Variable as NES

b. Free Trade- “Some people think government should restrict trade between the US/Canada/Mexico and other nations.  Other people feel that it is important to increase trade, without imposing any restrictions, between the US/Canada/Mexico and other nations.  Where a one indicates that government should restrict trade, and a seven indicates that government should increase trade, where would you place yourself?"

7. Pocketbooks, Parties, and Policy- British Panel Study

a. Jobs/Inflation- Asks individuals to make tradeoffs between creating jobs and keeping inflation low- 11point scale.

b. Taxes/Spending- Asks individuals whether they prefer to increase taxes and spending or to cut taxes and spending- 11 point scale

c. Nationalizing/Privatizing Industry- 11 point scale

d. Equal Incomes- Whether government should spend more to equalize incomes- 11 point- Similar to question in Job Insecurity and Europe paper

e. Private Enterprise- whether the respondent agrees or disagrees that private enterprise is the best way to solve the UK’s economic problems- 5 point scale.

f. Jobs- Whether government is responsible for providing jobs for all- 5 point- similar to NES question.

8. Globalization, Globalizacion, Globalizasion

a. Confidence in Nafta- How confident the individual is in Nafta- only for U.S. and Mexico

b. Whether free trade with the U.S. has been good for the Canadian economy- only for Canada

9. Supplement to the three G’s

a. Jobs from NES

b. Services/Spending from NES

c. Trade/Imports question from NES

Independent Variables


As with the previous summary, I provide a table of independent variables used in the papers.  In the interest of space, the paper names are numbered as above, with a 1 being the Titanic paper and 9 being the supplement.  If you see an S, that indicates that the variable was used in some of the models.  If you a NA, that indicates that the variable is not applicable to the analysis.


I have collapsed the variables into different categories: objective economic variables, subjective economic variables, predispositions, context variables, interactions, and controls.  The variables in bold are found in almost all of the papers, and the variables in italics are found in some of the papers.  The Table starts on the next page:

Variables
1
2
3
4
5
7
8
9

Objective Economic Variables









Unemployment
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y

Pensioner
N
N
N
N
N
Y
N
N

Age 
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
Y

Income
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y

Union Membership
Y
S
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y

Government Employee
Y
N
N
N
N
Y
N
Y

Home Ownership
Y
N
N
N
Y
Y
N
Y

Education
N
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y

Married
N
N
Y
N
N
N
N
N

Full Time Worker
N
S
N
N
N
N
N
N

Niche Worker
N
N
N
S(1)
N
N
N
N

General Worker
N
N
N
S(1)
N
N
N
N

Occupation Dummies
N
N
N
S(3)
Y
Y
N
Y

Manufacturing Employee/Manual Worker, Household Manual
N
Y
N
S(3)
Y
N
Y
Y

Rate of Job Loss/Sectoral Unemployment
Y
Y
N
S(2)
N
N
N
N

National Unemployment Rate
N
N
Y
Y
N
N
N
N

Growth Rate of GDP
N
N
Y
Y
N
N
N
N

Subjective Economic









Job Insecurity/Worry
Y
S
N
N
N
N
Y
Y

Personal Retrospective/Financial Satisfaction
Y
N
Y
N
Y
Y
Y
Y

Personal Prospective
Y
S
N
N
Y
Y
N
Y

National Retrospective
Y
N
N
N
Y
Y
N
Y

National Prospective
Y
S
N
N
Y
Y
N
Y

Predispositions









Partisan Identification
Y
NA
NA
N
Y
Y
N
Y

Ideology
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
N
Y

Political Knowledge
N
N
N
N
Y
Y
N
N

Role of Government
N
N
N
Y
N
N
Y
N

Efficacy
N
N
N
Y
N
N
N
N

Respect for Authority/Environmental Concerns/Immigration/Nationalism
N
N
N
N
N
N
Y
N

Feelings Unions/Business
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
Y

Context









LME
NA
N
Y
Y
NA
NA
N
N

Social Assistance
NA
N
Y
Y
NA
NA
N
N

Interactions









LME*unemployment
NA
N
Y
N
NA
NA
N
N

LME*personal financial satisfaction
NA
N
Y
N
NA
NA
N
N

Knowledge*Unemp
N
N
N
N
Y
S(2)
N
N

Knowledge*Income
N
N
N
N
N
S(2)
N
N

Knowledge*Subjective Variables
N
N
N
N
Y
N
N
N

Party Dummy*Unemp
N
N
N
N
Y
S(2)
N
N

Party Dummy*Income
N
N
N
N
N
S(2)
N
N

Party*Subjective Variables
N
N
N
N
Y
N
N
N

Controls









Race
Y
NA
NA
N
Y
NA
N
Y

Gender
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
Y

Town Size
N
N
Y
N
N
N
N
N

Reacting to Free Trade

1. Policy= Negative Treatment + Positive Treatment + Both Treatments + Ideology + Ideology*Negative + Ideology*Positive + Personal Prospective + National Prospective

Summary of Tables

1. Table 1. Determinants of Preferences over Government Services and Spending, Racing the Titanic, NES US 1986-1996

2. Table 2. Determinants of Preferences over Guaranteed Jobs and Standard of Living, Racing the Titanic, NES US 1986-1996

3. Table 3. Preferences over Trade Policy, Import Limits, Racing the Titanic, NES US 1986-1996

4. Table 4. Support for Reductions in Income Inequality, Job Insecurity and Europe, Eurobarometer 1979, 1983, 1984 and 1993

5. Table 5. Support for Government Economic Management, Job Insecurity ad Europe, Eurobarometer, 1979, 1983 and 1984

6. Table 6. Regression Results for Preferences over Government Involvement in Business, Markets, States and Risk, World Values, 1990-1993 and 1995-1997

7. Table 7. Effect of Social Context on Preferences over Government Involvement in Business, Markets, States and Risk, World Values, 1990-1993 and 1995-1997 

8. Table 8. Preference for More Unemployment Benefits, Opposing Forces, ISPP 1996

9. Table 9. Standardized Beta Coefficients for Preferences for More Unemployment Benefits, Opposing Forces, ISPP 1996

10. Table 10. Preferences for Government Support for Declining Industries, Opposing Forces, ISPP 1996

11. Table 11, Standardized Beta Coefficients for Government Support for Declining Industries, Opposing Forces, ISPP 1996

12. Table 12. Model 1 Guaranteed Jobs and Standard of Living, Policy, Preferences and the Economy, US NES 1972-1998

13. Table 13. Model 1 Services and Spending DV, Policy, Preferences and the Economy, US NES 1982-1998

14. Table 14. Model 2 Jobs and Services and Spending DV, Policy, Preferences and the Economy, US NES 1972-1998 for Jobs and 1982-1998 for Services

15. Table 15. Model 1 Guaranteed Jobs and Standard of Living by Occupation Group, Policy, Preferences and the Economy, US NES 1972-1998

16. Table 16. Model 1 Services and Spending by Occupation Group, Policy, Preferences and the Economy, US NES 1982-1998

17. Table 17. Model 2 Jobs by Occupation Group, Policy, Preferences and the Economy, US NES 1972-1998

18. Table 18. Preferences over Government Trade Policy, Government Provision of Services and Guaranteed Jobs and Standard of Living, Reacting to Free Trade/ Behind the Eight Ball, Student Experiment Data

19. Table 19. Effect of Ideology on Preferences over the Guaranteed Jobs and Government Provision of Services, Reacting to Free Trade, Student Experiment Data

20. Table 20. Differences in Preferences over Government Trade Policy and Services and Spending Across Countries, Reacting to Free Trade, Student Experiment Data

21. Table 21. Differences in Preferences over the Role of Government in Providing Jobs and Standard of Living Across Countries, Reacting to Free Trade, Student Experiment Data

22. Table 22. Does receiving both treatments cause ambivalence? Reacting to Free Trade, Student Experiment Data

23. Table 23. OLS Regression of Role of Government by Pooled Sample and Levels of Political Sophistication, Behind the Eight Ball, Student Experiment Data

24. Table 24. OLS Regression of Government Provision of Services by Pooled Sample and Levels of Political Sophistication, Behind the Eight Ball Student Experiment Data

25. Table 25. OLS Regression on Trade Preferences by Pooled Sample and Levels of Political Sophistication, Behind the Eight Ball, Student Experiment Data

26. Table 26. Determinants of Preferences over Prioritizing Jobs vs. Keeping Inflation Low, Pocketbooks, Parties and Policy, British panel data, 1992-1997

27. Table 27. Determinants of Preferences over Increasing Taxes and Spending or Cutting Taxes and Spending, Pocketbooks, Parties and Policy, British panel data, 1992-1997

28. Table 28. Determinants of Preferences over Nationalizing or Privatizing Industry, Pocketbooks, Parties and Policy, British Panel Data 1992-1997

29. Table 29. Determinants of Preferences Regarding Government Efforts to Equalize Income, Pocketbooks, Parties and Policy, British Panel Data, 1992-1997

30. Table 30. Determinants of Preferences over Private Enterprise as the Best Solution to Macroeconomic problems, Pocketbooks, Parties and Policy, British Panel Data 1992-1997

31. Table 31. Determinants of Preferences over Government Responsibility for Providing Jobs for All, Pocketbooks, Parties and Policy, British Panel Data 1992-1997

32. Table 32. Feelings Towards NAFTA, Three G’s, 1995 World Values for Mexico and U.S., 1997 CNES for Canada

33. Table 33. Substantive Effects of Feelings Towards NAFTA, Three G’s, 1995 World Values for Mexico and U.S., 1997 CNES for Canada

34. Table 34. Regression on Guaranteed Jobs and Standard of Living, US NES 1992, 1996, 2000

35. Table 35. Regression on Services and Spending, US NES 1992, 1996, 2000

36. Table 36. Regression on Imports Question, US NES 1992, 1996, 2000

37. Table 37. Regression on Imports Question by Aggregate State Level Data, US NES and State Level Data, 1992, 1996 and 2000

Suggestions to Improve Existing Analyses

1. We often run regressions on the same variable separately for different years.  Is there a theoretical reason why we do not pool the data from different years for the same surveys?  We should be able to do this with the Eurobarometer data and the British General Election Panel Data.  This would make the tables much cleaner and lend more support to a general model.  One reason not to do this is if we think that the variables should operate differently in different years.

2. While we did the pooled analysis of the US NES data, we are missing a few variables that were in the Titanic paper, namely the job loss rate, job security, and government employee variables.  Also, we should look at when the imports question began to appear and do the pooled analyses of this variable as well.

3. Independent Variables- there is much variation in which variables are used, especially among the objective economic variables.

a. We should try to include the same variables across the different analyses.  There are some cases in which a variable is included in only one analysis.  We need to decide which variables need to be added to some regressions or taken away from others.  For example, the married, pensioner, and full time worker variables only appear in one paper.  

b. Some papers incorporate aggregate economic data- should we do this for all of the analyses?

c. Should we do an analysis of different levels of sophistication similar to the one in the Eight Ball paper for some of the analyses?

d. Can we include the LME dummy and social assistance variables in the regressions on the Eurobarometer data?

e. The more recent papers start to incorporate non-economic factors that influence the policy variables- should we try to incorporate some of these in the earlier analyses?  These variables seem important because they point out what the economists might be missing.

4. Modeling- If we say that the individual first translates their objective situation to their subjective and then to policy preferences, should we try a two-stage model?

Further Analysis

1. The only data we use that cover time periods before the 90’s are the Eurobarometer and NES.  Are there other data sets we might want to incorporate that go back to the 70’s or 80’s?

2. One thing that is not in many of the papers is response rates to the policy variables by objective economic conditions.  We should include some descriptive statistics to see the degree to which those objectively at risk answer the policy preference questions.

3. Another possibility is to see what policy would look like if response rates were higher.  We might be able to do this using the Amelia program.

4. Are there other countries for which we have consecutive surveys that we might want to analyze? The CNES?

Table 1. Determinants of Preferences over Government Services and Spending

Paper: Racing the Titanic

Data:
US NES 1986-1996


1986
1988
1990
1992
1994
1996

Unemployment1
0.12
0.31
-0.11
0.07
0.32
-0.05


(0.25)
(0.22)
(0.19)
(0.16)
(0.22)
(0.20)

Job loss rate2
0.04*
0.02
0.02
0.00
-0.01
0.01


(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.01)

Age
-0.01*
-0.01*
-0.01*
-0.01*
-0.01*
0.00


(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)

Union
0.10
0.21*
0.07
0.00
0.15
0.13


(0.14)
(0.11)
(0.12)
(0.10)
(0.12)
(0.10)

Race
0.49*
0.15
0.66*
0.40*
0.16
0.47*


(0.16)
(0.13)
(0.13)
(0.11)
(0.13)
(0.12)

Income
-0.02
-0.03*
-0.03*
-0.03*
-0.02*
-0.04*


(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)

Homeowner
-0.36*
-0.35*
-0.13
-0.15*
-0.04
-0.22*


(0.14)
(0.10)
(0.10)
(0.09)
(0.11)
(0.09)

Government 
0.44*
0.20
0.18
-0.06
0.19
0.41*

Employee
(0.15)
(0.13)
(0.14)
(0.28)
(0.12)
(0.10)

Job Security
0.00
0.14
0.11
-0.07
0.13
0.02


(0.15)
(0.11)
(0.11)
(0.09)
(0.11)
(0.09)

Prospective 
0.12
0.00
-0.03
0.00
0.03
-0.04

Personal Assessment3
(0.09)
(0.08)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.08)
(0.07)

Prospective 
-0.12
0.04
-0.03
0.04
-0.14*
-0.13*

National Assessment
(0.09)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.06)
(0.07)
(0.07)

Retrospective 
0.07
0.14*
0.06
0.13*
0.00
-0.04

Personal Assessment
(0.08)
(0.06)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.06)
(0.05)

Retrospective 
0.05
0.10
0.09
0.29*
0.06
-0.02

National Assessment
(0.08)
(0.07)
(0.09)
(0.07)
(0.06)
(0.06)

Party 
-0.18*
-0.17*
-0.16*
-0.21*
-0.23*
-0.21*

Identification
(0.03)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.02)

Liberal
0.41
0.23*
0.45*
0.03
1.01*
0.16


(0.30)
(0.14)
(0.20)
(0.14)
(0.34)
(0.11)

Conservative
0.32
0.17
0.07
0.13
-0.11
-0.23*


(0.22)
(0.11)
(0.15)
(0.12)
(0.12)
(0.10)

Constant
5.04*
4.77*
5.09*
4.56*
5.28*
5.56*


(0.41)
(0.34)
(0.40)
(0.32)
(0.37)
(0.34)

R-squared
0.18
0.17
0.14
0.19
0.16
0.28

Adj R-squared
0.16
0.16
0.13
0.18
0.15
0.27

N
703
1144
1225
1339
1186
1212

Note:  Numbers in cells are OLS regression coefficients.  Standard errors are in parentheses.  * p ( 0.10; two-tailed.  Data are NES survey data; job loss rate from Farber (1996, 1997).

1 Includes temporarily laid off  2 By gender and educational cohort  3 Prospective personal assessment was asked of only half the sample in 1986 and therefore our sample is cut in half for this year.

Table 2. Determinants of Preferences over Guaranteed Jobs and Standard of Living

Paper: Racing the Titanic

Data:
US NES 1986-1996

1986
1988
1990
1992
1994
1996

Unemployment1
0.12
0.22
-0.04
0.01
0.34
0.13


(0.27)
(0.23)
(0.21)
(0.19)
(0.23)
(0.24)

Job loss rate2
-0.05*
-0.01
-0.04*
-0.01
-0.02
-0.01


(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.02)

Age
-0.01
0.00
-0.01*
-0.02*
-0.02*
-0.01*


(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)

Union
0.17
0.32*
0.35*
0.06
0.17
0.22


(0.16)
(0.13)
(0.13)
(0.11)
(0.13)
(0.12)

Race
0.95*
0.68*
0.58*
0.47*
0.60*
0.49*


(0.19)
(0.14)
(0.14)
(0.13)
(0.13)
(0.13)

Income
-0.03*
-0.04*
-0.05*
-0.03*
-0.03*
-0.04*


(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)

Homeowner
-0.05
-0.22*
-0.27*
-0.17*
-0.04
-0.15


(0.15)
(0.11)
(0.11)
(0.10)
(0.11)
(0.11)

Government 
-0.04
0.11
-0.07
0.33
0.18
0.12

Employee
(0.17)
(0.14)
(0.15)
(0.31)
(0.13)
(0.12)

Job Security
0.15
0.20*
0.30*
0.20*
0.27*
0.17


(0.16)
(0.12)
(0.12)
(0.10)
(0.11)
(0.11)

Prospective 

0.09
0.14*
-0.01
0.13
0.10

Personal Assessment3

(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)

Prospective 
-0.04
-0.08
-0.20*
-0.03
0.11
-0.06

National Assessment
(0.10)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.06)
(0.07)
(0.08)

Retrospective 
0.09
0.05
0.08
0.21*
0.05
0.08

Personal Assessment
(0.08)
(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.06)

Retrospective 
0.04
0.19*
0.16
0.13*
0.10*
0.06

National Assessment
(0.09)
(0.07)
(0.10)
(0.08)
(0.06)
(0.07)

Party 
-0.15*
-0.16*
-0.15*
-0.21*
-0.24*
-0.23*

Identification
(0.03)
(0.03)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.02)

Liberal
0.82*
0.10
-0.11
-0.10
1.15*
0.00


(0.32)
(0.16)
(0.23)
(0.16)
(0.38)
(0.13)

Conservative
0.28
0.16
0.12
0.02
-0.11
-0.35*


(0.26)
(0.12)
(0.17)
(0.14)
(0.13)
(0.12)

Constant
4.57*
4.12*
5.26*
4.71*
4.83*
4.99*


(0.45)
(0.38)
(0.44)
(0.35)
(0.40)
(0.40)

R-squared
0.13
0.16
0.14
0.16
0.19
0.20

Adj R-squared
0.11
0.15
0.13
0.15
0.18
0.19

N
766
1215
1253
1429
1252
1259

Note:  Numbers in cells are OLS regression coefficients.  Standard errors are in parentheses.  * p ( 0.10; two-tailed.  Data are NES survey data; job loss rate from Farber (1996, 1997).

