I. What the People Want the Government to Be (Hibbing/Theiss-Morse, APSR,

                                                            March, 2001 and Hibbing, LSQ, May, 2002)

   A. The People Don’t Want Back in Politics; They Want Out 

                                       (Hibbing, LSQ, May, 2002, pp.223-224)

       1. For example, while 53% either agreed, or strongly 

           agreed, with the following statement: “If the American people

           decided political issues instead of relying on politicians, the 

           country would be a lot better off,” 47% disagreed, or strong

           disagreed.

           a. Additionally, 62% agreed that “people just don’t have enough

               time or knowledge about politics to make decisions about

               important political issues. (Hibbing, LSQ, May, 2002, p. 224)   

   B. The Public Does Not Think Politicians are Incompetent
        1. When asked to rate (on a scale of 1 to 7) the level of information

            and intelligence of various groups, they rated elected officials

            as somewhat more intelligent and much more informed than

            ordinary Americans.

   C. The Public Does Not Necessarily Hold Itself in Such High Esteem
        1. When forced to choose between the following statements: “most

            people can be trusted” and “you can’t be too careful in dealing

            with people,” less than 44% picked “most people can be trusted.”

            (Hibbing, LSQ, May, 2002, pp. 224-225)

II. What Types of Political Reforms the Public Does and Doesn’t Want
    A. Let’s Look at Suggested Reforms of Congress as a Guide

    B. What the Public Does Not Want (Hibbing, LSQ, May, 2002, pp. 232-233)

        1. In the Main, the Public Does Not Want More Direct Democracy.

            a. Thus, if Congress were weakened by shifting some of its power

                current power to the people, it would still be unpopular.

                1. Indeed, such steps might very well reduce public approval

                   of Congress since the people do not want to be more connected

                   with politics.

        2. Perhaps Easiest to Reject is the Notion That Congress is Unpopular

            Because it Produces Unpopular Policies.

            a. In polling results, people who are both dissatisfied with Congress

                and dissatisfied with the policies Congress produces are quite 

                rare.  Only 30% of the public expresses this combination.

                (Hibbing, LSQ, May, 2002, pp. 232-233)

                1. On the other hand, 40% of those who disapproved of Congress

                    were satisfied with it’s policies.

            b. Most people want centrist policies and believe they are getting

                them. (Hibbing and Theiss-Morse, APSR, March, 2001, p. 149)

            c. Additionally, it’s not bad press coverage that keeps Congress’

                popularity low.

        3. The Reality that Political Reformers must Confront is that the Public

            Does not Like the Conflict that is the Essence of Politics. 

            a. Ample evidence for the above statement comes from statistical

                studies of what factors influence the popularity of Congress.

                1. Having debates, passing conflictual major bills, overriding

                    presidential vetoes all lower the publics’ evaluation of 

                    Congress. (Durr, et. al., AJPS, 1997)

            b. But take the following six statements from citizens who had

                just attended a town hall meeting in a New England village.  Thus,

                this wasn’t legislators debating issues that weren’t relevant, or

                bad press coverage. (Hibbing, LSQ, May, 2002, p. 234)

                1. “Well to me, all it is is more or less a fight ... a big argument.”

                2. “I get sick of it, sick ... I listen to ‘em argue and wrangle and it

                      goes on for hours.”

                3. “It’s just bickering back and forth.”

                4. “People knowingly going against one another, that is what

                      I don’t like.”

                5. “You get quarreling and a big hubbub.”

                6. “Too much personalities involved.”

            c. Thus. openness to the public, more dignified politicians and 

                public relations is not going to help much.

    C. What Reforms Would Be Beneficial

         1. Analysis indicates something that would help is to convince 

             citizens that members of Congress are not improving their own

             financial status by the actions they take. (Hibbing, LSQ, May, 2002,

                                                                                    page 234)

            a. The above is re-enforced by the public’s evaluation of the
                Supreme Court after the controversial Bush v. Gore (2000)

                decision.

                1. While people saw the court bickering, they perceived that

                    the justices did not profit personally from the decision.

                    (Hibbing, LSQ, May, 2002, p. 235)

                2. It was also helpful that the public does not often see the 

                    justices arguing.  Thus, television Congressional sessions, 

                    and, more importantly, having excerpts from the debate 

                    televised on the evening news and reported in the newspaper, 

                    does not help the approval of Congress.

