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b A secondary analysis of survey data .obtained. from 331 -

M1nneapo11s St. Paul, Minnesota, residents shortly aftef the 1980

. presidential e1ect1on showed that self-interest exerts a strong
influence on voting behavior. Self 1qterest is the’ degrgp to which an
issue impinges immediately and: tangibly upon an individual's ‘private’
life. Respondznts were asked to list the top two po11t1ca1 issues of
‘most impertance to them. The survey also included 10 items which
objectlvely assessed the respondents' self-interest on economic

%  matters, mak1ng it possible to determ1ne the respondents personal’ |

agendas, i.e., how they ranked the i%sues in terms of importance for
pract1ca1 purposes, For example, respondents were asked about the:
frequencylw1th whij “hey compared pr1ces for groceries, their
satisfaction with their t ke-home pay, and similar types of ' ‘17:-
"questions. Using these i s to form an index of-self-interest, it :
- was hypothesized that for those respondents who indicated a primary .

. concern with economic issues and who were personally involved with ~ ~
“these issues, a stronger relationship would be found between their '
self-interest index and their vote choice. The hypothes1s was .
supported (RM) : ‘- : - .
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"Symbollc bellefs" on the other hand,/ i
if ' -
soc1a11§§tion 1nfluences experlenced early in- %F iccordlng to
. e &*
Q@ . CoEe ok
this view, this early sociallzation 1nvolVes condltlonlng of spec1f1c
. . /

emotlonal respoﬁses toward specific global issugs; for example, of

x e

strong negatlve affectlve responses toward “bu51ng" or "tanes" In
L4 - .

adulthood! related issues in the form of pblitieel symbols may %

"

calculation of the futuré costs and Bencfits of such responses to

one's current private necds (Sgéfs;Liéo, Tyler & Allen, 1980).

. . . .
The conventlonal flnding in past rcsearch looklng at the ~

°

*elative influcnce of self intes nsts and symbolic beliefs upon voting

.

trigger the earlierfsocialized response, :usually with little necessary -



'voters decision. Thc research which will be addressed hcre raisEs

".ﬁhe'dhestion;ﬂ

- particulay issue of interest, for example, busing-—an

L Variability'in'terms of the degree of 1mportance or priority which

-

behavior has becn that symbolic beliefs have the predominant influence

on voting, while self interests have a negllgible influence on the

xder what conditions do self 1nterests more strongly o S

- influence voting behavior?? c - - _j‘\ P

1 -

There are, in fact,_certain reasons which might lead ohe to
suspect that the influence of symbolfc beliefs is not as widespread
] - - . ) . . . ' o
as'it at first appears. In'particular, nast appnoacheS'to/the study

v

af sclf interests and symbolic.beliefs have a priori specified‘the p;i v a
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issue which may certainly be of interest to the researcher, bum - |
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'-vwhich is not necessarily'of interest to the veter. That is, 81V9h,,*

an-issue, 1t has- generally been assumed that all persons will, .

consider that issue e ually. It seems reasonable to believe, howcvcr,'

.-'. :

thgt in an; election, particularly a pregidential election, 1n which
[] ) I3
many different'issues are.involved that* there will be great v

—
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any'giveﬁ.individual.affikes to any;given issue. In other words,
people likely_differ inrtermsgor whatﬁne call "personal'agendas"
” - A "personal agcnda“‘is a ranking of issucs-in termswof their
imnortance or pribrity "to .thes individual who uscs them for a,
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particular purpose, In the-ncalm of politics, such personal agendas . - e
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In order for personal information regarding one's self;;nterest -
with respect to a paréhcular issue to have a relatively large impact o
pon one s voting ChOlCe' that i55ue would have to be towards the fﬁf;_ ?3325 /

’( > [} :7\ '
‘top: of that individual s personal agenda. Note that we are making