1 Includes temporarily laid off  2 By gender and educational cohort  3 Prospective personal assessment was not asked in the half of the sample that was asked the jobs and standard of living question and therefore we left it out of the question for this year.

Table 3. Determinants of Preferences over Trade Policy (Import Limits)

Paper: Racing the Titanic

Data:
US NES 1986-1996

1986
1988
1990
1992
19944
1996

Unemployment1
0.16
-0.53
0.25
-0.11

-0.09


(0.55)
(0.35)
(0.31)
(0.21)

(0.35)

Job loss rate2
0.10*
0.04*
0.10*
0.08*

0.08*


(0.03)
(0.03)
(0.03)
(0.02)

(0.02)

Age
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.01*


(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.00)
(0.00)

(0.00)

Union
0.56*
0.35*
0.30*
0.34*

0.05


(0.27)
(0.18)
(0.18)
(0.14)

(0.16)

Race
0.86*
0.45*
0.05
-0.21

-0.17


(0.41)
(0.25)
(0.20)
(0.15)

(0.19)

Income
-0.06*
-0.06*
-0.01
0.02

0.01


(0.02)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)

(0.01)

Homeowner
-0.10
0.23
0.26
0.08

0.28*


(0.25)
(0.17)
(0.16)
(0.12)

(0.16)

Government 
0.28
0.06
-0.38
0.39

0.25

Employee
(0.28)
(0.21)
(0.24)
(0.36)

(0.18)

Job Security
0.03
-0.07
-0.01
-0.06

0.16


(0.28)
(0.18)
(0.17)
(0.12)

(0.16)

Prospective 
0.28*
0.04
-0.01
-0.04

0.02

Personal Assessment3
(0.17)
(0.13)
(0.11)
(0.09)

(0.12)

Prospective 
0.18
-0.12
-0.08
0.03

-0.16

National Assessment
(0.17)
(0.11)
(0.11)
(0.08)

(0.11)

Retrospective 
0.03
0.04
0.09
0.11*

0.14

Personal Assessment
(0.14)
(0.10)
(0.09)
(0.07)

(0.09)

Retrospective 
0.21
0.27*
0.28*
0.15

0.16

National Assessment
(0.15)
(0.11)
(0.15)
(0.10)

(0.10)

Party 
-0.09
-0.05
-0.05
-0.04

-0.05

Identification
(0.05)
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.03)

(0.04)

Liberal
-0.84
0.17
-0.05
0.22

0.78*


(0.57)
(0.24)
(0.33)
(0.19)

(0.21)

Conservative
-0.12
0.33*
0.15
0.14

0.93*


(0.40)
(0.19)
(0.24)
(0.16)

(0.19)

Constant
-0.45
0.59
-2.43*
-1.72*

-4.28*


(0.77)
(0.56)
(0.65)
(0.42)

(0.60)

Pseudo-R2
0.10
0.05
0.03
0.02

0.05

N
562
958
1065
1592

1381

Note:  Numbers in cells are untransformed logit coefficients.  Standard errors are in parentheses.  * p ( 0.10; two-tailed.  Data are NES survey data; job loss rate from Farber (1996, 1997).

1 Includes temporarily laid off  2 By gender and educational cohort  3 Prospective personal assessment was asked of only half the sample in 1986 and therefore our sample is cut by half in this year. 4 No trade policy question was asked for 1994.

Table 4: Support for Reductions in Income Inequality

Paper: Job Insecurity and Europe

Data:
Eurobarometer 1979, 1983, 1984 and 1993

1979
1983
1984
1993

Unemployed1
0.04
0.16*
0.13*
0.23*


(0.10)
(0.06)
(0.07)
(0.06)

Cohort unemployment rate2
0.04*
-0.0001
0.02*
-0.004


(0.02)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)

Age
-0.003*
0.00004
0.001
-0.01*


(0.001)
(0.001)
(0.00)
(0.00)

Gender
0.06*
0.08*
0.09*
0.12*


(0.03)
(0.03)
(0.03)
(0.03)

Income
-0.06*
-0.09*
-0.18*
0.05*


(.006)
(.01)
(0.02)
(0.01)

Ideology
-0.12*
-0.12*
-0.14*
-0.10*


(.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)

Manual Worker
0.16*
0.19*
0.15*
0.11


(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.06)
(0.07)

Household Head

Manual Worker
0.18*
0.12*
0.22*
0.27*


(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.05)
(0.11)

France
1.06*
0.75*
0.66*
0.08


(0.00)
(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.06)

Germany
0.22*
0.15*
0.23*
-0.15*


(0.00)
(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.05)

Italy
0.68*
0.36*
0.50*
0.74*


(0.00)
(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.08)

Belgium
0.78*
0.60*
0.72*
0.09


(0.00)
(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.07)

Netherlands
0.38*
0.20*
0.28*
-0.69*


(0.00)
(0.05)
(0.06)
(0.05)

Luxembourg
1.08*
0.56*
((
-0.37*


(0.00)
(0.08)

(0.08)

Denmark
-0.08
-0.04
((
-0.45*


(0.20)
(0.06)

(0.05)

Ireland
0.47*
0.28*
((
-0.09


(0.00)
(0.06)

(0.07)

Greece 
(
1.40*
((
0.70*



(0.07)

(0.07)

Portugal
(
(
(
0.91*





(0.08)

Spain
(
(
(
0.64*





(0.08)

Pseudo-R2
.08
.08
.06
.10

N
6290
6782
4467
8608

Note: Numbers in cells are untransformed probit coefficients.  Standard errors are in parentheses. *p(0.05;one-tailed.  Data are Eurobarometer survey data.

(( survey question not asked in these countries.

( country not a member of the European Community at survey time

1Self-reported at time of survey  2By education level

Table 5 . Support for Government Economic Management

Paper: Job Insecurity and Europe

Data:
Eurobarometer 1979, 1983 and 1984 

1979
1983
1984

Unemployed1
0.07
-0.07
-0.06


(0.10)
(0.06)
(0.07)

Cohort unemployment rate2
0.05*
-0.02*
-0.03*


(0.02)
(0.01)
(0.01)

Age
0.0002
-0.002*
-0.003*


(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)

Gender
0.01
-0.03
0.02


(0.03)
(0.03)
(0.03)

Income
-0.05*
0.02
0.04*


(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.02)

Ideology
-0.06*
-0.04*
-0.02*


(0.01)
(0.07)
(0.01)

Manual Worker
0.11*
-0.04
0.02


(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.06)

Manual Worker
0.11*
-0.0003
           -0.06

Household Head
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.05)

France
0.22*
-0.20*
-0.16*


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.06)

Germany
-0.16*
-0.20*
-0.29*


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.06)

Italy
0.47*
-0.06
0.15*


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.06)

Belgium
0.65*
-0.38*
-0.31*


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.06)

Netherlands
0.39*
-0.03
-0.08


(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.06)

Luxembourg
0.28*
-0.19*
((


(0.08)
(0.08)


Denmark
-0.39*
0.07
((


(0.06)
(0.06)


Ireland
0.59*
0.01
((


(0.06)
(0.06)


Greece 
(
0.45*
((



(0.06)


Pseudo-R2
0.04
0.02
.01

N
5722
5947
4136

Note: Numbers in cells are untransformed probit coefficients.  Standard errors are in parentheses.  *p(0.05.  Data are Eurobarometer survey data.

(( the survey question was not asked in these countries.

( these countries had not yet joined the European Community at survey time.

1Self-reported at time of survey          2By education level



Table 6: Regression Results for Preferences over Government Involvement in Business

Paper: Markets, States, and Risk

Data: World Values 1990-1993 and 1995-1997

Variable
Coefficient

Intercept
1.03 (0.05)

Age
-0.00 (0.00)

Education Years
-0.01 (0.00)

Married
-0.00 (0.02)

Male
-0.10 (0.01)

Income Level
-0.02 (0.00)

Union Member
0.19 (0.03)

Class 
-0.04 (0.01)

Ideology
-0.12 (0.00)

Size of Town
0.01 (0.00)

GDP Growth Rate of Country
-0.02 (0.01)

Unemployment Rate of Country
0.03 (0.00)

Unemployed
0.05 (0.03)

Personal Financial Satisfaction
-0.02 (0.00)

Institution Dummy (LME) 
-0.30 (0.05)

Social Assistance
-0.04 (0.01)

Unemployment * LME
-0.04 (0.04)

Personal Financial Satisfaction * LME
0.01 (0.01)

R2
0.12 

N
19794

Countries Included in Analysis: France (1990), UK (1990), Germany (1990, 1995), Netherlands (1990), Belgium (1990), Spain (1990, 1995), US (1990, 1995), Canada (1990), Japan (1990, 1995), Australia (1995), Norway (1995), Sweden (1995), Finland (1995), Switzerland (1995), Portugal (1990), Austria (1990)

Highlighted indicates significance at the 0.1 level

Bold and Highlighted indicates significance at the 0.05 level

Table 7. Effect of Social Context on Preferences for Government Involvement in Business

Paper: Markets, States, and Risk

Data: World Values 1990-1993 and 1995-1997

[image: image1.wmf]-0.6
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Table 8: Preference for Unemployment Benefits

Paper: Opposing Forces

Data: ISPP 1996


Model 1
Model 2
Model 3

Variable
CME
LME
CME
LME
CME
LME

Male (coefficient)

         (std. error)
-0.0465147

(0.0293958)
-0.0642629

(0.0393773)
-0.0434347

(0.0293151)
-0.0700225

(0.0394004)
-0.0505417

(0.0301728)
0.0593663

(0.404624)

Age
-0.0018337

(0.0009674)
0.0055935

(0.0013558)
-0.0012893

(0.0009753)
0.0057028

(0.0013498)
-0.0022645

(0.0009713)
0.0059645

(0.0013595)

Education
-0.0749884

(0.0113884)
-0.0083816

(0.0199719)
-0.0637642

(0.0113728)
-0.0027462

(0.0199603)
-0.0776007

(0.0116259)
-0.0032382

(0.0203669)

Unemployed
0.4747521

(0.0632136)
0.4307588

(0.1182644)
0.4775543

(0.0635516)
0.4272773

(0.1180519)
0.4504172

(0.0631704)
0.4264269

(0.1180957)

Income
-6.73e-07

(1.61e-07)
-4.09e-06

(1.19e-06)
-7.09e-07

(1.61e-07)
-3.89e-06

(1.19e-06)
-5.08e-07

(1.64e-07)
-4.03e-06

(1.19e-06)

Union member
0.0900648

(0.0340223)
0.0166737

(0.0474984)
0.092618

(0.0341731)
0.0109303

(0.0474823)
0.087111

(0.0339634)
0.0075043

(0.0475111)

Ideology
-0.0875072

(0.0155331)
-0.1335966

(0.0298997)
-0.0872075

(0.0155769)
-0.1341576

(0.0278453)
-0.0897121

(0.015519)
-0.1343031

(0.0278246)

National Unemployment Rate
-0.0137102

(0.0093135)
-0.1811143

(0.0338313)
-0.0172249

(0.0093034)
-0.1673942

(0.0320087)
0.0037896

(0.0099571)
-0.2031552

(0.0408446)

GDP growth rate
-0.0056221

(0.018353)
0.1304006

(0.0233366)
-0.0187569

(0.0188047)
0.1190926

(0.0221582)
0.0186802

(0.0187986)
0.1493295

(0.030138)

Role of Government Factor
-0.3569015

(0.0171867)
-0.3791257

(0.021817)
-0.352489

(0.017144)
-0.3775473

(0.0217756)
-0.3645686

(0.0171961)
-0.3769169

(0.0217657)

Perceived Efficacy
-0.0374774

(0.0118067)
0.024062

(0.0169769)
-0.0346703

(0.0120453)
0.0248447

(0.0169458)
-0.0363579

(0.0117894)
0.0226935

(0.0169474)

Social Assistance
0.0756871

(0.0324787)
1.057532

(0.2552775)
0.099214

(0.0315504)
0.9597124

(0.241887)
0.0080187

(0.0349906)
1.279199

(0.3213252)

High Sectoral Unemployment


0.0601766

(0.0461897)
0.1273248

(0.0513454)



Niche Workers (t,c,m)
-0.0157431

(0.0357181)
0.0632868

(0.0553601)





General Workers (s,e)
-0.2149771

(0.0479389)
0.0559148

(0.0647812)





Professionals




-0.1843418

(0.0543917)
-0.0985795

(0.0826172)

Tech. Professionals




-0.1223499

(0.0527955)
-0.064824

(0.0850398)

Clerks




-0.2202469

(0.0581583)
-0.0212502

(0.0987698)

Service Workers




-0.3629438

(0.062084)
0.0664717

(0.0919019)

Agricultural and Fishery Workers




-0.4113911

(0.0957781)
-0.1951889

(0.1317467)

Craft & Related Trade Workers




-0.1189923

(0.0540022)
-0.1224481

(0.1060659)

Plant and Machine Operators




-0.1181896

(0.0706172)
0.2550365

(0.1024379)

Elementary Occupations




-0.2657703

(0.07122)
-0.0682433

(0.0993309)

Constant
1.031053

(0.1281016)
1.637697

(0.3033945)
0.9632687

(0.1276222)
1.503578

(0.2874065)
0.9658159

(0.1296748)
1.780687

(0.3521698)

Adjusted R2
0.2093
0.2855
0.2051
0.2878
0.2156
0.2904

Table 9: Preference for More Unemployment Compensation: Standardized Beta Coefficients

Paper: Opposing Forces

Data: ISPP 1996

Model 1

Model 2

Model 3


Variable
CME
LME
CME
LME
CME
LME

Male 
-0.024
-0.034
-0.023
-0.037
-0.027
-0.031

Age
-0.030
0.091
-0.021
0.093
-0.037
0.097

Education
-0.110
-0.011
-0.094
-0.004
-0.114
-0.004

Unemployed
0.114
0.076
0.115
0.075
0.108
0.075

Income
-0.105
-0.102
-0.111
-0.097
-0.079
-0.101

Union member
0.045
0.007
0.047
0.005
0.044
0.003

Ideology
-0.089
-0.103
-0.089
-0.104
-0.091
-0.104

National Unemployment Rate
-0.065
-0.428
-0.082
-0.396
0.018
-0.480

GDP growth rate
-0.010
0.300
-0.034
0.274
0.034
0.343

Role of Government Factor
-0.337
-0.438
-0.333
-0.436
-0.345
-0.435

Perceived Efficacy
-0.054
0.031
-0.050
0.032
-0.052
0.029

Social Assistance
0.128
0.284
0.168
0.258
0.014
0.344

High Sectoral Unemployment


0.022
0.059



Niche Workers (t,c,m)
-0.007
0.027





General Workers (s,e)
-0.075
0.021





Professionals




-0.058
-0.035

Technicians and Associate Professionals




-0.040
-0.021

Clerks




-0.064
-0.005

Service Workers




-0.098
0.019

Skilled Agricultural and Fishery Workers




-0.067
-0.034

Craft & Related Trade Workers




-0.039
-0.028

Plant and Machine Operators and Assemblers




-0.028
0.062

Elementary Occupations




-0.063
-0.018

Table 10:  Preference for Government Support for Declining Industries

Paper: Opposing Forces

Data: ISPP 1996

Model 1
Model 2
Model 3

Variable
CME
LME
CME
LME
CME
LME

Male (coefficient)

         (std. error)
-0.1824859

(0.0369091)
-0.2271594

(0.0463322)
-0.1721035

(0.0367846)
-0.2365508

(0.0463229)
-0.1972637

(0.0379832)
-0.2360378

(0.0477158)

Age
-0.0021299

(0.0012119)
-0.0051686

(0.005958)
-0.0024957

(0.0012203)
-0.0049303

(0.0015869)
-0.0023281

(0.0012199)
-0.0049871

(0.0016039)

Education
-0.0677077

(0.0142628)
-0.1727129

(0.0235608)
-0.0734173

(0.0142372)
-0.161158

(0.0235293)
-0.0560532

(0.0145992)
-0.1677393

(0.0240667)

Unemployed
0.1001739

(0.0803908)
0.0242625

(0.1396108)
0.0997575

(0.0807614)
0.0135133

(0.1392536)
0.0828669

(0.0805337)
0.0059572

(0.139709)

Income
-5.20e-07

(2.02e-07)
-1.52e-06

(1.41e-06)
-4.42e-07

(2.02e-07)
-1.26e-06

(1.40e-06)
-4.00e-07

(2.07e-07)
-1.61e-06

(1.41e-06)

Union member
0.0577742

(0.0425877)
0.1214558

(0.0559219)
0.0596472

(0.0427564)
0.109556

(0.0558575)
0.0639206

(0.0426173)
0.1101941

(0.0560451)

Ideology
-0.0012468

(0.0194805)
-0.0612584

(0.032773)
-0.0013842

(0.0175213)
-0.0632212

(0.0326836)
-0.0057517

(0.0195078)
-0.0616424

(0.0327568)

National Unemployment Rate
0.086135

(0.0116645)
0.0087816

(0.0398963)
0.0934671

(0.0116371)
0.0463774

(0.0377156)
0.0995042

(0.0125051)
0.0320129

(0.0481793)

GDP growth rate
0.1590804

(0.0228689)
0.0174015

(0.0274561)
0.1686542

(0.023431)
-0.0111253

(0.0260496)
0.1684082

(0.0234382)
-0.0032879

(0.0354601)