         2. Additionally, the public wants more than dispassionate, non-

             self-interested decisions; they want someone in government

             to understand.

             a. Despite the widespread effort of members of Congress to

                 travel to their districts and meet voters, the public does not

                 think that they are in touch with their lives.     

                 1. Being in the district does little to convince the average

                     citizen that the member of Congress appreciates what

                     the typical citizen’s life is like. (Hibbing, LSQ, May, 2002, p. 237) 

I. Political Participation
   (Notes taken from Voice and Equality by Verba, Schlozman and Brady are

    referred to as “VSB”)

   A. Once We have Political Opinions, the it Becomes Important to

        Examine If, and How, We Transmit Our Opinions Into the Political

        Process and What Impact this Participation Has.

        1. Thus, it is important to study Political Participation.

   B. Political Participation Defined: activity that has the intent or effect

          of influencing government action-either directly by affecting the

          making or implementation of public policy or indirectly by 

          influencing the selection of people who make those policies.

          (VSB, p. 38)

          1. We will focus on voluntary (i.e., unforced) participation.

          2. It is Somewhat Difficult to Always Distinguish Political from         

              Non-Political Participation.

   a. Seemingly non-political activity, such as attending church

       meetings, could have political repercussions when members

       are recruited for political activity.  (VSB, page 40)

   b. Another difficulty in making the political/non-political

       distinction are motives: one may work for a political 

       candidate because they want to get know the other

       campaign workers. (VSB, pp. 42-43)

          3. Useful methods of comparing types of political activity
              include: how much information the activity conveys to 

              policymakers (due to the many reasons for voting for a candidate,

              voting conveys little specific information whereas a protest sign

              can give a specific statement on a particular issue), how variation 

              there is in volume (whereas all votes count the same, someone

              can work on a campaign for a few, or many, hours), and

              required skills (anyone can write a check, but organizing and 

              influencing people involve organization, social and perhaps

              expressive skills – VSB, pp. 44-47)

   C. The Attributes of Political Activities
                                   Capacity for

                                   Conveying                 Variation
        Activity              Information               in Volume         Requirements
        Vote                        Low                          Low                Time
        Campaign

        Work                       Mixed                       High                Time, Skills

        Campaign

        Contribution          Mixed                        Highest           Money

        Contact an

        Official                   High                          Medium           Time, Skills

        Protest                   High                          Medium           Time

        Informal

        Community

        Work                      High                           High                Time, Skills

        Member of

        a Local Board       High                           High                 Time, Skills

        Affiliation with a

        Political Org.         Mixed                         High                Time, Skills,         

                                                                                                   Money

        Contribution to a

        Political Cause     Mixed                         Highest            Money

        (VSB, page 48)

   D. How Much Political Activity?
        Note: The Data Below the Percentage of Adults Who Undertake

        a Given Activity Annually (some overreporting).  Sample Size:  2,517

        Vote in Last 

        Presidential Election                           71%

        (Nationally, only 50% voted)     

        Worked in a Campaign                          8%

               Half of the 8% worked more

               than 5 hours per week

               Half of the Campaign Workers

               Worked for Local Candidates

               While 22% Worked for Federal

               Candidates

         Contributed to a

         Campaign                                              24%

               Approximately one-fifth of

               the 24% gave $250 or more 

               Of Contributors 39% gave

               to State Campaigns, 30% to

               Local Campaigns and 29%

               to Federal Campaigns

         Contacted a Public Official

         Over the Past Year                               34%

               Among those contacting an

               official: 32% contacted a federal

               official, 26% a state official and

               41% a local official

         Engaged in Protest Activity                  6%

         Attended Local Board Meeting           14%

         Affiliated with Political Organization  48%         

                (few are ideological org. – more typical: United Way)

         Attend Meeting Of Political Org.         29%

         (VSB, pp. 51, 54, 55 and 56)

         1. Some Patterns Not Necessarily Recognizable in the Previous Data:


             a. There is greater evidence for local specialization rather

                  than act specialization (e.g., contacting officials only): 92% of 

                  those who are in any way politically active beyond voting 

                  engaged in some activity with a state or local focus.   