.
“ Py

a distinction Here be@;sen an- issue s being high- on~onemsﬁpexsonal

agenda and that, issue s involv1ng some degree ‘of - ﬁFlf in;Lrest for

. . s

thq\individual. The two may go hand—in—hand but thiS°is not a

. i -

.

necessary conditidn. In~addition, haVing a self interest with

,,'

respett to a given issue does not in and QE itself make that issue

;‘q,, L
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. appear at the top of one's personal agenda. Ihaﬁ is,_on any given

day, one is likely to encounter many different types of direct ';v . e

,\‘
v 5 .

experiences all of which may: 1mpinge upon one s welfare in some’ wa)

or another. Which Gf these experien&es, however, is taken to have - -
implications for .one's more lofig~term goals and plans i§ an entirely .
- - .
. ) 3
different matter.  Only certain experiences are likely to be remembeied -

v -

and Viewed as useful to making fpture decisions. Therefore in our.

. . - 3 . . /
view, only those. experiences which pertain to one 's most important' -

goals, plans, or in our partichlar case, political ssues with L .
. - . . . v . - . K v - ) . ¢ M v
respect .to a given election are likely 'to~be considered as germain.
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to one's’political choice. :
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o ‘can reliabl identify such a subjectivc entiey-,a self interest. i e
L E ?Yet, in most past studies such objective mea,su::es_hale been utiddeme s

Soe and examples oﬁ these may be ‘seen in Table 1. - 3!- '1.*- : i
. . N Coe I ’ o N\
Self 1nterést was taken by t:hese researchers to be a eompoSlte of ' '

.« . L .‘ -

the responses to these t‘hree items. ‘Yetvno attempt was made to as..ess* ~

SR _& ]
how, or even if, for example the respondents felt threatencd by _
the imminent busing of . the~1r children. Indeed no. attempt was made '

LN \ . -

-

- "to~f—ind-feut./just_hom,imporEant the busmg issue was to fthe respondcnts

P - , A . ) | S, .

: at:'all;- It is. perhaps legs Surprising,/.then, that they found little = e .4

i - - Lo e

S . relation betwaen the respondents "objective self interests and
R 3 - .

R ' their feelin\gs about publx policy 1nvolv1ng -the busing 1ssue. .

L X - . Vi - o R .
There‘ is a way, howev r, of placing those obJective assessments

. of self :mterest into context.‘ That is by assessing which issues - s

- . <

. ) I
‘are deemed’ by the respoqdent to be most 1mportant, one can adoyt - R

. a more idiegraphic apprOach and test whether the self inteiests of . |.

~ y . «

E{mse 1mpoftant igsues exert a stronger influence .upon voting
=, .

8

behavior than do ‘uthe self interests for th.ose persons for whom

samg isj‘sues are: not as important. Such an‘ idiographic‘approach, - L
7 \ . .
. \, .
s ./. as orig\inally proposed by Allport in the persoﬁality domain, examines h

- .
o *

1/_‘ . the configuration of attitudes or beliefs within an 1ndiv1dllal
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interests “exert a stronger influence on voting behavior’

To answer this question, we_ performed a secondary analysis of ..

- °

¢

survey data obtained from 331 Minneapolis-St» Paul residents shortly

vy -

° .

.-

: .after the 198Q prL{//entfal elect}on. These‘data-were collected in ,

a Twin Clties Public Oplnaon pollfcoqducted by John Sulllvan and ~ .
W o -

his colleagues from the Minnesota Polltlcal Sc1ence department.

pr ]

Wlthln this Twin Citles survey, there were lO 1tems which obJectlve15

o - . kX -

assessed the rESpondents' "self interest" 6h ecOnomic matters. For

~ " Fo . ‘ .

example‘}respondents were asked about the frequency w1th which’ they

. . . i
" “

‘—compared pr1ces for grpceries while shopplng, their satlsfaction'ﬂ.