Role of Government Factor
-0.4254287

(0.0215541)
-0.3662671

(0.0257067)
-0.4349461

(0.0214964)
-0.3642578

(0.0256388)
-0.4237876

(0.021615)
-0.3647834

(0.0257021)

Perceived Efficacy
-0.0332734

(0.0148015)
-0.0675925

(0.0199613)
-0.031292

(0.0150946)
-0.0650747

(0.0199084)
-0.0295075

(0.0158154)
-0.0662099

(0.0199725)

Social Assistance
-0.2968065

(0.0407125)
-0.5350807

(0.3010696)
-0.3381921

(0.0395261)
-0.8105877

(0.2851169)
-0.3368356

(0.0439291)
-0.687397

(0.3790504)

High Sectoral Unemployment


0.059254

(0.0579258)
0.1879211

(0.0605684)



Niche Workers (t,c,m)
0.1678716

(0.0448546)
-0.0087537

(0.0651769)





General Workers (s,e)
0.1393662

(0.060367)
0.098481

(0.0766788)





Professionals




-0.2311802

(0.0685251)
0.0410427

(0.0972993)

Technicians and Professionals




0.0321987

(0.0664849)
-0.1003591

(0.1004214)

Clerks




-0.0143777

(0.0732447)
0.1555808

(0.1166554)

Service Workers




0.0456114

(0.0783309)
0.1399587

(0.1087935)

Skilled Agricultural and Fishery Workers




0.0379377

(0.1200009)
-0.1071397

(0.1556421)

Craft & Related Trade Workers




0.176204

(0.0679136)
0.1120362

(0.1252896)

Plant and Machine Operators 




0.2023031

(0.0886317)
0.2067855

(0.1202734)

Elementary Occupations




0.1861139

(0.0898625)
0.1515857

(0.1175371)

Constant
0.2013672

(0.1610249)
1.89628

(0.3572745)
0.2045009

(0.1603331)
1.54451

(0.3380908)
0.0809364

(0.1634373)
1.705113

(0.4150715)

Adjusted R2
0.1735
0.3097
0.1703
0.3130
0.1762
0.3114

Table 11: Preference for Government Support for Declining Industries: Standardized Beta Coefficients

Paper: Opposing Forces

Data: ISPP 1996

Model 1

Model 2

Model 3


Variable
CME
LME
CME
LME
CME
LME

Male 
-0.078
-0.100
-0.073
-0.104
-0.084
-0.104

Age
-0.028
-0.070
-0.033
-0.067
-0.031
-0.068

Education
-0.081
-0.187
-0.088
-0.174
-0.067
-0.181

Unemployed
0.019
0.004
0.019
0.002
0.016
0.001

Income
-0.066
-0.032
-0.056
-0.026
-0.050
-0.034

Union member
0.024
0.045
0.024
0.040
0.026
0.041

Ideology
-0.001
-0.040
-0.001
-0.041
-0.005
-0.040

National Unemployment Rate
0.332
0.017
0.360
0.091
0.383
0.063

GDP growth rate
0.237
0.033
0.251
-0.021
0.251
-0.006

Role of Government Factor
-0.327
-0.352
-0.334
-0.350
-0.326
-0.350

Perceived Efficacy
-0.039
-0.073
-0.037
-0.070
-0.034
-0.072

Social Assistance
-0.407
-0.119
-0.464
-0.181
-0.462
-0.153

High Sectoral Unemployment


0.017
0.073



Niche Workers (t,c,m)
0.064
-0.003





General Workers (s,e)
0.039
0.030





Professionals




-0.059
0.012

Technicians and Associate Professionals




0.009
-0.027

Clerks




-0.003
0.032

Service Workers




0.010
0.033

Skilled Agricultural and Fishery Workers




0.005
-0.016

Craft & Related Trade Workers




0.047
0.021

Plant and Machine Operators and Assemblers




0.038
0.042

Elementary Occupations




0.036
0.033

Table 12: Model 1 Guaranteed Jobs and Standard of Living

Paper: Policy, Preferences and the Economy

Data: US NES 1972-1998
Variables
DV:  Guaranteed Jobs
DV with year dummies
Jobs2
Jobs2 with year dummies

Variables
DV:  Guaranteed Jobs
DV with year dummies
Jobs2
Jobs2 with year dummies

Intercept
4.11
4.23
4.37
4.22

retroeco


-0.07
-0.12

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|


0
0

age
-0.04
-0.05
-0.06
-0.06

prospeco


0.01
0.04

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|


0.67
0.12

gender
0.21
0.2
0.17
0.16

y1974

-0.13



p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0.13



race
0.93
0.91
0.77
0.77

y1976

-0.22



p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0



edu
0.01
-0.01
-0.05
-0.05

y1978

-0.48



p>|t|
0.57
0.74
0.02
0.02

p>|t|

0



income
-0.17
-0.17
-0.16
-0.16

y1980

-0.05



p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0.56



laidoff
0.12
0.1
0.12
0.08

y1982

-0.08

-0.1

p>|t|
0.35
0.47
0.44
0.62

p>|t|

0.37

0.88

unemp
0.26
0.27
0.27
0.28

y1984

0.11

0.28

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0.2

0

union
0.19
0.21
0.17
0.17

y1988

-0.11

0.04

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0.2

0.65

homeown
-0.17
-0.16
-0.12
-0.12

y1990

0.08

0.18

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0.36

0.03

dem
0.3
0.3
0.32
0.32

y1992

-0.02

0.06

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0.83

0.47

rep
-0.25
-0.26
-0.3
-0.3

y1994

0.02

0.18

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0.04

0.03

ideology
0.27
0.27
0.27
0.27

y1996

-0.17

0.01

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0.04

0.86

persret
-0.05
-0.06
-0.06
-0.06

y1998

0.25

0.44

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0

0

perspro
-0.05
-0.08
-0.05
-0.05

R2
0.17
0.18
0.18
0.19

s.e.
0.02
0.02
0.03
0.03

n
12974
12974
8879
8879

p>|t|
0.04
0
0.1
0.07

Bold indicates p>0.05





Jobs2 has a shorter timeseries (1980-1998) than the jobs DV.





Italic indicates p>0.1





Table 13: Model 1 Services and Spending Dependent Variable

Paper: Policy, Preferences and the Economy

Data: US NES 1982-1998
Variables
DV:  Services
DV with year dummies
Services2
Services2 with year dummies

Variables
DV:  Services
DV with year dummies
Services2
Services2 with year dummies

Intercept
4.71
4.45
4.68
4.41

retroeco


-0.06
-0.05

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|


0
0.06

age
-0.07
-0.07
-0.06
-0.06

prospeco


-0.03
0.02

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|


0.15
0.43

gender
0.29
0.29
0.28
0.28

y1984

0.19

0.24

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0

0

race
0.57
0.55
0.58
0.56

y1988

0.39

0.4

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0

0

edu
-0.09
-0.08
-0.09
-0.09

y1990

0.53

0.53

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0

0

income
-0.11
-0.12
-0.11
-0.11

y1992

0.27

0.28

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0

0

laidoff
-0.07
-0.09
-0.06
-0.08

y1994

-0.05

-0.02

p>|t|
0.68
0.55
0.67
0.59

p>|t|

0.46

0.78

unemp
0.04
0.05
0.04
0.06

y1996

0.16

0.19

p>|t|
0.68
0.57
0.68
0.52

p>|t|

0.02

0

union
0.14
0.16
0.13
0.15

y1998

0.5

0.54

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

p>|t|

0

0

homeown
-0.14
-0.13
-0.15
-0.14

R2
0.19
0.21
0.19
0.21

s.e.
0.04
0.04
0.04
0.04

n
8053
8053
7794
7794

p>|t|
0
0
0
0

Services2 is the same variable but with a shorter timeseries (1980-1998).





dem
0.28
0.29
0.28
0.28







p>|t|
0
0
0
0

Bold indicates p>0.05





rep
-0.36
-0.35
-0.34
-0.34

Italic indicates p>0.1





p>|t|
0
0
0
0







ideology
0.25
0.24
0.25
0.24







p>|t|
0
0
0
0







persret
-0.06
-0.07
-0.05
-0.06







p>|t|
0
0
0.03
0







perspro
0
0
0.02
0.01







p>|t|
0.95
0.79
0.43
0.7







Table 14: Model 2 Jobs and Services and Spending Dependent Variable

Paper: Policy, Preferences and the Economy

Data: US NES 1972-1998 for Jobs, 1982-1998 for Services
Variables
DV:  Guaranteed Jobs
Jobs2
Services

Variables
DV:  Guaranteed Jobs
Jobs2
Services

Intercept
4.73
4.68
4.5

dem*un
-0.26
-0.32


p>|t|
0
0
0

p>|t|
0.14
0.1


gender
0.18
0.16
0.28

rep*un
-0.1
-0.37


p>|t|
0
0
0

p>|t|
0.67
0.15


race
0.87
0.77
0.58

dem*pret
-0.04
-0.01


p>|t|
0
0
0

p>|t|
0.36
0.89


age
-0.05
-0.06
-0.06

rep*pret
0.06
0.09


p>|t|
0
0
0

p>|t|
0.19
0.07


info
0.07
0.06
0

dem*ppro
0.14
0.12
0.07

p>|t|
0
0.01
0.95

p>|t|
0
0.05
0.16

edu
-0.16
-0.18
-0.07

rep*ppro
0.03
0


p>|t|
0
0
0.27

p>|t|
0.58
0.94


interest
-0.21
-0.22
-0.08

dem*nret


0.09

p>|t|
0
0
0.27

p>|t|


0.06

income
-0.17
-0.16
-0.11

rep*nret


0.04

p>|t|
0
0
0

p>|t|


0.44

unemp
0.4
0.49
0.07

dem*npro


-0.09

p>|t|
0
0
0.71

p>|t|


0.1

laidoff
0.05
0.08
-0.09

rep*npro


-0.07

p>|t|
0.7
0.61
0.55

p>|t|


0.27

union
0.2
0.17
0.15

ideo*un


-0.09

p>|t|
0
0
0

p>|t|


0.16

homeown
-0.16
-0.12
-0.14

ideo*npro


-0.02


0
0
0

p>|t|


0.16

dem
0.29
0.31
0.29

info*un


0

p>|t|
0
0
0

p>|t|


0.98

rep
-0.28
-0.3
-0.33

info*pret


0.01

p>|t|
0
0
0

p>|t|


0.05

ideology
0.26
0.27
0.24

info*ppro


-0.02

p>|t|
0
0
0

p>|t|


0.01

persret
-0.07
-0.09
-0.15

info*nret


-0.01

p>|t|
0.02
0.02
0

p>|t|


0.43

perspro
-0.13
-0.09
0.13

info*npro


0.02

p>|t|

0
0.05

p>|t|


0.02

retroeco

-0.12
-0.05

R2
0.1741
0.19
0.21

s.e.

0.03
0.05

N
12004
8858
7773

p>|t|

0
0.33

Bold indicates p>0.05




prospeco

0.04
-0.05

Italic indicates p>0.1




s.e.

0.03
0.06

The year dummies were included in all of the models, though they are not reported here.




p>|t|

0.1
0.41






Table 15: Model 1 Guaranteed Jobs and Standard of Living by Occupation Group

Paper: Policy, Preferences and the Economy

Data: US NES 1972-1998
Variables
Professionals
Sales
Skilled Workers
Laborers
Farmers

Variables
Professionals
Sales
Skilled Workers
Laborers
Farmers

Intercept
3.56
4.4
4.32
2.57
4.71

y1974
-0.3
-0.14
-0.14
0.51
-0.28

p>|t|
0
0
0
0
0

p>|t|
0.04
0.52
0.45
0.57
0.58

age
-0.03
-0.1
-0.03
0.06
-0.02

y1976
-0.34
-0.44
-0.17
0.61
0.02

p>|t|
0.09
0
0.15
0.47
0.68

p>|t|
0.01
0.03
0.31
0.41
0.03

gender
0.15
0.2
0.32
0.67
0.41

y1978
-0.67
-0.56
-0.41
0.21
0.33

p>|t|
0
0
0
0.02
0.15

p>|t|
0
0
0.02
0.78
0.57

race
0.78
0.7
1
1.43
1.17

y1980
-0.19
-0.23
0.11
0.95
-0.67

p>|t|
0
0
0
0
0

p>|t|
0.2
0.31
0.56
0.22
0.3

edu
0.13
0
-0.09
0.2
-0.2

y1982
0.2
-0.32
0.03
0.37
1.08

p>|t|
0
0.93
0.04
0.27
0.1

p>|t|
0.19
0.15
0.87
0.65
0.06

income
-0.12
-0.17
-0.14
0.1
-0.44

y1984
-0.12
0.09
0.25
0.34
0.22

p>|t|
0
0
0
0.45
0

p>|t|
0.37
0.65
0.14
0.65
0.65

laidoff
0.31
0
-0.04
0.91
-0.25

y1988
-0.25
-0.38
0.11
0.39
0.11

p>|t|
0.23
0.99
0.85
0.14
0.69

p>|t|
0.07
0.06
0.52
0.61
0.82

unemp
0.32
0.39
0.2
0
0.37

y1990
0.18
-0.01
0.2
0.77
0.39

p>|t|
0.03
0.01
0.13
0.98
0.52

p>|t|
0.21
0.97
0.25
0.3
0.44

union
0.28
0.24
0.08
-0.01
-0.16

y1992
-0.08
-0.3
-0.01
0.8
0.12

p>|t|
0
0
0.22
0.96
0.72

p>|t|
0.51
0.13
0.95
0.28
0.8

homeown
-0.06
-0.13
-0.31
-0.6
0.36

y1994
-0.12
-0.03
0.09
0.97
0.45

p>|t|
0.29
0.09
0
0.03
0.14

p>|t|
0.36
0.88
0.6
0.22
0.41

dem
0.38
0.21
0.29
-0.14
-0.14

y1996
-0.27
-0.33
-0.12
1.11
0.31

p>|t|
0
0
0
0.59
0.56

p>|t|
0.05
0.11
0.5
0.19
0.58

rep
-0.21
-0.32
-0.16
-0.13
-0.06

y1998
0.15
0.16
0.3
1.11
1.19

p>|t|
0
0
0.04
0.73
0.8

p>|t|
0.29
0.45
0.12
0.18
0.32

ideology
0.36
0.18
0.26
0.17
0.46

R2
0.25
0.15
0.18
0.21
0.36

s.e.
0.02
0.03
0.02
0.09
0.08

n
4163
2611
3605
250
297

p>|t|
0
0
0
0.05
0








persret
-0.05
-0.07
-0.07
-0.19
0.04

Bold indicates p>0.05






s.e.
0.03
0.03
0.04
0.15
0.13

Italic indicates p>0.1






p>|t|
0.11
0.06
0.05
0.21
0.77








perspro
-0.07
-0.07
-0.13
0.06
0.19

Jobs2 is the same variable but only for the years 1980-1998.






s.e.
0.04
0.05
0.04
0.19
0.15








p>|t|
0.06
0.17
0
0.75
0.22








Table 16: Model 1 Services and Spending by Occupation Group

Paper: Policy, Preferences and the Economy

Data: US NES 1982-1998
Variables
Professionals
Sales
Skilled Workers
Laborers
Farmers

Variables
Professionals
Sales
Skilled Workers
Laborers
Farmers

Intercept
4.37
4.2
4.21
3.25
4.61

persret
-0.04
-0.1
-0.1
-0.26
0.15

s.e.
0.19
0.23
0.22
0.98
0.65

s.e.
0.03
0.04
0.04
0.18
0.15

p>|t|
0
0
0
0
0

p>|t|
0.22
0.01
0.03
0.16
0.3

age
-0.06
-0.1
-0.06
0.13
0.12

perspro
0
-0.03
0.04
0.11
0.43

s.e.
0.02
0.02
0.02
0.09
0.07

s.e.
0.03
0.05
0.06
0.26
0.19

p>|t|
0
0
0.02
0.19
0.09

p>|t|
0.97
0.59
0.53
0.67
0.02

gender
0.23
0.36
0.4
0.3
0.13

retroeco
-0.08
-0.05
-0.07
0.07
-0.02

s.e.
0.05
0.07
0.07
0.35
0.33

s.e.
0.04
0.05
0.05
0.23
0.19

p>|t|
0
0
0
0.4
0.67

p>|t|
0.04
0.37
0.16
0.75
0.92

race
0.66
0.53
0.55
0.67
-0.08

prospeco
0.07
-0.02
0.04
0.03
-0.06

s.e.
0.11
0.13
0.1
0.39
0.55

s.e.
0.04
0.05
0.05
0.22
0.15

p>|t|
0
0
0
0.09
0.88

p>|t|
0.08
0.75
0.41
0.91
0.67

edu
-0.09
-0.1
-0.01
0.24
-0.25

y1984
0.28
0.27
0.19
-0.57
0.1

s.e.
0.03
0.05
0.05
0.23
0.14

s.e.
0.12
0.15
0.15
0.57
0.52

p>|t|
0.01
0.02
0.91
0.31
0.07

p>|t|
0.01
0.07
0.22
0.32
0.84

income
-0.1
-0.1
-0.11
0.14
-0.15

y1988
0.38
0.39
0.5
0.06
-0.13

s.e.
0.03
0.04
0.04
0.17
0.11

s.e.
0.12
0.15
0.15
0.64
0.47

p>|t|
0
0.04
0.01
0.4
0.2

p>|t|
0
0.01
0
0.92
0.79

laidoff
0
-0.53
-0.27
0.23
2.25

y1990
0.48
0.4
0.6
-0.7
0.83

s.e.
0.32
0.44
0.22
0.7
0.65

s.e.
0.12
0.16
0.15
0.57
0.5

p>|t|
0.99
0.26
0.21
0.74
0

p>|t|
0
0.01
0
0.22
0.09

unemp
-0.13
0.08
0.19
-0.14
0.32

y1992
0.22
0.45
0.13
0.02
0.22

s.e.
0.16
0.17
0.16
0.57
0.69

s.e.
0.11
0.15
0.15
0.54
0.47

p>|t|
0.41
0.64
0.22
0.8
0.64

p>|t|
0.04
0
0.38
0.96
0.64

union
0.21
0.15
0.12
0.41
0.57

y1994
-0.03
0.15
-0.06
-1.25
0.04

s.e.
0.07
0.09
0.08
0.31
0.49

s.e.
0.11
0.15
0.15
0.64
0.52

p>|t|
0
0.09
0.14
0.18
0.24

p>|t|
0.82
0.34
0.7
0.05
0.95

homeown
-0.06
-0.1
-0.19
-0.78
-0.67

y1996
0.19
0.21
0.2
0.29
-0.5

s.e.
0.06
0.08
0.08
0.33
0.27

s.e.
0.11
0.16
0.16
0.68
0.56

p>|t|
0.31
0
0.01
0.02
0.02

p>|t|
0.09
0.18
0.2
0.67
0.37

dem
0.28
0.24
0.31
0.57
-0.15

y1998
0.46
0.65
0.48
0.41
1.44

s.e.
0.06
0.09
0.08
0.33
0.32

s.e.
0.12
0.17
0.17
0.72
1.1

p>|t|
0
0
0
0.07
0.64

p>|t|
0
0
0
0.57
0.19

rep
-0.35
-0.2
-0.37
0.02
-0.28

R2
0.27
0.21
0.16
0.3
0.35

s.e.
0.06
0.09
0.09
0.45
0.26

n
2691
1665
2093
138
179

p>|t|
0
0
0
0.96
0.29








ideology
0.31
0.28
0.14
0.19
0.34

Bold indicates p>0.05



s.e.
0.02
0.03
0.03
0.12
0.1

Italic indicates p>0.1



p>|t|
0
0
0
0.11
0








Table 17: Model 2 Guaranteed Jobs and Standard of Living by Occupation Group

Paper: Policy, Preferences and the Economy

Data: US NES 1972-1998
Variables
Professionals
Sales
Skilled Workers
Laborers
Farmers