                  (VSB,  pp. 66-67)

             b. Many more people give only money than give only time or

                 give a combination of time and money: Of those who take

                 some part in political campaigns, there are more than twice

                 as many people (69%) who give only money than who give

                 either only time (12%) or give both time and money (19%).

   E. Cross-National Perspective

        1. Voting:

             Austria                 94%     

             Netherlands         84% 

             United Kingdom  77%

             West Germany     87%

             United States       59%  (different dataset than one showing 71%)

        2. Campaign Work:

             Austria                   5%     

             Netherlands           3% 

             United Kingdom    4%

             West Germany       8%

             United States       14% 

        3. Contact Public Official:

             Austria                   12%     

             Netherlands           11% 

             United Kingdom    11%

             West Germany       11%

             United States         27% 

        4. Community Work:

             Austria                   14%     

             Netherlands           18% 

             United Kingdom    17%

             West Germany       14%

             United States         36%  

        5. Attend a Political Meeting:

             Austria                   18%     

             Netherlands             6% 

             United Kingdom      9%

             West Germany       22%

             United States         18%  

         (VSB, p. 70)

         a. Patterns in the Above Data:

             1. With the exception of voting, the U.S. has a higher level of

                 participation than virtually all other countries on all forms

                 of participation (only West Germany on “Attend a Political

                 Meeting” has a higher score than the U.S.).

                 a. In many comparisons, the U.S. rate of participation is

                     noticeably higher than for other nations.

   F. Change in U.S. Political Participation Over Time: 
        1. Specific Activity:

                                                                 1967              1987          Change         

                 A. Voting 

                 Regularly Vote in                          

                 Presidential Elections            66%                58%             - 8%   

                 B. Campaign

                 Persuade Others How  

                 to Vote                                     28%                32%             +4%

                 C. Contact
                 Contact Local Official:

                 Issue Based                            14%                24%           +10% 

                 Contact Local Official:

                 Particularized                           7%                10%             +3%

                 D. Community
                 Work with Others on a

                 Local Problem                        30%                34%             +4% 

                 (VSB, p. 72)

                 1. Patterns in the Above Data:

                     a. Other than voting, typically a modest increase over time.

                          1. Voting decline probably due to increasing voter cynicism

                              and decline of political parties. (VSB, p. 73)

                          2. The increase in issue based contact of local officials 

                               would seem substantial.

                 2. Other Data
                      a. Using a longer time period but fewer activities, Rosenstone

                          and Hanson find a substantial decline in contacting 

                          officials.  (VSB, p. 73)

   G. Voluntary Activity Outside of Politics:

        Affiliated with Non-Political Organization                  68%

        Attend Meeting of Non-Political Organization           37%

        Attend Church Services Once a Month or More        57%

        Give Time to Church Work                                          25%

        Church Contribution                                                    62%

        Give Time to Charitable Work                                     36%

        Charitable Contribution                                               66%

        (VSB, p. 76)

        1. It is Clear from the Data Above, and the Previous Political

            Participation Data that Americans Devote far More Attention

            to Non-Political than Political Participation.

        2. Similar Pattern in terms of Charitable Contributions and Political 

            Contributions: More Give Money than Time. (VSB, pp. 75-77)

   H. Time and Money Given to Political and Non-Political Activity
                               (data below are from VSB, p. 78)

        Time:

                                                    Campaign            Charity          Church

        Mean Time Given

        Per Week – All

        Respondents                     36 minutes           1.7 hours         54 min.  

        Mean Time Given

        Per Week –

        Activists                            7.5 hours              4.5 hours         3.1 hours

        Money:

        Mean Annual 

        Contribution –

        All Respondents                    $58                    $191                  $402

        Mean Annual

        Contribution –                      $247                    $283                  $634        

        Activists

       1. Interpretation:

           a. As with previous participation data, time and money are more

               readily given to non-political than political activity.

   I. Cross-National Comparison of Non-Political Activity

      1. In you compare the U.S. to Western European Nations (e.g. France,

          Great Britain and Spain), that in terms of membership in a voluntary

          association or a religious organization, a much greater percentage of 

          Americans participate than do Western Europeans – (e.g., 76%

          of Americans belong to a voluntary associations where as on 52%

          of British citizens do).

          a. The differences are more pronounced in terms of membership than

               “doing work,” but even in terms of “doing work,” Americans 

               participate more.