wikth their. prEsent 1eve1 of take—hqme pay, and(51m11ar types of
questions.. U51ng these items to form an index of self interest, ve.
&
- . .
hypothesized that for those respondents ind1cating a pr1mary concern
%

w1th *economic. 1ssues on an open endbd personal agenda maasure, a

, - \

1

stronger relatlonshlp should have been found between the1r self

p
intefbst index and their vote ch01ce. This Would 1nd1catq1that

3 2

‘ I h
“econqaﬁg isstes were high enough on’® t1e11 personal agendas t at"’

their d1rect eiperiences w1th f1nance—re1ated ctivitleq would:

s a

. have been reflected in how they voted ' - .

\

;-péésidential chnﬁidates in terms of uho they felt would do a

yhd

; Eor example, if some rgspondents indicated thatYinflation
{

was one of the most” important issues to tﬁtm, and thf' had also

e Lt

-engaged in a number of money saving activities, then their dircet

experiences-were likely to enhance thcir dbnsideratﬁon of the
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better ,job of fighting off inflation. To the extent, for example,

g 4 '

127 'that they felt that Reagan would do a better job, then they were

moré likely to vote for Reagan.: Other respondents, by contrast,
' L,

may'also_have felt that economic issues wete highly important to

. P i R ‘. .

. them, yet they may not have engaged in the sort of direct experience Cor

1

o

A . A : . ' . . a
e ) activities which. were used, to, .assess sel}Sinterest obJectively In o

- a

their cd%e, for example, tokthe extent that they fel&‘that Carter R Y
was'doing a fine Job at hand{&ng the.econbﬁrf'especially as far as .

.their _own finances wegﬁ{concerned then they were ‘more likely to j%f
w{ - ) ’
vote for Carter. Hence, even though these two types-of respondents

didtzotfhaVe the same level of self interest, because they both
- fel that economic issges were important, thefr levels pf self 1n;;¥est "
¥

!0ulﬂ be seen to relate to their vote choice.f On the other hand,

ab

R supposing they had all ranked "pollution much lo&er dowy .on their ..
: b

' - e
“ o ;pe“zsonal agenda of impo¥tant political issues. Then regarﬁ“

§ ;_s’

. their’ seli interests 1nvolv1ng pollution, one would not expect as(
A . ‘ -

*strong a relation between- their polly jon self intérest and their |

‘ . . , N : . . '9‘ J i
. ® . . vote-cholce--particularly relatives to e relation betueen t eir ¥
P . 4

economic ‘self interest' and their vote chpice. ' ‘ - Qtf
- . - . Y - & N ‘ ' :
o Results of our secandary analysis/support this example.— . .
. : ; .7 N e
- Respondents had. an opportunity to list their first and second most
' T S ‘
‘ v important issues. As “the data presented in the handout indicate; -
. .~ L . _
- - for those who listed’economic—nelated 1ssues (which could hatk been \}-
' " governmant spcnding, inflﬂtion or- unemploymcnt) as bwth their tirst - N
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and second choices ‘ﬂfe correlation between their self interest 1ndex

’ ~

and their voting' ch01ce ‘was 39. In con‘rast for/ those reSpondents {

indicating no economic issue as either their fiy t or second cho'ice,‘

the correl-ationa,petween ’their kself interest iydex and their votix)\g

choice was an insignificant ;‘.-'07. A comparison between these two

e

groups showed that they d1d not differ 51gn1f1cantly 15 their average.
level of self interest. Thus by taking into consideratlon ‘the’

degree of personal”involvement held by the indiv_idua_ls" for the
- . * . L] ’

issue associated with the-self interest index, in this case; with

> ) - . L L : ~ )
economi issueg‘,‘ it ?as indeed possib'le to ’fin»d results Suggestive.
of én eff&ct‘of self 1nteresb on behavior. . < \