Variables
Professionals
Sales
Skilled Workers
Laborers
Farmers

Intercept
2.962
3.974
4.455
2.9
4.955

in*un
0.646
-0.197
0.111
0.357
-0.33

p>|t|
0.0001
0.0001
0.0001
0.0002
0.0001

p>|t|
0.251
0.579
0.719
0.729
0.848

age
-0.01
-0.086
-0.001
0.068
-0.061

in*ret
0.096
-0.067
0.094
-0.22
-0.163

p>|t|
0.56
0.0001
0.95
0.419
0.341

p>|t|
0.284
0.514
0.29
0.551
0.629

gender
0.162
0.202
0.31
0.8
0.356

in*pros
-0.137
-0.028
0.068
0.424
-0.043

p>|t|
0.0007
0.0047
0.0001
0.008
0.243

p>|t|
0.215
0.83
0.539
0.36
0.927

race
0.763
0.569
0.989
1.423
0.619

ed*un
-0.491
0.271
0.182
-0.678
-1.054

p>|t|
0.0001
0.0001
0.0001
0.0001
0.196

p>|t|
0.012
0.224
0.412
0.375
0.187

edu
0.162
0.021
-0.085
0.332
-0.273

ed*ret
-0.031
-0.015
-0.075
-0.078
0.256

p>|t|
0.0001
0.654
0.073
0.104
0.052

p>|t|
0.4
0.779
0.156
0.741
0.107

income
-0.121
-0.181
-0.12
0.079
-0.474

ed*pro
-0.085
-0.079
0.084
-0.057
0.111

p>|t|
0.001
0.0001
0.0005
0.574
0.0001

p>|t|
0.072
0.231
0.201
0.829
0.556

laidoff
0.237
-0.014
-0.034
1.146
-0.442

dem*un
-0.378
-0.981
-0.004
-1.193
-2.064

p>|t|
0.412
0.97
0.866
0.066
0.534

p>|t|
0.524
0.06
0.993
0.504
0.203

unemp
1.84
0.262
-0.292
2.166
4.037

dem*ret
-0.139
-0.267
-0.036
-0.545
-0.225

p>|t|
0.0338
0.714
0.643
0.423
0.024

p>|t|
0.214
0.096
0.767
0.318
0.642

union
0.235
0.285
0.079
0.094
-0.007

dem*pro
0.129
-0.103
0.227
-0.135
0.58

p>|t|
0.0002
0.0009
0.257
0.722
0.989

p>|t|
0.332
0.598
0.128
0.813
0.34

homeown
-0.028
-0.175
-0.352
-0.558
0.217

rep*un
-0.944
-0.029
-0.043
-0.386
-3.994

p>|t|
0.629
0.028
0.0001
0.061
0.406

p>|t|
0.132
0.956
0.927
0.84
0.037

dem
0.439
0.33
0.069
0.048
0.3

rep*ret
-0.018
-0.235
0.097
-0.55
0.309

p>|t|
0.0001
0.023
0.524
0.913
0.443

p>|t|
0.871
0.151
0.463
0.361
0.518

rep
-0.103
-0.206
-0.232
-0.065
0.461

rep*pro
-0.012
-0.101
-0.072
-0.685
0.027


0.288
0.159
0.042
0.893
0.229

p>|t|
0.93
0.611
0.65
0.271
0.963

ideology
0.353
0.158
0.236
0.071
0.512

ideo*un
-0.111
0.302
0.109
-0.065
-1.057

p>|t|
0.0001
0.0001
0.0001
0.502
0.0001

p>|t|
0.473
0.036
0.25
0.838
0.096

persret
0.053
0.273
0.031
0.548
-0.468

ideo*ret
0.02
-0.023
-0.015
-0.144
0.093

p>|t|
0.75
0.196
0.857
0.489
0.402

p>|t|
0.427
0.501
0.589
0.24
0.43

perspro
0.319
0.301
-0.408
0.298
-0.377

ideo*pro
-0.078
0.014
-0.015
0.102
-0.089

p>|t|
0.113
0.254
0.054
0.704
0.593

p>|t|
0.012
0.738
0.649
0.511
0.547

interest
0.143
0.111
-0.164
-0.305
0.166

R2
0.2381
0.1456
0.163
0.2236
0.3927

s.e.
0.077
0.094
0.076
0.31
0.281

N
3909
2433
3321
239
259

p>|t|
0.061
0.239
0.031
0.325
0.554






















Bold indicates p>0.05













Italic indicates p>0.1













Table 18: Preferences over Government Trade Policy, Provision of Services, and Jobs

Paper: Reacting to Free Trade, Eight Ball

Data: Student Experiments in Mexico, Canada, and the U.S.
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Table 19: Effect of Ideology on Preferences over Guaranteed Jobs and Provision of Services

Paper: Reacting to Free Trade, Eight Ball
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Table 20: Differences in Preferences over Government Trade Policy and Services and Spending Across Countries

Paper: Reacting to Free Trade, Behind the Eight Ball

Data: Student Experiments in Mexico, Canada, and the U.S.
Restrict Trade (-) ----- Increase Trade (+)


Obs
Control Mean – Treatment Mean*

ITAM (4.9)**



Control
20
0.00

Negative
20
0.05

Positive
20
0.55

Both
29
-0.11

Duke (5.4)



Control
24
0.00

Negative
24
-0.58

Positive
20
-0.32

Both
21
-0.32

UWO (4.7)



Control
31
0.00

Negative
29
-0.26

Positive
30
0.56

Both
32
0.17

* Distance from the mean of the control group for each country

** Number in parentheses is the mean of the control group

Fewer Services (-) ----- More Services (+)


Obs
Control Mean – Treatment Mean*

ITAM (4.7)**



Control
20
0.00

Negative
20
0.40

Positive
20
0.70

Both
30
0.68

Duke (4.3)



Control
25
0.00

Negative
24
0.47

Positive
23
-0.24

Both
23
0.20

UWO (4.9)



Control
33
0.00

Negative
31
0.54

Positive
31
-0.10

Both
34
0.00





Table 21: Differences in Preferences over Role of Government in the Provision of Jobs Across Countries

Paper: Reacting to Free Trade, Behind the Eight Ball

Data: Student Experiments in Mexico, Canada, and the U.S.
Job and Living (-) ----- Get Ahead on Own (+)


Obs
Control Mean – Treatment Mean*

ITAM (4.1)**



Control
20
0.00

Negative
20
0.45

Positive
20
-0.10

Both
30
-0.20





Duke (4.2)



Control
25
0.00

Negative
24
-0.16

Positive
23
0.19

Both
21
-0.15



UWO (3.5)



Control
32
0.00

Negative
32
0.00

Positive
30
0.64

Both
34
0.23



* Distance from the mean of the control group for each country

** Number in parentheses is the mean of the control group

Table 22: Does Receiving Both Treatments Cause Ambivalence

Paper: Reacting to Free Trade, Behind the Eight Ball

Data: Student Experiments in Mexico, Canada, and the U.S.








Job and Standard of Living




Total
Obs at 4*
Obs NR**
Percent at 4 or NR

Control
79
16
2
23%

Negative
79
16
3
24%

Positive
77
18
4
29%

Both
90
27
5
36%







Provision of Services





Total
Obs at 4*
Obs NR
Percent at 4 or NR

Control
79
21
1
28%

Negative
79
12
4
20%

Positive
77
16
3
25%

Both
90
12
3
17%







Trade Policy





Total
Obs at 4*
Obs NR
Percent at 4 or NR

Control
79
15
4
24%

Negative
79
15
6
27%

Positive
77
14
7
27%

Both
90
26
8
38%







* "4" is the mid-point (7-point scale)


** "NR" is non-response


Table 23. OLS Regression of Role of Government on Treatments, Ideology, and Economic Insecurity for the Whole Sample and by Levels of Political Sophistication

Paper: Behind the Eight Ball

Data: Student Experiments in Mexico, Canada and the U.S.


Pooled Data
Low
Average
High

Constant
-.31

(.530)
2.83

(1.083)
.190

(.846)
-2.285

(.914)

Negative
-1.02

(.604)
1.762

(1.133)
-2.31

(.97)
-.070

(1.12)

Positive
-.76

(.653)
.153

(2.236)
-1.704

(.103)
.029

(1.026)

Both
-.22

(.227)
-.468

(.432)
-.493

(.38)
.328

(.382)

Ideology
.29

(.082)
.068

(.163)
.067

(.146)
.630

(.127)

Ideology*Negative
.24

(.152)
.298

(.277)
.560

(.244)
.015

(.28)

Ideology*Positive
.18

(.154)
.038

(.455)
.415

(.255)
-.053

(.238)

Duke
-.29

(.198)
-.323

(.344)
-.525

(.33)
.131

(.374)

ITAM
-.34

(.205)
-.733

(.558)
-.184

(.309)
-.179

(.371)

Personal Prospective Econ.
-.20

(.110)
-.75

(.23)
-.089

(.171)
.072

(.203)

National Prospective Econ.
.03

(.106)
-.174

(.23)
.100

(.157)
-.099

(.206)

N
251
60
103
88

R-squared
.19
.282
.183
.357

*Dependent Variable is the difference from the control group mean for the question that asks the respondents to place themselves on a 7-point scale where “1” equals “Government should guarantee a good job and standard of living” and “7” equals “Government should let each person get ahead on his/her own.”

Table 24. OLS Regression of Government Provision of Services* on Treatments, Ideology and Economic Insecurity for the Whole Sample and by Levels of Political Sophistication

Paper: Behind the Eight Ball

Data: Student Experiments in Mexico, Canada, and the U.S.


Pooled Data
Low
Average
High

Constant
.59

(.507)
-.029

(1.146)
.253

(.800)
.898

(.906)

Negative
1.77

(.582)
.968

(1.267)
2.316

(.920)
1.831

(1.08)

Positive
.61

(.625)
-1.078

(2.376)
1.505

(.956)
.299

(1.009)

Both
.36

(.217)
-.111

(.478)
.302

(.354)
.709

(.369)

Ideology
-.32

(.077)
-.259

(.181)
-.157

(.134)
-.507

(.122)

Ideology*Negative
-.28

(.145)
-.172

(.310)
-.543

(.233)
-.247

(.265)

Ideology*Positive
-.08

(.147)
.103

(.492)
-.295

(.231)
.097

(.238)

Duke
.05

(.188)
.082

(.378)
.385

(.31)
-.387

(.368)

ITAM
.70

(.220)
.669

(.626)
.535

(.291)
.350

(.368)

Personal Prospective Econ.
.28

(.106)
.276

(.255)
.233

(.163)
.417

(.195)

National Prospective Econ.
-.13

(.101)
.165

(.247)
-.203

(.147)
-.136

(.198)

ITAM*negative
-.77

(.413)




N
253
62
104
87

R-squared
.25
.20
.24
.389

*Dependent Variable is the difference from the control group mean for the question that asks respondents to place themselves on a 7-point scale where “1” equals “Government should provide fewer services” and “7” equals “Government should provide more services.”

Table 25. OLS Regression on Trade Preferences* on Treatments, Ideology and Economic Insecurity for Whole Sample and by Levels of Political Sophistication

Paper: Behind the Eight Ball

Data: Student Experiments in Mexico, Canada, and the U.S.


Pooled Data
Low
Average
High

Constant
.07

(.538)
1.820

(1.237)
-.034

(.807)
-.634

(.978)

Negative
-.33

(.616)
-1.442

(1.324)
-.387

(.952)
.443

(1.133)

Positive
.97

(.678)
3.919

(2.476)
1.229

(1.017)
.006

(1.094)

Both
-.21

(.229)
-.144

(.52)
.105

(.353)
-.390

(.405)

Ideology
.20

(.083)
.079

(.198)
.154

(.134)
.278

(.136)

Ideology*Negative
.00

(.152)
.201

(.328)
.097

(.240)
-.153

(.272)

Ideology*Positive
-.24

(.159)
-.846

(.513)
-.222

(.248)
-.044

(.258)

Duke
-.37

(.201)
-.451

(.399)
-.860

(.324)
.174

(.402)

ITAM
-.13

(.207)
-.257

(.655)
.004

(.292)
.054

(.387)

Personal Prospective Econ.
-.06

(.113)
-.184

(.278)
-.062

(.165)
-.093

(.216)

National Prospective Econ.
-.16

(.107)
-.384

(.265)
-.113

(.150)
-.099

(.213)

N
247
60
100
87

R-squared
.09
.185
.175
.098

*Dependent Variable is the difference from the control group mean for the question that asks respondents to place themselves on a 7-point scale where “1” equals “Restrict Trade” and “7” equals “Increase Trade.”

Table 26. Determinants of Preferences over prioritizing jobs versus keeping inflation low

Paper: Pocketbooks, Parties and Policy

Data: British panel data, 1992-1997


Model 2

1992
Model 3

1992
Model 2

1994
Model 3

1994
Model 2

1995
Model 3

1995
Model 2

1996
Model 3

1996
Model 2

1997
Model 3

1997

Unemployed
0.25
0.36
0.95*
-0.54
-0.40
-0.70
1.32*
2.47
1.02*
0.80


(0.38)
(0.97)
(0.36)
(1.03)
(0.39)
(1.19)
(0.68)
(3.21)
(0.20)
(1.52)













Age
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01*
0.02*
0.04*
0.04*
0.01
0.02*


(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.01)
(0.01)













Gender
-0.82*
-0.79*
-0.40*
-0.40*
-0.27
-0.27
-0.25
-0.15
-0.12
-0.11


(0.22)
(0.22)
(0.19)
(0.19)
(0.21)
(0.21)
(0.33)
(0.34)
(0.21)
(0.21)













Income
0.01
0.12
0.01
0.06
-0.06*
-0.01
-0.12*
-0.17
-0.02
0.09


(0.03)
(0.08)
(0.03)
(0.07)
(0.03)
(0.07)
(0.04)
(0.12)
(0.03)
(0.08)













Union
0.32
0.27
0.50*
0.47*
0.26
0.22
0.05
-0.05
0.55*
0.50*


(0.24)
(0.25)
(0.21)
(0.21)
(0.23)
(0.23)
(0.36)
(0.37)
(0.23)
(0.23)













Private Sector 
-0.12
-0.08
0.44*
0.38
-0.30
-0.30
-0.10
-0.14
0.07
0.06

Employee
(0.30)
(0.30)
(0.24)
(0.24)
(0.25)
(0.25)
(0.44)
(0.45)
(0.29)
(0.29)













Renter
0.02
0.09
-0.21
-0.19
-0.42*
-0.39
-0.35
-0.24
0.11
0.18


(0.24)
(0.24)
(0.22)
(0.22)
(0.24)
(0.24)
(0.44)
(0.44)
(0.25)
(0.25)













Education 
-0.18*
-0.16*
-0.16*
-0.15*
-0.07
-0.07
-0.12*
-0.12
-0.10*
-0.09*


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.05)
0.05
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.07)
(0.08)
(0.05)
(0.05)













Pensioner
-0.63
-0.57
-1.34
-1.28
0.16
0.17
-0.07
0.13
-0.03
-0.04


(1.00)
(1.00)
(0.98)
(0.99)
(0.35)
(0.36)
(1.60)
(1.63)
(0.34)
(0.34)













Conservative Party ID 
-0.57*
-0.60*
-0.62*
-0.63*
-0.73*
-0.50*
-0.52*
-0.70
-0.34*
0.19


(0.12)
(0.24)
(0.12)
(0.23)
(0.13)
(0.26)
(0.24)
(0.70)
(0.12)
(0.29)













Labour Party ID 
0.21*
-0.17
0.42*
0.39*
0.19*
-0.08
-0.10
-0.40
0.35*
0.43*


(0.12)
(0.22)
(0.10)
(0.18)
(0.10)
(0.20)
(0.18)
(0.42)
(0.10)
(0.21)













Agriculture Sector
1.38*
1.30
-1.25
-1.17*
0.06
-0.10
-1.74
-2.04
0.23
0.20


(0.82)
(0.82)
(0.80)
(0.80)
(0.95)
(0.95)
(2.24)
(2.28)
(1.03)
(1.04)













Services Sector 
0.27
0.25
0.35*
0.34
0.19
0.14
0.60*
0.57*
0.44*
0.42*


(0.22)
(0.22)
(0.19)
(0.19)
(0.20)
(0.20)
(0.34)
(0.34)
(0.20)
(0.20)

Table 26, cont’d.