               1. The differences are somewhat greater in religious activity than

                    with regards to voluntary associations (e.g., 57% of Americans

                    belong to a religious organization but only 22% of British 

                    citizens do).  But Americans still participate more in voluntary 

                    organizations.  (VSB, p. 80)

   J. Specialization of Participation in the United States 

       1. Dividing Participation in to Three Areas: (VSB, p. 82)

           a. Political: engaged in at least one political act beyond voting

           b. Secular non-political: member or contributor to a non-political

                                                     voluntary organization or charity       

           c. Religious: gave time to church activities (beyond attendance

                     at services) or gave money to church (beyond school fees)

      2. Portrait of American Participation:           

          a. Results:

              1.  Political: 65% of the sample reported some political activity 

                                   beyond voting

              2. Secular non-political: 85% reported some sort of secular

                                   non-political activity       

              3. Religious: 64% report some kind of activity in a religious

                                    institution beyond church attendance

              4. Specialization: Most participate in more than one “sphere”:

                           41% report activity in all three areas (political, secular

                           non-political and religious) where as only 2% only

                           pursued political activity and only 5% reported only

                           religious activity.  (VSB, p. 84) 

   K. The Subject Matter of Political Activity  (VSB, p. 88)

        Percent of Those With a Codeable Policy Concern (which is only
        39% of voters and typically, about 67% for the other political activities)

   Issue                    Camp.   Money         Particularized  National       National      

   Area          Vote    Work     to Cand.     Contacts           Contacts      Protests

Human          

Needs           11%     14%      19%              25%                   13%                2%

Taxes            32%      7%        6%              13%                     2%                 0%   

Economy

(not inc.        20%    12%      18%                2%                     6%                 0%  

 tax)

Abortion       17%    18%      13%                0%                   17%                45%

Education     28%    26%      19%                9%                    7%                  1%

Crime/Drugs   7%    11%      17%                1%                    3%                  6%

Inter-

national        15%       4%        7%                1%                    8%                  9%

      1. Interpretation

          a. Notice how voters differ: much more concerned with taxes. 

              The economy is disproportionately an “electoral” issue.

          b. Very little of protest activity centers on human needs (e.g., food)

              1. More affluent group, who is protesting, has basic needs met.
          c. How much participation centers on abortion (no other social issues

              really generate much participation).  (VSB, pp. 87-90)

II. Motivations for Political Participation
    A. Rationality of Political Participation

         1. Is Political Participation Rational?

             a. Logic: Since government polices are collective goods –

                             affecting citizens whether or not they are politically

                             active in obtaining them – the rational, self-interested

                             individual has no incentive to invest scarce resources

                             of time, money or effort in political participation.  Because

                             the probability that the effort of a single person is unlikely

                             to meaningfully influence the likelihood of a policy being

                             adopted, the rational citizen will not participate in politics. 

                             (VSB, p. 99). The above is the “free rider” problem.
             b. Thus, political participation would only makes sense if there are

                  “selective” benefits – benefits that one can only obtain through

                  participation (i.e., in religion, this might be salvation).      

    B. Types of Motivation

         1. Selective Material Benefits:  “Selective” benefits that only come 

                  through participation – since they only go to participants, they

                  bypass the “free rider” problem.

                  a. Examples: The chance to further my career.  I might want

                                          to run for office someday.

         2. Selective Social Benefits:  Since “selective” only goes to

                  participants.

                  a. Examples: I find it exciting.  The chance to be with people

                                         I enjoy.

         3. Selective Civic Benefits: The benefit goes to the participator

                  through a sense of having contributed to the attainment of

                  a worthwhile goal.

                  a. Examples:  My duty as a citizen. The chance to make

                                          the community or nation a better place to live.

         4. Collective Outcomes: The chance to influence government policy.

             (VSB, p. 109-112)

    C. Can We Study Motivations through Surveys?

         1. Social Desirability might mean that respondents give “civic virtue”

             oriented responses instead of more selfish ones.

         2. Those who become active volunteers may discover unanticipated

              benefits.  

              a. For example, a person becomes active for selfish reasons but

                  then discovers they like the people they are participating with

                  and, as a result, when surveyed say that it was the chance to

                  work with these people that was the motivating factor.