U' Such results reflect a'more general apptoach to * study of"

political\reasoning about l&sués Our results empha51ze 7

I

- they raise the question of the degree td;which:people‘ adopt,a more

,

-\ _ . . .
experiential or inductive approach to p&litical reasoning, as oppose‘d~

to a reliance upon the traditional deductive appr(}'tch which more’

Ve
heav1ly empha51zes the d1rect01ve role of syntolic. beliefs. Before -

one can implant our findin'gs into this context, however, the ;ature
; ‘ ; ) .
of trductive yers'us deductive approaches to ?)oli"tical reasiming;
should be more intensely exe';nined,. preferably by usingv'a nati?nal-i“b_v
L4 . . . . . . :
prebabilit§' sample. ’ o . |
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Table‘l ) : "‘ : . L; i .

fPefsppdl'}ééndéé and the Influence of Self'Interest on Voting thaQidr -
T - < ¥ T 7~ Y

VSelf interest" 2 ‘refers to the degree to which some issue “impinges °
‘ . . s immediately and tanglbly upon an-:.individual's
: '« . private life" (klndero&_Klew1et, 1979). e

»

"Symbolic beliefs":. socxalnzed emotional responses to global issues
(e.g., taxes) which are triggered by political
symbols; involve little or 80 calculation of

) . - costs and -benefits to one's current private
. B neéds (Seaﬁp, Lau, Tyler & Allen, 1980)-. !

i?ersonal agenda':' a ranking of issues in terms of ‘their imﬂb%tance/
- ‘ priority in relation to one's long-term goals
and plans; those issues at the top of one's
J agenda represent more-salient issues and self
< : ‘ interests associated with those issues are
' considered to exert a sibonger influence on
behavior. .

N

/

: _ g
Example of past—uéed "objective" self,interest measure (from Seats,
€ .- Ve
o I . ‘
Hensler & Speer) _ S - ! . .
For the bu51ng iséﬁe: N "}l; e - b

1 .In some places, school boards are taking some children out

"of their closest ‘neighborhdod schools and sending them by .\
bis te- other schools farther away. Has anything like this -
happened around here7 A - ~
. 2) Do you have any chlldren aggd 5 to 18 who go to public
school here? . )
{
. 3) 1Is the ‘grade school nearest you all white, mostly- white,
T * about half—and—halﬁ mofply black, or all black° p
— - : g — t
N /‘f * -
\' .‘ ] A S «A ~*
. - . \.('
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Table 1 (Continued) C _ .

E]

?éorrelationsgpf self: interest ihdex with vote choice: . -

—

Example of "obJective" self interes;,items used in current study: ~

. 1) When shopping for groceries, I .comparc prices arefully and |
more often buy the cheaper brand (Frequently/Occas1onally/
Never) , ) oo

. . , . J‘ - =
2) I avoid going put to eat at nicer rgstaurants as much as d
) 8 used to (Frequent1y/0cca51ona11y/Nevcr)

A

N

3) Would you. .say that,xoq a;e/better off: or worse off * _ 'S

financially than’ you‘ ere a year ago?

B

4) Wo 1d_you say that you ;have been badly hurt by rnflation,

*  hurt“omewhat, not affected ,very much, “or helngd financially
- by infla(ion7 LR : _
P e r

o

For persons for whom economic issues important, r = .39, p <.001,

“a N = 64. | - : : . L

3

For persons for whom economic ‘issues not important, r = - 07
e p= ns, N = 45. Fishcr Z=2.45, p <,015° : .

Standardized regre551on coefficients for self interest and symbolic
belief indices: , ~F 5

Pn N

} symbollc be11ef 318,<

[y

For 'economic 1ssues xmportant" group: self inj7ﬁl\ 348 .

For econod!t issues less important" group: self intercst = 023

‘\\\symbolle~be11ef )399 . _ ’ ')’>

-~

(ALl coefficients sxgnificant at .01 1eve1 or above except for.
Felf 1ntcrest welght for second group, which-is not significanL )
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