Model 2

1992
Model 3

1992
Model 2

1994
Model 3

1994
Model 2

1995
Model 3

1995
Model 2

1996
Model 3

1996
Model 2

1997
Model 3

1997

Retrospective 
0.09
0.09
0.07
0.07
0.07
0.07
-0.03
-0.05
0.02
-0.01

Personal Assessment
(0.10)
(0.10)
(0.10)
(0.10)
(0.11)
(0.11)
(0.18)
(0.19)
(0.11)
(0.11)













Prospective 


-0.01
-0.01
-0.22
-0.25
-0.22
-0.20
0.19
0.18

Personal  Assessment   


(0.14)
(0.14)
(0.16)
(0.16)
(0.27)
(0.28)
(0.16)
(0.16)













Retrospective National
0.10
0.08
-0.19
-0.17*
-0.58*
-0.56*
-0.46*
-0.47*
-0.25
-0.28*

Assessment
(0.15)
(0.15)
(0.13)
(0.13)
(0.15)
(0.15)
(0.27)
(0.27)
(0.16)
(0.16)













Prospective National


-0.05
-0.04
0.07
0.07
0.11
0.10



Assessment


(0.15)
(0.15)
(0.17)
(0.17)
(0.27)
(0.27)















Political Knowledge
-0.02
0.13
0.01
0.07
0.04
0.11
0.11
0.09
-0.05
0.05


(0.05)
(0.10)
(0.05)
(0.09)
(0.05)
(0.09)
(0.08)
(0.19)
(0.05)
(0.10)













Knowledge*Unemp

-0.01

0.34*

-0.10

0.02

0.13



(0.15)

(0.16)

(0.19)

(0.44)

(0.23)













Knowledge*Income

-0.02*

-0.01

-0.01

0.0002

-0.01



(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.02)

(0.01)













Conservative*Unemp

-0.88

-0.92

-0.05

-0.31

-1.12



(0.55)

(0.70)

(0.61)

(1.28)

(0.69)













Conservative*Income

0.01

0.01

-0.03

0.02

-0.05*



(0.03)

(0.03)

(0.03)

(0.06)

(0.03)













Labour*Unemp

0.32

-0.16

0.74*

-0.93

0.05



(0.38)

(0.32)

(0.34)

(0.99)

(0.48)













Labour*Income

0.07*

0.01

0.03

0.04

-0.01



(0.03)

(0.02)

(0.02)

(0.04)

(0.02)













Constant
11.76*
10.42*
9.86*
9.52*
9.50*
9.03*
9.97*
10.39*
9.04*
8.03*


(1.21)
(1.23)
(1.02)
(1.21)
(1.07)
(1.25)
(1.67)
(2.07)
(1.10)
(1.33)













R-squared
0.12
0.14
0.17
0.18
0.16
0.18
0.23
0.25
0.15
0.16

Adj R-squared
0.10
0.11
0.16
0.16
0.14
0.15
0.17
0.15
0.13
0.14

N
778
778
893
893
814
814
222
222
729
729

Note:  Numbers in cells are OLS regression coefficients.  Standard errors are in parentheses.  * p # 0.10; two-tailed.  Data are British General Election Panel Survey data.

Table 27. Determinants of Preferences over increasing taxes and spending or cutting taxes and spending

Paper: Pocketbooks, Parties, and Policy

Data: British Panel Data 1992-1997


Model 2

1992
Model 3

1992
Model 2

1994
Model 3

1994
Model 2

1995
Model 3

1995
Model 2

1996
Model 3

1996
Model 2

1997
Model 3

1997













Unemployed
-0.13
-1.40*
0.19
-0.93
0.09
1.06
0.16
-1.28
0.12
1.55


(0.32)
(0.82)
(0.29)
(0.85)
(0.32)
(0.99)
(0.62)
(2.82)
(0.39)
(1.20)













Age
0.01
0.01
0.02*
0.02*
0.01
0.01*
0.01
0.01
0.02*
0.02*


(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)













Gender
-0.28
-0.24
-0.62*
-0.63*
-0.19
-0.15
-0.50*
-0.45
-0.11
-0.11


(0.19)
(0.19)
(0.16)
(0.16)
(0.18)
(0.18)
(0.30)
(0.30)
(0.17)
(0.17)













Income
0.02
0.15*
0.005
0.004
-0.02
0.04
0.001
0.06
0.01
-0.02


(0.03)
(0.07)
(0.02)
(0.06)
(0.02)
(0.06)
(0.04)
(0.10)
(0.02)
(0.06)













Union
-0.01
-0.08
0.15
0.09
0.20
0.13
-0.27
-0.40
-0.31*
-0.32*


(0.21)
(0.21)
(0.17)
(0.17)
(0.19)
(0.19)
(0.33)
(0.33)
(0.18)
(0.18)













Private Sector 
0.21
0.22
0.04
-0.04
0.37*
0.35*
0.14
0.03
-0.27
-0.25

Employee
(0.25)
(0.25)
(0.20)
(0.20)
(0.21)
(0.21)
(0.40)
(0.39)
(0.23)
(0.23)













Renter
0.08
0.17
0.10
0.14
0.15
0.15
0.28
0.37
0.25
0.25


(0.20)
(0.21)
(0.18)
(0.18)
(0.20)
(0.20)
(0.39)
(0.39)
(0.19)
(0.20)













Education 
-0.08*
-0.06
-0.02
-0.03
0.02
0.03
-0.07
-0.13*
-0.08*
-0.08*


(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.06)
(0.07)
(0.04)
(0.04)













Pensioner
-1.15
-1.08
-1.84*
-1.76*
0.20
0.19
1.92
1.84
-0.14
-0.11


(0.84)
(0.84)
(0.81)
(0.81)
(0.30)
(0.29)
(1.60)
(1.43)
(0.27)
(0.27)













Conservative Party ID 
-0.46*
-0.21
-0.52*
-0.41*
-0.29*
0.12
-0.72*
-0.84
-0.50*
-0.44*


(0.10)
(0.20)
(0.10)
(0.19)
(0.11)
(0.22)
(0.21)
(0.62)
(0.10)
(0.23)













Labour Party ID 
0.38*
0.26
0.20*
0.06
0.23*
0.12
0.29*
0.47
0.19*
0.05


(0.10)
(0.19)
(0.08)
(0.14)
(0.09)
(0.17)
(0.16)
(0.37)
(0.08)
(0.16)













Agriculture Sector
-0.27
-0.24
-1.12
-1.15*
-0.14
-0.08
-1.87
-1.85
-0.65
-0.83


(0.70)
(0.69)
(0.68)
(0.69)
(0.79)
(0.79)
(2.02)
(2.01)
(0.82)
(0.83)













Services Sector 
0.27
0.29
-0.06
-0.10
0.15
0.14
0.44
0.45
0.15
0.14


(0.18)
(0.19)
(0.15)
(0.15)
(0.17)
(0.17)
(0.30)
(0.30)
(0.16)
(0.16)

Table 27, cont’d.


Model 2

1992
Model 3

1992
Model 2

1994
Model 3

1994
Model 2

1995
Model 3

1995
Model 2

1996
Model 3

1996
Model 2

1997
Model 3

1997

Retrospective 
0.18*
0.18*
-0.10
-0.10
-0.16*
-0.17*
0.08
0.05
-0.002
0.0003

Personal Assessment
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.09)
(0.09)
(0.16)
(0.16)
(0.09)
(0.09)













Prospective 


-0.09
-0.09
0.03
0.05
0.11
0.05
0.01
0.02

Personal  Assessment   


(0.12)
(0.12)
(0.13)
(0.13)
(0.25)
(0.24)
(0.12)
(0.12)













Retrospective National
-0.08
-0.09
-0.06
-0.05
-0.10
-0.09
-0.24
-0.20
-0.27*
-0.25*

Assessment
(0.13)
(0.13)
(0.11)
(0.11)
(0.13)
(0.13)
(0.24)
(0.24)
(0.13)
(0.13)













Prospective National


-0.04
-0.02
-0.33*
-0.30*
0.43*
0.44*



Assessment


(0.12)
(0.12)
(0.14)
(0.14)
(0.24)
(0.24)















Political Knowledge
0.003
0.09
0.09
0.09
0.04
0.11
0.09
0.17
-0.02
-0.0


(0.04)
(0.08)
(0.04)
(0.07)
(0.04)
(0.08)
(0.07)
(0.17)
(0.04)
(0.08)













Knowledge*Unemp

0.20

0.31*

0.05

0.77*

-0.11



(0.13)

(0.13)

(0.15)

(0.39)

(0.19)













Knowledge*Income

-0.02*

-0.001

-0.01

-0.01

0.001



(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.01)













Conservative*Unemp

0.29

-1.34*

-1.20*

-2.15*

-0.94*



(0.46)

(0.57)

(0.50)

(1.13)

(0.55)













Conservative*Income

-0.03

-0.01

-0.04*

0.01

-0.002



(0.02)

(0.02)

(0.02)

(0.05)

(0.02)













Labour*Unemp

0.39

-0.29

-0.59*

-1.37

-0.42



(0.32)

(0.26)

(0.28)

(0.87)

(0.38)













Labour*Income

0.02

0.03

0.03

-0.01

0.02



(0.03)

(0.02)

(0.02)

(0.04)

(0.02)













Constant
8.31*
7.16*
7.10*
7.44*
6.97*
6.21*
7.45*
8.14*
9.16*
9.35*


(1.02)
(1.23)
(0.84)
(0.99)
(0.89)
(1.04)
(1.50)
(1.82)
(0.88)
(1.05)













R-squared
0.13
0.15
0.12
0.14
0.08
0.11
0.24
0.29
0.17
0.17

Adj R-squared
0.11
0.12
0.11
0.11
0.06
0.08
0.17
0.20
0.15
0.15

N
775
775
893
893
811
811
222
222
727
727

Note:  Numbers in cells are OLS regression coefficients.  Standard errors are in parentheses.  * p # 0.10; two-tailed.  Data are British General Election Panel Survey data.

Table 28. Determinants of Preferences over nationalizing or privatizing industry

Paper: Pocketbooks, Parties and Policy

Data: British Panel Data 1992-1997


Model 2

1992
Model 3

1992
Model 2

1994
Model 3

1994
Model 2

1995
Model 3

1995
Model 2

1996
Model 3

1996











Unemployed
-0.46
-1.60*
0.19
-0.33
-0.67*
-1.26
0.62
-0.20


(0.38)
(0.98)
(0.32)
(0.94)
(0.36)
(1.11)
(0.70)
(3.26)











Age
-0.03*
-0.02*
-0.02*
-0.02*
-0.01
-0.01*
0.01
0.01


(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.02)











Gender
-0.34
-0.35
-0.31*
-0.31*
-0.42*
-0.38*
-0.50
-0.32


(0.22)
(0.22)
(0.18)
(0.18)
(0.20)
(0.20)
(0.34)
(0.35)











Income
-0.12*
-0.05
-0.05*
-0.04
-0.05*
-0.004
-0.02
-0.11


(0.03)
(0.08)
(0.02)
(0.06)
(0.03)
(0.06)
(0.04)
(0.12)











Union
-0.10
-0.09
0.23
0.22
0.02
-0.04
0.45
0.27


(0.24)
(0.25)
(0.19)
(0.19)
(0.22)
(0.22)
(0.38)
(0.38)











Private Sector 
-0.31
-0.32
-0.07
-0.10
0.25
0.19
-0.39
-0.52

Employee
(0.29)
(0.30)
(0.22)
(0.22)
(0.24)
(0.24)
(0.45)
(0.45)











Renter
0.23
0.20
0.40*
0.42*
-0.50*
-0.48*
0.72
0.84*


(0.24)
(0.24)
(0.20)
(0.20)
(0.22)
(0.22)
(0.45)
(0.46)











Education 
-0.03
-0.02
-0.07
-0.06
-0.05
-0.03
-0.12*
-0.14*


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.07)
(0.08)











Pensioner
-0.76
-0.80
0.01
0.01
-0.48
-0.59*
0.55
0.88


(0.98)
(0.99)
(0.89)
(0.89)
(0.32)
(0.33)
(1.65)
(1.65)











Conservative Party ID 
-0.67*
-0.61*
-0.66*
-0.80*
-0.83*
-0.91*
-0.94*
-2.15*


(0.12)
(0.24)
(0.11)
(0.21)
(0.12)
(0.24)
(0.25)
(0.71)











Labour Party ID 
0.57*
0.70*
0.54*
0.41*
0.21*
0.23
0.10
-0.37


(0.12)
(0.22)
(0.09)
(0.16)
(0.10)
(0.19)
(0.19)
(0.42)











Agriculture Sector
-0.43
-0.37
-0.74
-0.69
0.30
0.63
-0.02
-0.60


(0.85)
(0.85)
(0.75)
(0.76)
(0.94)
(0.94)
(2.31)
(2.32)











Services Sector 
-0.42*
-0.39*
-0.15
-0.16
0.09
0.14
-0.06
-0.09


(0.22)
(0.22)
(0.17)
(0.17)
(0.19)
(0.19)
(0.35)
(0.35)

Table 28, cont’d.


Model 2

1992
Model 3

1992
Model 2

1994
Model 3

1994
Model 2

1995
Model 3

1995
Model 2

1996
Model 3

1996

Retrospective 
0.15
0.15
0.16*
0.16*
0.17*
0.14
0.10
0.07

Personal Assessment
(0.10)
(0.10)
(0.09)
(0.09)
(0.10)
(0.10)
(0.19)
(0.19)











Prospective 


0.09
0.10
0.06
0.10
0.38
0.37

Personal  Assessment   


(0.13)
(0.13)
(0.15)
(0.15)
(0.28)
(0.28)











Retrospective National
-0.30*
-0.30*
-0.11
-0.10
-0.44*
-0.44*
-0.67*
-0.64*

Assessment
(0.15)
(0.15)
(0.12)
(0.12)
(0.14)
(0.14)
(0.28)
(0.28)











Prospective National


-0.28*
-0.27*
-0.19
-0.16
0.27
0.22

Assessment


(0.14)
(0.14)
(0.16)
(0.16)
(0.28)
(0.28)











Political Knowledge
-0.11*
-0.08
-0.04
0.01
-0.04
0.02
0.01
0.02


(0.04)
(0.10)
(0.04)
(0.08)
(0.05)
(0.09)
(0.01)
(0.19)











Knowledge*Unemp

0.25

0.10

0.30*

0.42



(0.16)

(0.15)

(0.17)

(0.45)











Knowledge*Income

-0.01

-0.01

-0.01

-0.002



(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.02)











Conservative*Unemp

-0.45

-0.62

0.10

-0.48



(0.54)

(0.63)

(0.55)

(1.30)











Conservative*Income

-0.01

0.02

0.01

0.12*



(0.03)

(0.02)

(0.03)

(0.06)











Labour*Unemp

0.12

0.06

-0.80*

-0.91



(0.38)

(0.29)

(0.32)

(1.00)











Labour*Income

-0.02

0.02

0.01

0.06



(0.03)

(0.02)

(0.02)

(0.04)











Constant
9.78*
9.25*
9.09*
8.96*
8.49*
7.94*
9.05*
10.29*


(1.20)
(1.45)
(0.92)
(1.10)
(0.99)
(1.16)
(1.72)
(2.10)











R-squared
0.27
0.27
0.28
0.28
0.23
0.25
0.34
0.37

Adj R-squared
0.25
0.25
0.27
0.26
0.22
0.23
0.28
0.29

N
764
764
883
883
812
812
221
221

Note:  Numbers in cells are OLS regression coefficients.  Standard errors are in parentheses.  * p # 0.10; two-tailed.  Data are British General Election Panel Survey data.