         3. On the other hand, the survey the forthcoming results were taken 
             from dealt with specific acts of participation from the recent past.  

             a. Past research indicates that answers about reasons gain 

                 significance to the extent that the matters at stake are important 

                 ones.

             b. Additionally, there is probably a fairly high degree of validity 

                 because respondents give different reasons for different types of 

                 participation.

                 1. As will be clear when you see the results, the motivations are

                     sensible given the type of activity they pertain to.  This gives

                     much more credibility to the findings. (VSB, p. 126)

          4. Thus, while not perfectly valid, the survey results probably contain 

              much useful information.  (VSB, pp. 105-108)

    D. Reported Motivations for Different Types of Political Participation 

         Among Activists (not the general population, but activists)  

                     Selective              Selective               Selective           

                     Material                Social                    Civic                   Collective

                     Benefits                Benefits                Benefits             Outcomes

Vote                   7%                        20%                      93%                       61%

Work in

Campaign        25%                       48%                       85%                      48%

Contribute

to Candidate   18%                       22%                       80%                       46%

Contribute

to Issue Org.     1%                         6%                       88%                       84%

Contact

Particularized  75%                      24%                       40%                       19%

Contact

National Issue 24%                      12%                       87%                       79%

Protest             Not Asked            44%                      89%                        80%

Community

Informal           17%                       35%                      85%                       39%

Org. Takes

Pol. Stands      53%                      45%                      69%                        33%

Org. Does Not

Take Political

Stands              58%                      54%                      59%                         6%

Church             40%                      68%                      83%                          6% 

(VSB, p. 115)

    E. Interpretation

         1. Selective Material Benefits: While it is high on activities that one

                    would expect it to be (e.g., particularized contacting), it is not

                    as great as we would expect given the emphasis on 

                    “rationality” in political and economic research.

              a. Even though activists were given plenty of opportunity to do

                  so, a surprisingly small proportion of them mentioned the most

                  traditional material benefits: job and career advancement.

              b. Thus, we need to look beyond selective material benefits to

                   explain much of the political participation that occurs. 

                   (VSB, pp. 114-116)

              c. Thus, as we will see, while “rationalists” might be correct in 

                  saying that a selective benefit is the key to participation, it is 

                  certainly not selective material benefits that are the “key.”

                  (VSB, pp. 114-117)

          2. Selective Social Benefits: Overall, the proportion of activists who

                      mention at least one selective social benefit is fairly high, 

                      higher than might have been expected.

               a. For political activities undertake “solo” (e.g., voting) few 

                   mention selective social benefits.

               b. However, those who perform political acts in a social context –

                   campaigning, protesting or getting involved in an informal

                   community project – were much more likely to mention selective

                   social benefits as being a reason they participated.

                   (VSB, p. 117)

          3. Selective Civic Benefits: The proportion of activists who mentioned

                      some civic purpose – the desire to do their duty or to make 

                      community or nation a better place – is remarkably high.

                      (VSB, p. 117)              

               a. How Should We Interpret these Civic Replies?     

                   1. If respondent were merely paying lip service to civic-minded

                       platitudes, then we would expect no differentiation in the

                       in the interpretations placed on various kinds of voluntary

                       participation by activists.

                       a. However, this is not the case. The proportion of activists 

                           who cited selective civic benefits, but not material or

                           social ones, differ substantially across participatory

                           acts in a pattern that reflects the nature of the acts

                           themselves (71% of voters mentioned selective civic

                           benefits but neither material nor social benefits while only

                           9% percent of particularized contactors did so).

                           (VSB, p. 118)
          4. Collective Policy Outcomes: For a supposedly irrational

                      motivation, a quite high proportion of activists interpreted

                      their activities as inspired, at least in part, by a desire to

                      influence government policy. (VSB, p. 120)
                       a. Interestingly, although voting as a form of participation

                           is especially subject to the collective action problem, a

                           relatively high proportion of voters, 61 percent, cited a

                           desire to influence government policy as very important

                           in their decision to go to the polls. (VSB, pp. 120-121)

                       b. Additionally, free rider problems to the contrary, many

                           activists believe their participation made a difference.

                           1. For example, two-thirds of protestors thought their

                               participation made a difference and 15% thought

                               it made a great deal of difference. (VSB, p. 121 –

                               data not shown)

III. Interpreting Inactivity

     A. Most people who don’t participate cite reasons such as a lack of

          time (39%), lack of interest in politics (17%) or the feeling that 

          participation won’t make a difference (15%).

          1. Breaking down the “time” of the inactive group does support

              their contention: after allowing for work, family, etc., they do

              have less time to donate to politics. (VSB, p. 129)

     B. Importantly, very few mention retribution (i.e., that they might

          get in trouble, 3%)  (VSB, p. 129)

          1. Even among Latino non-citizens, a group you would expect

              would greatly fear retribution, only 9% reported that a fear

              of retribution kept them from participation. (VSB, p. 130)

IV. Recruiting Political Activists     
     A. While much political activity is spontaneous by the participating

          individual (50%-60% depending upon the type of activity), much is 

          also the result on recruitment.

     B. Requests for Participation
          Percentage Asked to Be Active and Percentage of Those Asked

          Who Say Yes 

                                                                      Percentage of Those Asked

                       Percentage Asked               Who Say Yes

Campaign

Work                           12                                          48

Campaign

Contribution              22                                          27 

Contact

Official                       29                                          57

Protest                       11                                          28

Community

Activity                      19                                          50

(VSB, p. 135)
     C. Comments
          1. Requests for political activity are quite common but far from

              universal.

              a. 52% report being asked to be politically active over the past

                  year.

              b. About half of those who were asked were asked for only 1

                  activity.

              c. Only about 1% were asked to participate in all of the above

                  activities. (VSB, p. 135)

          2. Only 44% of Those Asked Said Yes.  (VSB, p. 136)       

     D. The Social Nexus of Requests    

          1. Who Makes Requests for Political Activity

                                                             Secondary

                                                             Connection                                

                          Known                       (e.g., friend

                          Personally                  of a friend)                 Stranger

Campaign

Work                      56%                             28%                            16%  

Campaign

Contribution         18%                             46%                             37%

Contact                 44%                             33%                             23%

Protest                  68%                             17%                             16%

Community

Activity                 67%                             18%                             15%

(VSB, p. 141 – row percentage don’t equal 100% due to ambiguities)
          2. Interpretation

              a. Overall, personal connections form the underpinnings

                  for a large share of these requests: nearly 50% arise from

                  someone the respondent knows personally.  

                  1. Just under 25% come from strangers (VSB, p. 140)

              b. A finding that reveals one reason that class does not play

                  a greater role in American politics is that most personal

                  requests for political participation are from residence and

                  not work. (VSB, p. 144)

                  1. Additionally, about 70% of requests for political activity at

                      the workplace come from supervisors, not peers.

                      (VSB, p. 145)

              c. Monetary contributions are less personal than other forms

                  of participation: only 17% comes from friends or acquaintances.

                   1. Only 8% say yes to requests for money from strangers.

                        (VSB, p. 142)

                   2. It is worth noting that only 10% of direct-mail requests result

                       in a contribution.

          3. The Demography of Political Recruitment

               a. Family Income

                   The Relationship Between Family Income and Being

                   Requested to Perform a Political Activity

                    < $15,000                    34%

                    $15,000-$34,999         44%

                    $35,000-$49,999         60%

                    $50,000-$74,999         71%

                    $75,000-$124,999       81%

                    $125,000 and above   86%

                    1. The effect of income is greatest by comparing the bottom

                         to the top.  It is less pronounced over the middle.

                         (VSB, p. 150-151)

               b. Who Asks Whom?

                   1. By race: not random

                       a. Rare for Anglos to be asked to participate by African-

                           Americans.

                       b. Latinos are more likely to receive requests from Anglos

                           than other Latinos. (VSB, pp. 153-154)

               c. Who Says Yes to Whom?

                    1. The race of the requester has virtually no effect on the

                        probability of receiving a “yes” answer. (VSB, pp. 154-155)

I. Translating Political Participation into Political Representation.

   A. Dilemmas of Representation
       1. Is Representation Demographic or Philosophical?

           a. For example, To What Extent Do African-Americans Receive 

               Representation on the Supreme Court from Clarence Thomas? 