Table 29. Determinants of Preferences regarding Government efforts to equalize incomes

Paper: Pocketbooks, Parties, and Policy

Data: British Panel Data, 1992-1997


Model 2

1992
Model 3

1992
Model 2

1995
Model 3

1995
Model 2

1996
Model 3

1996
Model 2

1997
Model 3

1997











Unemployed
-0.52
-2.03*
0.51
-0.43
2.14*
-0.50
0.16
-0.29


(0.39)
(0.99)
(0.36)
(1.11)
(0.75)
(3.51)
(0.45)
(1.39)











Age
-0.01*
-0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01*


(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.01)
(0.01)











Gender
-0.25
-0.23
-0.01
0.01
-0.44
-0.42
-0.23
-0.20


(0.23)
(0.23)
(0.20)
(0.20)
(0.36)
(0.37)
(0.19)
(0.19)











Income
-0.13*
-0.08
-0.09*
-0.07
-0.12*
-0.03
-0.13*
-0.27*


(0.03)
(0.08)
(0.03)
(0.06)
(0.05)
(0.13)
(0.03)
(0.07)











Union
0.86*
0.81*
0.29
0.22
-0.06
-0.15
0.30
0.25


(0.25)
(0.25)
(0.22)
(0.22)
(0.40)
(0.41)
(0.21)
(0.21)











Private Sector 
-0.28
-0.30
0.50*
0.45*
0.85*
0.80*
-0.22
-0.28

Employee
(0.30)
(0.30)
(0.24)
(0.24)
(0.49)
(0.49)
(0.26)
(0.26)











Renter
0.45*
0.45*
-0.13
-0.09
-0.33
-0.26
0.17
0.18


(0.24)
(0.25)
(0.22)
(0.22)
(0.48)
(0.49)
(0.22)
(0.23)











Education 
-0.19*
-0.17*
-0.13*
-0.13*
-0.18*
-0.19*
-0.10*
-0.11*


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.04)
(0.04)











Pensioner
-0.38
-0.40
-0.43
-0.47
0.11
-0.04
-0.02
-0.004


(1.01)
(1.01)
(0.33)
(0.33)
(1.76)
(1.78)
(0.31)
(0.31)











Conservative Party ID 
-0.76*
-0.71*
-0.93*
-0.67*
-1.08*
-1.23
-0.91*
-0.82*


(0.12)
(0.24)
(0.12)
(0.24)
(0.26)
(0.77)
(0.11)
(0.27)











Labour Party ID 
0.46*
0.27
0.35*
0.26
0.08
0.41
0.42*
-0.05


(0.12)
(0.22)
(0.10)
(0.19)
(0.20)
(0.46)
(0.09)
(0.19)











Agriculture Sector
0.91
0.94
0.91
1.03
0.17
0.30
0.54
0.33


(0.83)
(0.83)
(0.88)
(0.88)
(2.47)
(2.50)
(0.95)
(0.95)











Services Sector 
0.32
0.31
0.16
0.15
0.10
0.12
0.29
0.25


(0.22)
(0.22)
(0.19)
(0.19)
(0.37)
(0.37)
(0.18)
(0.18)

Table 29, cont’d.


Model 2

1992
Model 3

1992
Model 2

1995
Model 3

1995
Model 2

1996
Model 3

1996
Model 2

1997
Model 3

1997

Retrospective 
0.38*
0.38*
0.21*
0.20*
-0.03
-0.10
0.16
0.20*

Personal Assessment
(0.10)
(0.10)
(0.10)
(0.10)
(0.20)
(0.21)
(0.10)
(0.10)











Prospective 


-0.01
0.002
0.18
0.12
0.09
0.09

Personal  Assessment   


(0.14)
(0.15)
(0.30)
(0.30)
(0.14)
(0.14)











Retrospective National
-0.04
-0.05
-0.26*
-0.26*
-0.63*
-0.67*
-0.35*
-0.34*

Assessment
(0.15)
0.15
(0.14)
(0.14)
(0.30)
(0.30)
(0.15)
(0.15)











Prospective National


-0.15
-0.12
-0.03
-0.04



Assessment


(0.16)
(0.16)
(0.29)
(0.30)













Political Knowledge
-0.12*
-0.09
-0.14*
-0.14
-0.10
-0.001
-0.06
-0.20*


(0.05)
(0.10)
(0.05)
(0.09)
(0.08)
(0.21)
(0.05)
(0.09)











Knowledge*Unemp

0.31*

0.24

0.42

0.005



(0.16)

(0.17)

(0.48)

(0.21)











Knowledge*Income

-0.01

-0.002

-0.01

0.02*



(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.02)

(0.01)











Conservative*Unemp

-0.76

-0.12

1.12

-0.01



(0.58)

(0.56)

(1.40)

(0.63)











Conservative*Income

-0.001

-0.03

0.01

-0.004



(0.03)

(0.03)

(0.07)

(0.02)











Labour*Unemp

0.30

-0.18

-0.17

0.42



(0.38)

(0.32)

(1.08)

(0.44)











Labour*Income

0.03

0.02

-0.03

0.06*



(0.03)

(0.02)

(0.05)

(0.02)











Constant
11.72*
11.27*
10.15*
9.97*
11.70*
11.38*
10.09*
11.35*


(1.22)
(1.47)
(0.99)
1.16
(1.84)
(2.26)
(1.01)
(1.21)











R-squared
0.32
0.33
0.34
0.35
0.42
0.44
0.42
0.43

Adj R-squared
0.31
0.31
0.33
0.33
0.37
0.37
0.41
0.41

N
774
774
814
814
222
222
727
727

Note:  Numbers in cells are OLS regression coefficients.  Standard errors are in parentheses.  * p # 0.10; two-tailed.  Data are British General Election Panel Survey data.

Table 30. Determinants of Preferences regarding private enterprise as the best solution to macroeconomic problems

Paper: Pocketbooks, Parties, and Policy

Data: British Panel Data 1992-1997


Model 2

1992
Model 3

1992
Model 2

1994
Model 3

1994
Model 2

1995
Model 3

1995
Model 2

1996
Model 3

1996
Model 2

1997
Model 3

1997

Unemployed
-0.04
-0.03
0.15
0.37
0.07
0.05
0.01
1.42
-0.15
-0.27


(0.09)
(0.24)
(0.13)
(0.37)
(0.13)
(0.39)
(0.27)
(1.27)
(0.16)
(0.45)













Age
-0.01*
-0.01*
-0.005*
-0.005*
-0.005*
-0.003
0.002
0.004
-0.01*
-0.01*


(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.00)
(0.00)













Gender
-0.19*
-0.18*
-0.12
-0.12*
-0.15*
-0.13*
-0.05
0.02
-0.25*
-0.24*


(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.13)
(0.14)
(0.07)
(0.07)













Income
-0.02*
-0.004
0.00
0.01
-0.01
-0.01
0.001
-0.04
-0.02*
0.01


(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.05)
(0.01)
(0.03)













Union
0.25*
0.22*
0.14*
0.12
0.29*
0.27*
0.14
0.10
0.19*
0.16*


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.14)
(0.15)
(0.08)
(0.08)













Private Sector 
-0.08
-0.08
-0.10
-0.12
-0.03
-0.04
0.12
0.10
-0.09
-0.10

Employee
(0.07)
0.07
(0.09)
(0.09)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.18)
(0.18)
(0.09)
(0.09)













Renter
0.15*
0.17*
0.08
0.11
0.14*
0.15*
-0.03
0.01
0.23*
0.24*


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.18)
(0.18)
(0.08)
(0.08)













Education 
-0.01
-0.01
-0.02
-0.01
-0.02
-0.02
-0.05*
-0.04
-0.03*
-0.03*


(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.03)
(0.03)
(0.02)
(0.02)













Pensioner
0.23
0.24
0.63*
0.63*
-0.14
-0.16
-0.31
-0.13
0.10
0.08


(0.26)
(0.26)
(0.35)
(0.35)
(0.11)
(0.12)
(0.64)
(0.64)
(0.11)
(0.11)













Conservative Party ID 
-0.20*
-0.19*
-0.31*
-0.40*
-0.32*
-0.42*
-0.42*
-0.98*
-0.24*
-0.27*


(0.03)
(0.06)
(0.04)
(0.08)
(0.10)
(0.08)
(0.10)
(0.28)
(0.04)
(0.10)













Labour Party ID 
0.22*
0.15*
0.16*
0.005
0.10*
0.01
0.14*
-0.14
0.15*
0.04


(0.03)
(0.05)
(0.03)
(0.06)
(0.03)
(0.06)
(0.07)
(0.16)
(0.03)
(0.07)













Agriculture Sector
-0.26
-0.28
0.11
0.07
-0.02
0.02
-0.18
-0.43
-0.40
-0.39


(0.23)
(0.23)
(0.29)
(0.29)
(0.31)
(0.31)
(0.90)
(0.90)
(0.34)
(0.34)













Services Sector 
-0.02
-0.03
0.05
0.04
0.02
0.03
-0.01
-0.04
-0.11*
-0.11*


(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.14)
(0.13)
(0.07)
(0.07)

Table 30, cont’d.


Model 2

1992
Model 3

1992
Model 2

1994
Model 3

1994
Model 2

1995
Model 3

1995
Model 2

1996
Model 3

1996
Model 2

1997
Model 3

1997

Retrospective 
0.10*
0.09*
0.03
0.03
0.001
-0.004
-0.001
-0.01
-0.06
-0.06*

Personal Assessment
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.04)
(0.04)













Prospective 


0.04
0.05
-0.04
-0.03
0.01
0.03
0.08
0.06

Personal  Assessment   


(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.11)
(0.11)
(0.05)
(0.05)













Retrospective National
-0.13*
-0.13*
-0.10*
-0.10*
-0.24*
-0.24*
-0.05
-0.05
-0.23*
-0.24*

Assessment
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.11)
(0.11)
(0.05)
(0.05)













Prospective National


-0.08
-0.06
-0.05
-0.05
-0.24*
-0.26*



Assessment


(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.06)
(0.11)
(0.11)















Political Knowledge
-0.02*
-0.001
-0.01
0.03
0.001
0.03
-0.04
-0.01
0.02
0.07*


(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.05)
(0.03)
(0.02)
(0.03)
(0.03)
(0.08)
(0.02)
(0.03)













Knowledge*Unemp

0.04

-0.01

0.04

-0.18

0.02



(0.04)

(0.06)

(0.06)

(0.17)

(0.07)













Knowledge*Income

-0.004

-0.01

-0.004

-0.002

-0.01*



(0.00)

(0.00)

(0.00)

(0.01)

(0.00)













Conservative*Unemp

-0.19

-0.27

-0.08

0.11

-0.16



(0.13)

(0.25)

(0.20)

(0.51)

(0.23)













Conservative*Income

0.001

0.01

0.01*

0.06*

0.004



(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.03)

(0.01)













Labour*Unemp

-0.12

-0.10

-0.12

-0.37

0.07



(0.09)

(0.11)

(0.11)

(0.39)

(0.16)













Labour*Income

0.02*

0.03*

0.02*

0.03*

0.01*



(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.02)

(0.01)













Constant
3.61*
3.42*
3.63*
3.53*
3.69*
3.58*
3.93*
4.02*
4.34*
4.12*


(0.28)
(0.33)
(0.37)
(0.43)
(0.34)
(0.41)
(0.67)
(0.83)
(0.36)
(0.36)













R-squared
0.28
0.29
0.24
0.25
0.31
0.31
0.35
0.38
0.32
0.34

Adj R-squared
0.28
0.28
0.22
0.23
0.29
0.29
0.29
0.30
0.31
0.31

N
1469
1469
887
887
810
810
219
219
724
724

Note:  Numbers in cells are OLS regression coefficients.  Standard errors are in parentheses.  * p # 0.10; two-tailed.  Data are British General Election Panel Survey data.

Table 31. Determinants of Opinions about government responsibility for providing jobs for all

Paper: Pocketbooks, Parties and Policy

Data: British Panel Data 1992-1997


Model 2

1992
Model 3

1992
Model 2

1994
Model 3

1994
Model 2

1995
Model 3

1995
Model 2

1996
Model 3

1996
Model 2

1997
Model 3

1997













Unemployed
-0.02
0.22
0.22*
0.27
0.27*
0.24
0.02
3.17*
-0.02
-0.79


(0.10)
(0.26)
(0.14)
(0.39)
(0.14)
(0.42)
(0.31)
(1.42)
(0.18)
(0.52)













Age
-0.004*
-0.003*
-0.002
-0.002
0.004
0.005*
-0.003
-0.001
0.002
0.003


(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.00)
(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.00)
(0.00)













Gender
-0.12*
-0.11*
-0.16*
-0.16*
-0.09
-0.08
-0.07
-0.01
-0.03
-0.02


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.15)
(0.15)
(0.08)
(0.08)













Income
-0.04*
-0.002
-0.02*
-0.05*
-0.01
0.01
-0.01
0.03
-0.03*
-0.03*


(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.01)
(0.03)
(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.05)
(0.01)
(0.03)













Union
0.08
0.07
0.03
0.02
0.05
0.04
0.10
0.06
0.08
0.07


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.17)
(0.17)
(0.09)
(0.09)













Private Sector 
0.03
0.03
0.06
0.06
0.20*
0.20*
0.29
0.27
0.07
0.06

Employee
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.09)
(0.09)
(0.09)
(0.09)
(0.20)
(0.20)
(0.11)
(0.11)













Renter
0.14*
0.15*
0.15*
0.15*
0.10
0.10
0.11
0.18
0.09
0.09


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.20)
(0.20)
(0.09)
(0.09)













Education 
-0.05*
-0.04*
-0.06*
-0.06*
-0.05*
-0.05*
-0.07*
-0.04
-0.03*
-0.03


(0.01)
(0.01)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.02)
(0.03)
(0.03)
(0.02)
(0.02)













Pensioner
-0.60*
-0.60*
-0.02
-0.02
-0.08
-0.08
0.10
0.19
-0.12
-0.13


(0.27)
(0.27)
(0.37)
(0.37)
(0.12)
(0.12)
(0.73)
(0.72)
(0.12)
(0.13)













Conservative Party ID 
-0.23*
-0.19*
-0.17*
-0.18*
-0.31*
-0.29*
-0.24*
-0.82*
-0.19*
-0.22*


(0.03)
(0.06)
(0.05)
(0.09)
(0.05)
(0.09)
(0.11)
(0.31)
(0.05)
(0.11)













Labour Party ID 
0.18*
0.22*
0.19*
0.13*
0.12*
0.09
0.24*
0.08
0.17*
0.11


(0.03)
(0.06)
(0.04)
(0.07)
(0.04)
(0.07)
(0.08)
(0.18)
(0.04)
(0.08)













Agriculture Sector
-0.21
-0.23
-0.02
-0.04
0.45
0.46
0.58
0.46
-0.37
-0.29


(0.25)
(0.25)
(0.30)
(0.31)
(0.33)
(0.33)
(1.02)
(1.01)
(0.39)
(0.39)













Services Sector 
0.02
0.01
0.12*
0.11
0.13*
0.13
0.23
0.20
0.16*
0.16*


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.07)
(0.15)
(0.15)
(0.08)
(0.08)

Table 31, cont’d.


Model 2

1992
Model 3

1992
Model 2

1994
Model 3

1994
Model 2

1995
Model 3

1995
Model 2

1996
Model 3

1996


Model 2

1997
Model 3

1997

Retrospective 
0.05*
0.05*
-0.04
-0.04
0.04
0.04
-0.02
-0.06
0.03
0.03

Personal Assessment
(0.03)
(0.03)
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.08)
(0.08)
(0.04)
(0.04)













Prospective 


0.03
0.03
-0.02
-0.02
0.19
0.21*
-0.03
-0.04

Personal  Assessment   


(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.06)
(0.12)
(0.12)
(0.06)
(0.06)













Retrospective National
-0.09*
-0.08*
-0.10*
-0.10*
-0.06
-0.06
-0.07
-0.09
-0.17*
-0.18*

Assessment
(0.04)
(0.04)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.05)
(0.12)
(0.12)
(0.06)
(0.06)













Prospective National


-0.11*
-0.10*
-0.03
-0.03
0.01
-0.01



Assessment


(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.06)
(0.12)
(0.12)















Political Knowledge
-0.06*
-0.02
-0.05*
-0.07*
-0.05
-0.02
-0.03
0.15*
-0.06
-0.06


(0.01)
(0.03)
(0.02)
(0.03)
(0.02)
(0.03)
(0.03)
(0.08)
(0.02)
(0.04)













Knowledge*Unemp

0.002

0.02

0.01

-0.41*

0.12



(0.04)

(0.06)

(0.07)

(0.20)

(0.08)













Knowledge*Income

-0.01*

0.003

-0.004

-0.02*

-0.001



(0.00)

(0.003)

(0.00)

(0.01)

(0.00)













Conservative*Unemp

-0.03

-0.03

-0.11

0.20

0.10



(0.14)

(0.27)

(0.21)

(0.57)

(0.26)













Conservative*Income

-0.004

0.002

-0.002

0.06*

0.004



(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.03)

(0.01)













Labour*Unemp

-0.22*

-0.13

0.01

-0.85*

0.10



(0.09)

(0.12)

(0.12)

(0.44)

(0.18)













Labour*Income

0.0003

0.01

0.01

0.02

0.01



(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.01)

(0.02)

(0.01)













Constant
4.81*
4.47*
4.96*
5.22*
4.19*
3.97*
4.38*
3.47*
3.98*
4.02*


(0.29)
(0.35)
(0.39)
(0.46)
(0.37)
(0.44)
(0.77)
(0.93)
(0.41)
(0.50)

R-squared
0.29
0.29
0.25
0.25
0.27
0.27
0.29
0.34
0.28
0.28

Adj R-squared
0.28
0.28
0.23
0.23
0.25
0.25
0.22
0.25
0.26
0.26

N
1470
1470
885
885
810
810
219
219
726
726

Note:  Numbers in cells are OLS regression coefficients.  Standard errors are in parentheses.  * p # 0.10; two-tailed.  Data are British General Election Panel Survey data.

Table 32: Feelings Toward Nafta

Paper: Globalization, Globalizacion, Globalisation

Data: World Values 1995 for U.S. and Mexico, 1997 CNES for Canada

* indicates significant at P>0.10 level.