               1. Demographically, Clarence Thomas provides representation

                   for African-Americans on the Supreme Court.

               2. However, Clarence Thomas’ philosophy is much more 

                   conservative than the bulk of African-Americans.

      2. Participation may not Provide Representation
          a. For example, in 1972, the Democratic Party democratized its 

              process for selecting convention delegates.  The result was

              a more demographically representative, but much less

              philosophically representative convention which selected a

              presidential nominee that was to the left of much of his party.

              1. Put differently, in all probability, the Democratic Party would

                  would have produced a more philosophically representative

                  group of convention delegates if it had used the older “political

                  boss” system instead of an electoral system.

              2. The reason is that people, and philosophies, do not participate

                  relative to their strength in the group.

                  a. Again, to use the Democratic Party, the type of person who is

                      going to campaign to be a delegate, which includes speaking

                      in front of groups of people, advantages people who normally

                      undertake such activities (e.g., school teachers) and 

                      disadvantages people who don’t (e.g., construction workers).

              3. In general, relative to the general population, activists tend to

                  be more well-educated, have a higher income and are more likely

                  to be from the dominant racial or ethnic group. (VSB, p. 166)   

                  a. It is important to note that differences between voters and     

                      non-voters tend to be small (economic liberalism is somewhat

                      underrepresented among voters), but activists are a much less

                      representative group of the entire population, both 

                      demographically and philosophically, than are voters.

       3. Politically Relevant Characteristics
           a. These are characteristics whose visibility to a public official

               might make a difference in their responses to citizen 

               participation. (VSB, p. 170)

           b. Whether, or not, it is desirable for a group to be represented

                in front of politicians by its own members is somewhat 

                problematic.                

                1. In general, if the group is sympathetic (such as the elderly,

                    the disabled or the abused) or very articulate, it is 

                    probably better to have group members represent the group

                    than to have non-group members represent the group.

                    a. For example, the appearance of someone in a wheelchair

                        is very forceful and impossible for a non-wheelchair

                        bound representative to duplicate. 

                    b. In addition to either sympathy, or intelligence and the

                        ability to make the case, group members are much more
                        likely than non-group members to uphold the group’s

                        priorities and not to abandon them for other, higher

                        priorities that non-group spokespersons may have.

                        1. For example, surrogates for the unemployed, such

                            as union leaders and heads of liberal organizations,

                            play a significant role in unemployment policy, but

                            have a large agenda of concerns and, therefore, often

                            abandon the unemployment issue for other priorities.
                            (VSB, p. 176, footnote #15)

                2. On the other hand, when group members are not sympathetic

                    and/or articulate, a representation by a surrogate is preferable.

                    a. For example, welfare recipients (unless they are working)

                        are likely to be unsympathetic and not very articulate and,

                        hence, are often poor representatives of their own cause.

                        1. Additionally, blue collar union members are not typically

                            as articulate as management and will often suffer by

                            contrast.

                    b. Sometimes “proxy” representation is the only possibility:

                        civil libertarians representing prisoners, or adults

                        representing children. (VSB, p. 176)

I. Who Participates?

    A. Economic Circumstances and Needs

        1. The basic relationship is that as income increases, so do the 
            number of political acts performed.

            a. For example, families with incomes under $15,000 per year

                performed, on average, 1.3 political acts per year while those

                families making between $50,000-$75,000 performed, on 

                average, 2.9 political acts per year.  The $125,000 and over

                group averaged 3.4 political acts per year. (VSB, p. 188)

                1. Additionally, income is least related to voting and most

                    related to contributions. (VSB, p. 190)

                2. As a proportion of family income, campaign contributions

                    are more related to income than contributions to charity
                    while contributions to church are actually negatively related
                    to income (i.e., poor families give a greater percentage of

                    their income to church than do wealthier families).

                    (VSB, p. 200)

        2. Among those who are active, mean hours worked on political 

            activity varies little by income. (VSB, p. 192)
        3. Financial need (e.g., being on food stamps) is highly related

            to political activity with those in greatest need participating the

            least. (VSB, p. 209)

    B. Economic Attitudes and Circumstances

         1. While the poor are typically more liberal on economic issues

             than the general population, the differences are not great.

         2. However, as the following diagram indicates, poor activists are less 

             liberal on economic issues than the non-activists poor.  This

             really harms communication of a liberal economic message.