Variable
Canada
Mexico
United States

Constant
2.601*

(0.302)
2.133*

(0.229)
2.878*

(0.296)

Economic Concerns

Education

0.003

(0.016)
0.003

(0.007)
0.017*

(0.009)

Unemployed status
-0.115

(0.112)
-0.018

(0.065)
-0.144*

(0.061)

Concern about Job Security
-0.061*

(0.027)
0.168*

(0.066)
-0.020

(0.067)

Income
0.033*

(0.011)
0.012

(0.016)
-0.019

(0.014)

Financial Satisfaction
0.054*

(0.028)
0.023*

(0.014)
-0.001

(0.013)

Industrial/Manual Workers
0.019

(0.075)
0.023

(0.072)
-0.163*

(0.066)

Farmers
-0.370*

(0.075)
-0.255*

(0.132)
-0.407*

(0.223)

Agricultural Workers


0.152

(0.233)


Group Affinity / Policy Stance

Union Member
-0.213*

(0.062)
0.178*

(0.068)
-0.071

(0.069)

Protect the Environment
-0.069

(0.039)
0.025

(0.063)
0.098*

(0.059)

Nationalism
-0.001

(0.002)
-0.006

(0.052)
-0.134*

(0.065)

Respect Authority
0.101*

(0.043)
0.093*

(0.050)
-0.017

(0.057)

Government Responsibility
-0.257*

(0.069)
0.012

(0.011)
-0.013

(0.011)

Feeling toward Immigrants

0.076*

(0.048)
-0.158*

(0.038)
-0.152*

(0.044)

Regions

North Mexico

-0.163*

(0.067)


Table 32 Continued











Atlantic States


-0.083

(0.105)

Central States


0.034

(0.099)

Northwest States


-0.332*

(0.169)

California


-0.269*

(0.138)

Rocky Mountain States


-0.062

(0.205)

PEI
-0.109

(0.219)



Nova Scotia
0.243

(0.208)



New Brunswick
0.153

(0.190)



Quebec
0.314

(0.128)



Ontario
0.115

(0.127)



Manitoba
-0.150

(0.178)



Saskatchewan
0.174

(0.183)



Alberta
0.268

(0.137)



British Columbia
0.099

(0.137)



Adjusted R2
0.107
0.036
0.060

N
698
957
721

Table 33: Substantive Effects of Feelings Towards NAFTA

Paper: Globalization, Globalizacion, Globalisation

Data: World Values 1995 for U.S. and Mexico, 1997 CNES for Canada
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Table 34. Regression on Guaranteed Jobs and Standard of Living

Data: US NES 1992-2000


1992
1996
2000-face to face
2000-phone
2000-combined

Age
-.01

(.003)
.002

(.003)
-.001

(.006)
.001

(.004)
.003

(.003)

Education
-.008

(.031)
-.009

(.035)
-.117

(.068)
-.013

(.040)
-.072

(.038)

Unemployed
.366

(.21)
.251

(.324)
-.097

(.492)
.769

(.279)
.327

(.264)

Government Employee
.153

(.122)
.026

(.12)
.334

(.229)
.063

(.158)
.151

(.132)

Income
-.03

(.009)
.002

(.129)
.012

(.027)
.013

(.139)
.002

(.015)

Home Owner
-.065

(.097)
-.102

(.129)
-.755

(.208)
-.012

(.139)
-.306

(.119)

Gender
.111

(.092)
.112

(.103)
.232

(.175)
.071

(.108)
.092

(.098)

Race
.213

(.169)
.605

(.19)
-.01

(.006)
-.008

(.004)
-.008

(.003)

Union
-.116

(.121)
.002

(.129)
-.089

(.228)
-.359

(.158)
-.222

(.133)

Farmer
-.062

(.266)
.353

(.379)
.474

(.839)
-.255

(.412)
-.266

(.431)

Service
-.192

(.111)
.087

(.125)
-.381

(.217)
-.189

(.126)
-.351

(.118)

Manufacturing
.078

(.13)
.188

(.15)
.256

(.271)
-.189

(.183)
-.142

(.158)

Personal Retrospective
-.217

(.055)
-.057

(.066)
-.123

(.133)
.039

(.083)
-.050

(.075)

Personal Prospective
-.036

(.074)
-.097

(.085)
-.161

(.152)
-.023

(.096)
-.070

(.086)

National Retrospective
-.089

(.082)
-.123

(.075)
.001

(.125)
-.033

(.078)
.058

(.069)

National Prospective
.008

(.065)
.076

(.056)
-.101

(.131)
-.006

(.083)
-.093

(.074)

Worry
.098

(.104)
.115

(.089)
-.008

(.258)
.233

(.139)
.128

(.137)

Ideology
-.158

(.036)
-.215

(.044)
-.017

(.058)
-.064

(.044)
-.057

(.034)

Party Identification
-.115

(.026)
-.154

(.03)
-.135

(.051)
-.123

(.033)
-.140

(.029)

Feeling Environmentalists
.002

(.002)
.007

(.003)
.010

(.005)
.003

(.003)
.006

(.003)

Feeling Business
-.006

(.002)
-.005

(.003)
-.010

(.004)
-.006

(.003)
-.006

(.003)

Feeling Union
.009

(.002)
.009

(.003)
.005

(.004)
-.002

(.002)
.001

(.002)

Feeling Blacks
.005

(.003)
.002

(.004)
-.003

(.006)
-.005

(.004)
-.006

(.003)

Feeling Hispanic
.003

(.002)
-.003

(.004)
-.006

(.006)
.003

(.004)
.002

(.003)

Levels Immigration
-.003

(.044)
-.091

(.052)
-.183

(.082)
.089

(.052)
-.029

(.046)

Constant
3.58

(.333)
2.80

(.382)
5.06

(.667)
.124

(.438)
3.56

(.384)

R-Squared
.225
.250
.188
.302
.191

N
1317
1001
404
234
659

Table 35. Regression on Services and Spending

Data: US NES 1996-2000


1992
1996
2000-face to face
2000-phone
2000-combined

Age
-.008

(.003)
-.000

(.003)
-.002

(.005)
-.004

(.004)
.000

(.003)

Education
-.091

(.027)
-.06

(.03)
-.1

(.059)
-.097

(.039)
-.099

(.032)

Unemployed
-.245

(.178)
-.014

(.282)
1.01

(.402)
.209

(.267)
.518

(.215)

Government Employee
.106

(.107)
.284

(.101)
.079

(.196)
.215

(.141)
.269

(.108)

Income
-.017

(.008)
-.005

(.003)
-.02

(.023)
.009

(.014)
.004

(.012)

Home Owner
.003

(.085)
-.201

(.093)
-.342

(.178)
.123

(.127)
-.109

(.098)

Gender
.257

(.08)
.061

(.087)
.461

(.151)
.073

(.101)
.171

(.082)

Race
.291

(.151)
.382

(.165)
-.002

(.006)
-.003

(.005)
-.002

(.003)

Union
-.215

(.106)
-.044

(.109)
.012

(.195)
-.138

(.157)
-.106

(.112)

Farmer
-.038

(.228)
-.676

(.338)
-.055

(.709)
-.946

(.54)
-.296

(.403)

Service
-.033

(.097)
-.029

(.106)
-.113

(.188)
-.133

(.118)
-.145

(.099)

Manufacturing
-.122

(.116)
.015

(.128)
-.198

(.233)
-.006

(.164)
-.078

(.129)

Personal Retrospective
-.101

(.049)
.067

(.056)
.184

(.114)
-.017

(.077)
.055

(.062)

Personal Prospective
.063

(.064)
-.036

(.073)
-.1

(.132)
.018

(.089)
-.008

(.072)

National Retrospective
-.184

(.071)
.017

(.064)
.071

(.109)
.039

(.077)
.046

(.06)

National Prospective
-.014

(.057)
.051

(.047)
.04

(.114)
.146

(.08)
.043

(.062)

Worry
-.003

(.091)
-.026

(.074)
-.215

(.222)
.181

(.13)
.076

(.113)

Ideology
-.181

(.032)
-.137

(.037)
-.048

(.049)
-.155

(.036)
-.112

(.028)

Party Identification
-.107

(.022)
-.138

(.025)
-.201

(.044)
-.047

(.031)
-.081

(.024)

Feeling Environmentalists
.009

(.002)
.012

(.002)
.003

(.004)
.007

(.003)
.005

(.002)

Feeling Business
-.004

(.002)
-.004

(.002)
-.006

(.004)
-.004

(.003)
-.005

(.002)

Feeling Union
.007

(.002)
.008

(.002)
.01

(.004)
.007

(.003)
.007

(.002)

Feeling Blacks
-.004

(.002)
.002

(.003)
.002

(.005)
-.009

(.003)
-.003

(.003)

Feeling Hispanic
-.002

(.002)
-.001

(.003)
.002

(.005)
.005

(.004)
.001

(.003)

Levels Immigration
.007

(.039)
.000

(.044)
.035

(.07)
.086

(.049)
.054

(.038)

Constant
3.98

(.294)
3.18

(.322)
4.49

(.589)
.502

(.438)
3.37

(.329)

R-Squared
.265
.315
.312
.41
.271

N
1287
982
387
246
632

Table 36. Regression on Imports/Exports Question

Data: US NES 1996-2000


1992
1996
2000-standard
2000-experiment
2000-combined

Age
-.000

(.003)
.001

(.004)
.017

(.008)
.019

(.005)
.015

(.004)

Education
-.21

(.031)
-.169

(.041)
-.197

(.080)
-.135

(.062)
-.159

(.047)

Unemployed
-.011

(.218)
.377

(.399)
.024

(.498)
.4

(.445)
.302

(.308)

Government Employee
-.064

(.116)
.313

(.137)
-.342

(.288)
-.201

(.215)
-.183

(.165)

Income
.000

(.009)
-.009

(.004)
.002

(.029)
.013

(.024)
.009

(.018)

Home Owner
.151

(.096)
.206

(.131)
.456

(.266)
-.120

(.192)
.116

(.148)

Gender
.194

(.09)
.407

(.119)
.516

(.220)
.343

(.159)
.312

(.121)

Race
.055

(.176)
.391

(.239)
-.019

(.010)
.006

(.006)
.000

(.004)

Union
.11

(.121)
-.082

(.149)
-.221

(.266)
.274

(.223)
.107

(.162)

Farmer
-.408

(.247)
.134

(.396)
-
-.755

(.924)
-.678

(.800)

Service
.059

(.113)
-.162

(.148)
.559

(.28)
.039

(.178)
.232

(.142)

Manufacturing
.195

(.134)
.17

(.175)
.723

(.313)
.118

(.25)
.306

(.184)

Personal Retrospective
-.052

(.056)
-.029

(.074)
.027

(.173)
-.082

(.123)
-.045

(.095)

Personal Prospective
.089

(.073)
.049

(.100)
.161

(.189)
-.040

(.134)
-.044

(.102)

National Retrospective
-.149

(.079)
-.325

(.087)
-.139

(.16)
.063

(.107)
.013

(.084)

National Prospective
-.028

(.065)
-.038

(.064)
-.113

(.169)
-.045

(.111)
-.092

(.089)

Worry
.002

(.103)
.015

(.101)
-.036

(.293)
-.400

(.211)
.229

(.163)

Ideology
-.017

(.036)
.129

(.052)
-.148

(.078)
.022

(.051)
-.031

(.040)

Party Identification
-.016

(.026)
-.069

(.035)
.108

(.066)
.017

(.044)
.026

(.034)

Feeling Environmentalists
.005

(.002)
-.001

(.003)
-.003

(.006)
.001

(.004)
-.001

(.003)

Feeling Business
.003

(.002)
-.005

(.003)
-.008

(.006)
-.002

(.004)
-.002

(.003)

Feeling Union
.006

(.002)
.006

(.002)
-.002

(.005)
.008

(.004)
.003

(.003)

Feeling Blacks
.000

(.003)
.000

(.005)
-.000

(.008)
.002

(.005)
.004

(.004)

Feeling Hispanic
.000

(.002)
.001

(.004)
.008

(.008)
-.002

(.006)
.002

(.004)

Levels Immigration
.217

(.044)
.244

(.057)
.240

(.099)
.221

(.074)
.232

(.056)

Constant
.062

(.326)
.292

(.442)
.254

(.924)
-1.51

(.615)
-.992

(.483)

R-Squared
.136
.165
.186
.129
.116

N
1096
656
217
343
561

Table 37. Regression on Imports Questions using Aggregated Data by State

Data: US NES and State Level Data 1992-2000


1992
1996
2000

% Union Members
.004

(.002)
-.006

(.004)
.014

(.006)

% Unemployed
.025

(.010)
.075

(.029)
-.072

(.038)

% of Manufacturing Workers
.008

(.002)
.009

(.007)
-.030

(.013)

% of Service Workers
.003

(.005)
.012

(.009)
-.027

(.014)

Poverty Rate
-.014

(.006)
-.015

(.009)
.017

(.016)

Total Immigration
.0000001

(.0000002)
-.0000003

(.0000007)
.000001

(.000001)

Exports
-.0000008

(.000001)
-.000003

(.000002)
-.000003

(.000002)

Job Loss
***
.000012

(.0000)
.000006

(.000003)

Median Income
-.00002

(.000)
.000

(.000)
-.000007

(.000008)

PID
-.012

(.023)
-.164

(.049)
.004

(.074)

Ideology
-.012

(.015)
.24

(.061)
.061

(.061)

Constant
1.06

(.211)
-.110

(.421)
1.87

(.863)

R-Squared
.753
.733
.487

N
32
29
28

Data:


While we looked at survey evidence on people’s opinions towards trade at the micro-level, we thought that it would be interesting to see whether aggregate state level factors influenced opinion on trade for individuals in the respective state.  We thus created a data set where the observations are states.  We collapsed the mean of trade, services, jobs, party id, and ideology variables by state for each year.  We combined state level economic variables with this data.  The number of observations varies for each year, depending on whether there were enough responses per state in the NES study.  We only included states for which there were at least 20 respondents.

Description of Variables:


The trade variable is the NES question.  The  party id and ideology variables are also from the NES.  We also include the following state level variables for each year: the percentage of union members; the unemployment rate; the percentage of workers who work in the manufacturing industry; the percentage of workers who work in the service industry; the poverty rate, the total number of immigrants admitted; the total number of exports; the total number of jobs lost since Nafta started; and the median income.
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� The World Values asks respondents at what age they did or will finish their full-time schooling.  We excluded any respondents answering over 30 years of age so as to not bias the variable.


� In Mexico, there is a difference between farmers (owners) and agricultural workers, so we separated the two occupations.  There was no difference in the other two countries, so we report the disaggregated results for Mexico only.


� In Canada, this question asked if Canada should admit more immigrants.  The variable is coded 1 for more, 0 for the same, and –1 for fewer.  In Mexico and the United States, this question asked about allowing immigrants to work in the country, ranging from 1 to 4, with 4 being the most conservative.


� For a description of the sources of the variables, see the appendix.  There is no estimate for the job loss variable in 1992.
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Figure 2.  Preference over Government Trade Policy:
Restrict Trade (1) -- Increase Trade (7): 
(pooled dataset)
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Figure X.  Personal Financial Situation:  
Much Better (1) -- Much Worse (5)  
(pooled dataset)
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Figure X.  National Economic Situation:  
Much Better (1) -- Much Worse (5):  
(pooled dataset)
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Figure 4.  Role of Government:
Provide Job & Living (1) -- Get Ahead on Own (7):  
(pooled dataset)
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Figure 3.  Government Provision of Services:
Fewer (1) -- More (7):  
(pooled dataset)
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(pooled dataset)
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Figure X.  Personal Financial Situation:  
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(pooled dataset)
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Figure 3.  Government Provision of Services:
Fewer (1) -- More (7):  
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		pronat		-0.1		2.82		2.82		1		5

		mexneg		-0.82		0.06		0.06		0		1

				1.5892

		I.  (with interaction)								II.  (without interaction)

				neg 0		neg 1						neg 0		neg 1

		ideo 1		1.0		2.5				ideo 1		1.1636		1.9236

		ideo 4		-0.0		0.6				ideo 4		-0.0364		0.7236

		ideo 7		-1.0		-1.2				ideo 7		-1.2364		-0.4764
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diffc35

		

		. reg diffc35 neg pos negpos ideo1_7 ideo7neg ideo7pos duke mexico proindiv pro

		> nat

		Source |       SS       df       MS                  Number of obs =     251

		---------+------------------------------               F( 10,   240) =    5.48

		Model |  91.2491176    10  9.12491176               Prob > F      =  0.0000

		Residual |  399.382322   240  1.66409301               R-squared     =  0.1860

		---------+------------------------------               Adj R-squared =  0.1521

		Total |  490.631439   250  1.96252576               Root MSE      =    1.29

		------------------------------------------------------------------------------																I.  (with interaction)										for graph:

		diffc35 |      Coef.   Std. Err.       t     P>|t|       [95% Conf. Interval]		Coef		x		Mean		min		max		control group - actual for diffc35						neg 0		neg 1		pos 1 (with int)		pos 1 (w/o)				control		negative		positive		actual control

		constant		-0.31														ideo 1		-0.83		-1.40		-1.20		-1.38		strong left		-0.62		-1.40		-1.38		-1.09

		neg		-1.02		0		0.24		0		1						ideo 2		-0.49		-0.87		-0.73		-1.09		left		-0.33		-0.87		-1.09		-0.62

		pos		-0.76		1		0.24		0		1						ideo 3		-0.16		-0.34		-0.26		-0.80		weak left		-0.04		-0.34		-0.80		0.21

		negpos		-0.22		0		0.28		0		1						ideo 4		0.17		0.19		0.21		-0.51		center		0.25		0.19		-0.51		0.32

		ideo1_7		0.29		1		3.87		1		7						ideo 5		0.51		0.72		0.68		-0.22		weak right		0.54		0.72		-0.22		0.22

		ideo7neg		0.24														ideo 6		0.84		1.25		1.15		0.07		right		0.83		1.25		0.07		1.08

		ideo7pos		0														ideo 7		1.17		1.78		1.62		0.36		strong right		1.12		1.78		0.36		2.47

		duke		-0.29		0.31		0.31		0		1

		mexico		-0.34		0.28		0.28		0		1

		proindiv		-0.2		2.52		2.52		1		5

		pronat		0.03		2.82		2.82		1		5

		y=		-1.3845





diffc45 graph
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		ideo 6		ideo 6
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diffc45

		

		. reg diffc45 neg pos negpos ideo1_7 ideo7neg ideo7pos duke mexico proindiv pro

		> nat

		Source |       SS       df       MS                  Number of obs =     247

		---------+------------------------------               F( 10,   236) =    2.30

		Model |  38.5035347    10  3.85035347               Prob > F      =  0.0136

		Residual |  395.297247   236  1.67498833               R-squared     =  0.0888

		---------+------------------------------               Adj R-squared =  0.0501

		Total |  433.800781   246  1.76341781               Root MSE      =  1.2942

		------------------------------------------------------------------------------																I.  (with interaction)						for graph:

		diffc45 |      Coef.   Std. Err.       t     P>|t|       [95% Conf. Interval]		coef		x		mean		min		max		control group - actual for diffc45						pos 0		pos 1				control group - predicted value for diffc40		pos 1		actual control

		constant		0.07														ideo 1		-1.65		-0.79		ideo 1		-1.52		-0.79		0.41

		neg		-0.33		0		0.24		0		1						ideo 2		-1.45		-0.83		ideo 2		-1.32		-0.83		-0.5

		pos		0.97		0		0.24		0		1						ideo 3		-1.25		-0.87		ideo 3		-1.12		-0.87		-0.28

		negpos		-0.21		0		0.28		0		1						ideo 4		-1.05		-0.91		ideo 4		-0.92		-0.91		0.04

		ideo1_7		0.2		7		3.87		1		7						ideo 5		-0.85		-0.95		ideo 5		-0.72		-0.95		0.51

		ideo7neg		0														ideo 6		-0.65		-0.99		ideo 6		-0.52		-0.99		0.58

		ideo7pos		-0.24														ideo 7		-0.45		-1.03		ideo 7		-0.32		-1.03		1.32

		duke		-3.7		0.31		0.31		0		1

		mexico		-0.13		0.28		0.28		0		1

		proindiv		-0.06		2.52		2.52		1		5

		pronat		-0.16		2.82		2.82		1		5

		y=		-0.3158

				.






_1068364684.xls
mextran

				mexico		mextran		mexmean		mexmin		mexmax

		constant		2.133		1		1		1		1		1		2.133

		educ		0.003		17.6		17.6		3		30		27		0.081

		unemp		-0.018		0.53		0.53		0		1		1		-0.018

		income		0.012		3.9		3.9		1		10		9		0.108

		finsat		0.023		7.3		7.3		1		10		9		0.207

		manwork		0.023		0.03		0.03		0		1		1		0.023

		farmer		-0.255		0.05		0.05		0		1		1		-0.255

		agrwork		0.152		0.03		0.03		0		1		1		0.152

		union mem		0.178		0.26		0.26		0		1		1		0.178

		respect		0.093		1.58		1.58		0		2		2		0.186

		protectenv		0.025		0.5		0.5		0		1		1		0.025

		nationalism		-0.006		1.33		1.33		1		4		3		-0.018

		govtresp		0.012		4.98		4.98		1		10		9		0.108

		immig		-0.158		2.33		2.33		1		4		3		-0.474

		jobsec		0.168		0.32		0.32		0		1		1		0.168

		north		-0.163		0.32		0.32		0		1		1

				2.27442





usatran

				usa		usamean		usamin		usamax

		constant		2.878		1		1		1		1		2.878

		educ		0.017		20.05		10		30		20		0.34

		unemp		-0.143		0.62		0		1		1		-0.143

		income		-0.019		6.5		1		10		9		-0.171

		finsat		-0.001		6.56		1		10		9		-0.009

		manwork		-0.163		0.36		0		1		1		-0.163

		farmer		-0.41		0.05		0		1		1		-0.41

		agrwork												0

		union mem		-0.071		0.23		0		1		1		-0.071

		respect		-0.017		1.73		0		2		2		-0.034

		protectenv		0.098		0.48		0		1		1		0.098

		nationalism		-0.134		1.23		1		4		3		-0.402

		govtresp		-0.013		7.16		1		10		9		-0.117

		immig		-0.152		2.66		1		4		3		-0.456

		jobsec		-0.02		0.44		0		1		1		-0.02

		north

		atlantic		-0.083		0.25		0		1

		central		0.034		0.47		0		1

		rocky		-0.062		0.03		0		1

		nw		-0.332		0.04		0		1

		calif		-0.269		0.1		0		1

		pei

		ns

		nb

		que

		ont

		man

		sask

		alb

		bc





cantran

				canada		canmean		canmin		canmax

		constant		2.601		1		1		1		1		2.601

		educ		0.003		6.22		1		11		10		0.03

		unemp		-0.115		0.06		0		1		1		-0.115

		income		0.033		3.92		0		10		10		0.33

		finsat		0.054		0.002		-2		2		4		0.216

		manwork		0.019		0.17		0		1		1		0.019

		farmer		-0.37		0.03		0		1		1		-0.37

		agrwork												0

		union mem		-0.213		0.34		0		1		1		-0.213

		respect		0.101		3.32		1		4		3		0.303

		protectenv		-0.069		2.42		1		4		3		-0.207

		nationalism		-0.001		82.66		0		100		100		-0.1

		govtresp		-0.257		0.73		0		1		1		-0.257

		immig		0.076		-0.39		-1		1		2		0.152

		jobsec		-0.061		1.95		0		4		4		-0.244

		north

		atlantic

		central

		rocky

		nw

		calif

		pei		-0.109		0.03		0		1

		ns		0.243		0.03		0		1

		nb		0.153		0.03		0		1

		que		0.314		0.26		0		1

		ont		0.115		0.24		0		1

		man		-0.15		0.05		0		1

		sask		0.174		0.05		0		1

		alb		0.268		0.12		0		1

		bc		0.1		0.12		0		1





results

				mexico		usa		canada

		constant		2.133		2.878		2.601		dv - higher values = greater confidence

		educ		0.003		0.017		0.003

		unemp		-0.018		-0.143		-0.115		us

		income		0.012		-0.019		0.033		higher educated, more in favor

		finsat		0.023		-0.001		0.054		unemployed, less in favor

		manwork		0.023		-0.163		0.019		higher income, less in favor -- weird result, could be that once you control for skill this really gets at ideology?

		farmer		-0.255		-0.41		-0.37		manual worker and farmers against

		agrwork		0.152

		jobsec		0.168		-0.02		-0.061		mex

		union mem		0.178		-0.071		-0.213		more satisfied, more in favor

		respect		0.093		-0.017		0.101		farmers opposed

		protectenv		0.025		0.098		-0.069		more worried, more in favor -- this is an interesting result!

		nationalism		-0.006		-0.134		-0.001

		govtresp		0.012		-0.013		-0.257		can

		immig		-0.158		-0.152		0.076		higher income, more in favor

		north		-0.163						more satisfied, more in favor

		atlantic				-0.083				famers opposed

		central				0.034

		rocky				-0.062				usa

		nw				-0.332				protect env, in favor

		calif				-0.269				more nationalism, more opposed

		pei						-0.109		less in favor of immigrants, more opposed

		ns						0.243

		nb						0.153		mex

		que						0.314		union member in favor

		ont						0.115		respect for authority in favor

		man						-0.15		less in favor of immigrants, more opposed

		sask						0.174

		alb						0.268		can

		bc						0.1		unions opposed

										respect in favor

										protect env, against

										govtresp, against





Figure 2

		Education		Education		Education

		Unemployed		Unemployed		Unemployed

		Income		Income		Income

		Financial Satisfaction		Financial Satisfaction		Financial Satisfaction

		Industrial/Manual Workers		Industrial/Manual Workers		Industrial/Manual Workers

		Farmers		Farmers		Farmers

		Job Worry		Job Worry		Job Worry

		Respect for Authority		Respect for Authority		Respect for Authority

		Union member		Union member		Union member

		Government Provisions		Government Provisions		Government Provisions

		Environment		Environment		Environment
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Sheet3

				Canada		Mexico		US

		Education						0.51

		Unemployed						-0.143

		Income		0.33

		Financial Satisfaction		0.108		0.23

		Industrial/Manual Workers						-0.163

		Farmers		-0.37		-0.255		-0.41

		Job Worry		-0.244		0.168

		Respect for Authority		0.404		0.186

		Union member		-0.213		0.178

		Government Provisions		-0.257

		Environment						0.098

		Immigrants		0.076		-0.632		-0.608

		Nationalism						-0.536

		with max values

		With range values

				Canada		Mexico		US

		Education						0.34

		Unemployed						-0.143

		Income		0.33

		Financial Satisfaction		0.216		0.207

		Industrial/Manual Workers						-0.163

		Farmers		-0.37		-0.255		-0.41

		Job Worry		-0.244		0.168

		Respect for Authority		0.303		0.186

		Union members		-0.213		0.178

		Government Responsibility		-0.257

		Environment						0.098

		Immigrants		0.152		-0.474		-0.456

		Nationalism						-0.402
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diffc40 graph
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Figure 6.  Effect of Ideology and Treatment on Government Provision of Services
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diffc40

		

		. reg diffc40  neg pos negpos ideo1_7 ideo7neg ideo7pos duke mexico proindiv pr

		> onat mexneg

		Source |       SS       df       MS                  Number of obs =     253

		---------+------------------------------               F( 11,   241) =    7.30

		Model |  123.439409    11  11.2217644               Prob > F      =  0.0000

		Residual |  370.625862   241  1.53786665               R-squared     =  0.2498

		---------+------------------------------               Adj R-squared =  0.2156

		Total |  494.065271   252  1.96057647               Root MSE      =  1.2401

				coef.		x		mean		min		max						I.  (with interaction)						for graph:						multiply by -1

		constant		0.59										control group - actual for diffc40						neg 0		neg 1				control group - predicted value for diffc40		neg 1				control		negative

		neg		1.77		1		0.24		0		1						ideo 1		1.00		2.26		ideo 1		0.77		2.26		strong left		-0.77		-2.26

		pos		0.6		0		0.24		0		1				0.69		ideo 2		0.66		1.66		ideo 2		0.45		1.66		left		-0.45		-1.66

		negpos		0.36		0		0.28		0		1						ideo 3		0.32		1.06		ideo 3		0.13		1.06		weak left		-0.13		-1.06

		ideo1_7		-0.32		7		3.87		1		7				0		ideo 4		-0.02		0.46		ideo 4		-0.19		0.46		center		0.19		-0.46

		ideo7neg		-0.28														ideo 5		-0.36		-0.14		ideo 5		-0.51		-0.14		weak right		0.51		0.14

		ideo7pos		-0.08												-0.99		ideo 6		-0.70		-0.74		ideo 6		-0.83		-0.74		right		0.83		0.74

		duke		0.05		0.31		0.31		0		1						ideo 7		-1.04		-1.34		ideo 7		-1.15		-1.34		strong right		1.15		1.34

		mexico		0.7		0.28		0.28		0		1

		proindiv		0.28		2.52		2.52		1		5

		pronat		-0.13		2.82		2.82		1		5

		mexneg		-0.77		0.06		0.06		0		1

		y=		-1.3357

										.

		. reg diffc40  neg pos negpos ideo1_7 duke mexico proindiv pronat mexneg

		Source |       SS       df       MS                  Number of obs =     253

		---------+------------------------------               F(  9,   243) =    8.46

		Model |  117.821184     9  13.0912426               Prob > F      =  0.0000

		Residual |  376.244087   243  1.54832958               R-squared     =  0.2385

		---------+------------------------------               Adj R-squared =  0.2103

		Total |  494.065271   252  1.96057647               Root MSE      =  1.2443

				coef.		x		mean		min		max

		constant		0.82

		neg		0.76		0.24		0.24		0		1

		pos		0.32		1		0.24		0		1

		negpos		0.38		0.28		0.28		0		1

		ideo1_7		-0.4		1		3.87		1		7

		duke		0.04		0.31		0.31		0		1

		mexico		0.71		0.28		0.28		0		1

		proindiv		0.27		2.52		2.52		1		5

		pronat		-0.1		2.82		2.82		1		5

		mexneg		-0.82		0.06		0.06		0		1

				1.5892

		I.  (with interaction)								II.  (without interaction)

				neg 0		neg 1						neg 0		neg 1

		ideo 1		1.0		2.5				ideo 1		1.1636		1.9236

		ideo 4		-0.0		0.6				ideo 4		-0.0364		0.7236

		ideo 7		-1.0		-1.2				ideo 7		-1.2364		-0.4764
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diffc35

		

		. reg diffc35 neg pos negpos ideo1_7 ideo7neg ideo7pos duke mexico proindiv pro

		> nat

		Source |       SS       df       MS                  Number of obs =     251

		---------+------------------------------               F( 10,   240) =    5.48

		Model |  91.2491176    10  9.12491176               Prob > F      =  0.0000

		Residual |  399.382322   240  1.66409301               R-squared     =  0.1860

		---------+------------------------------               Adj R-squared =  0.1521

		Total |  490.631439   250  1.96252576               Root MSE      =    1.29

		------------------------------------------------------------------------------																I.  (with interaction)										for graph:

		diffc35 |      Coef.   Std. Err.       t     P>|t|       [95% Conf. Interval]		Coef		x		Mean		min		max		control group - actual for diffc35						neg 0		neg 1		pos 1 (with int)		pos 1 (w/o)				control		negative		positive		actual control

		constant		-0.31														ideo 1		-0.83		-1.40		-1.20		-1.38		strong left		-0.62		-1.40		-1.38		-1.09

		neg		-1.02		0		0.24		0		1						ideo 2		-0.49		-0.87		-0.73		-1.09		left		-0.33		-0.87		-1.09		-0.62

		pos		-0.76		1		0.24		0		1						ideo 3		-0.16		-0.34		-0.26		-0.80		weak left		-0.04		-0.34		-0.80		0.21

		negpos		-0.22		0		0.28		0		1						ideo 4		0.17		0.19		0.21		-0.51		center		0.25		0.19		-0.51		0.32

		ideo1_7		0.29		1		3.87		1		7						ideo 5		0.51		0.72		0.68		-0.22		weak right		0.54		0.72		-0.22		0.22

		ideo7neg		0.24														ideo 6		0.84		1.25		1.15		0.07		right		0.83		1.25		0.07		1.08

		ideo7pos		0														ideo 7		1.17		1.78		1.62		0.36		strong right		1.12		1.78		0.36		2.47

		duke		-0.29		0.31		0.31		0		1

		mexico		-0.34		0.28		0.28		0		1

		proindiv		-0.2		2.52		2.52		1		5

		pronat		0.03		2.82		2.82		1		5

		y=		-1.3845
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diffc45

		

		. reg diffc45 neg pos negpos ideo1_7 ideo7neg ideo7pos duke mexico proindiv pro

		> nat

		Source |       SS       df       MS                  Number of obs =     247

		---------+------------------------------               F( 10,   236) =    2.30

		Model |  38.5035347    10  3.85035347               Prob > F      =  0.0136

		Residual |  395.297247   236  1.67498833               R-squared     =  0.0888

		---------+------------------------------               Adj R-squared =  0.0501

		Total |  433.800781   246  1.76341781               Root MSE      =  1.2942

		------------------------------------------------------------------------------																I.  (with interaction)						for graph:

		diffc45 |      Coef.   Std. Err.       t     P>|t|       [95% Conf. Interval]		coef		x		mean		min		max		control group - actual for diffc45						pos 0		pos 1				control group - predicted value for diffc40		pos 1		actual control

		constant		0.07														ideo 1		-1.65		-0.79		ideo 1		-1.52		-0.79		0.41

		neg		-0.33		0		0.24		0		1						ideo 2		-1.45		-0.83		ideo 2		-1.32		-0.83		-0.5

		pos		0.97		0		0.24		0		1						ideo 3		-1.25		-0.87		ideo 3		-1.12		-0.87		-0.28

		negpos		-0.21		0		0.28		0		1						ideo 4		-1.05		-0.91		ideo 4		-0.92		-0.91		0.04

		ideo1_7		0.2		7		3.87		1		7						ideo 5		-0.85		-0.95		ideo 5		-0.72		-0.95		0.51

		ideo7neg		0														ideo 6		-0.65		-0.99		ideo 6		-0.52		-0.99		0.58

		ideo7pos		-0.24														ideo 7		-0.45		-1.03		ideo 7		-0.32		-1.03		1.32

		duke		-3.7		0.31		0.31		0		1

		mexico		-0.13		0.28		0.28		0		1

		proindiv		-0.06		2.52		2.52		1		5

		pronat		-0.16		2.82		2.82		1		5

		y=		-0.3158

				.
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Figure 3.  Government Provision of Services:
Fewer (1) -- More (7):  
(pooled dataset)
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				obs		mean		std.dev.		min		max

		control		78		2.54		0.83		1		5

		negative		79		2.51		0.83		1		5

		positive		77		2.47		0.70		1		4

		both		90		2.57		0.79		1		5





proind

		0

		0

		0

		0



Figure X.  Personal Financial Situation:  
Much Better (1) -- Much Worse (5)  
(pooled dataset)
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Figure X.  National Economic Situation:  
Much Better (1) -- Much Worse (5):  
(pooled dataset)
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Figure X.  Personal Financial Situation:  
Much Better (1) -- Much Worse (5)  
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Figure X.  National Economic Situation:  
Much Better (1) -- Much Worse (5):  
(pooled dataset)
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Figure 4.  Role of Government:
Provide Job & Living (1) -- Get Ahead on Own (7):  
(pooled dataset)

3.9

3.96

4.19



p40a

		control

		negative

		positive



Figure 3.  Government Provision of Services:
Fewer (1) -- More (7):  
(pooled dataset)
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Figure 2.  Preference over Government Trade Policy:
Restrict Trade (1) -- Increase Trade (7): 
(pooled dataset)
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Figure X.  Role of Government:
Provide Job and Living (1) -- Let Get Ahead on Own (7):  
(pooled dataset)
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Figure X.  Government Provision of Services:
Fewer (1) -- More (7):  
(pooled dataset)
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Figure X.  Preference over Government Trade Policy:
Restrict Trade (1) -- Increase Trade (7): 
(pooled dataset)
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