                                          Attitudes on Economic Issues  

                                          Liberal              Moderate           Conservative

All Respondents                 16%                    65%                       19%

All Poor                                28%                    57%                       15%

Poor Activists                      21%                   60%                        19%

(VSB, p. 215)                                        

   C. Race and Issue Priorities (information from activities where a specific

                 policy message can be communicated – example, contacting an

                 official about a specific policy)

Priority                                                               African-

Issue                              Anglo-White             Americans            Latinos

Basic Human Needs           9%                            13%                     13%

Taxes                                   7%                              3%                       3%

Non-Tax Economic Issue  6%                              2%                       1%

Abortion                              9%                              3%                       3%

Non-Abortion Social Is.     2%                              2%                       2%

Education                          11%                           17%                      19% 

Non-Ed. Children  Issue     5%                           12%                      10%

Environment                      10%                             1%                        9%

Crime or Drugs                   7%                            25%                      16%

Civil Rights/Minorities       1%                              6%                        6% 

(VSB, p. 248)
       1. Crime/Drugs are typically the issues of Anglo conservatives.

            a. On closer inspection, references to crime/drugs by African-

                Americans and Latinos tended be that they were problems

                in the community whereas Anglo-Whites tended to discuss

                a neighborhood watch program. (VSB, p. 249)

       2. Minority groups were much more likely to mention basic human 

           needs whereas Anglo-Whites were more likely to mention taxes and

           other economic issues. (VSB, p. 248) 

II. Explaining Political Participation

    A. The Need for a Multivariate Explanation

         1. If you find a relationship between the level of a persons income

             and their probability of voting, it still may be that income is not

             related to voting but rather some other explanatory factor, such

             as education, that is related to both income and voting.

             a. Thus, we need to see if income has any effect on voting after

                  removing the effect of education.

             b. Put another way, if you take two people who each earn $75,000

                 per year, but one is a college graduate and the other a high

                 school graduate, does the college graduate have a higher 

                 probability of voting?  If so, how much?     

    B. Building an Explanatory Model of Political Participation

        1. Socioeconomic Status: A compilation of an individual’s income,

                 education and the status of the occupation they perform. 

             a. Typically, these factors are positively related (i.e., the higher

                 your level of income, the higher you education and the higher

                 the status of the occupation you perform).

             b. However, this is not always true. (e.g., Cal Worthington: high

                 income, moderate education, possibly low status – used car

                 salesman)

        2. Typically, We Find that SES is Highly Related to Political 

            Participation. (VSB, p. 281) 

            a. While SES is related to voting, it is even more strongly related

                to non-voting forms of political participation. 

   3. Weaknesses of the SES Model of Participation  

             a. The SES model does not provide a coherent rationale

                  for the connection between socioeconomic variables

                  and participation.

                  1. Numerous intervening factors are invoked- resources, norms,

                      stake in the outcome, psychological involvement in politics,

                      greater opportunities, favorable legal status, etc. (VSB, p. 281)

                  2. There is no clearly specified mechanism linking social

                       status to political participation.

                       a. As will be clear later, resources link backward to SES

                           and forward to political participation. (VSB, p. 282)

                  3. Thus, the SES model will be augmented by resources that

                      logically effect participation: money, time and civic skills.

                      a. One prime example that we will use is religion: religious

                          institutions are the source of significant civic skills, which,

                          in turn, foster political activity. (VSB, p. 282)

             b. Including Resources Will Also Help us Understand the 

                 Rationality of Participation.

                 1. Although rational actor models might clearly specify

                     how and why individuals decide to become involved in

                     politics in order to pursue their self-interest, they do

                     a poor job of predicting how much political activity there

                     will be and who will take part. (VSB, p. 283)

                     a. For example, one version of rational choice theory

                         would predict that people of high SES would participate

                         less because they would better understand the free-

                         rider problem and because their higher salaries increase

                         the opportunity cost of participation. (VSB, p. 284)

                     b. On the other hand, lower information and transactions costs

                         might make it easier for high SES people to participate.

                         (VSB, p. 284)

                     c. The inclusion of resources will help clear this up: there

                          are real costs to participation (money given to one 

                          candidate can not be use for some other purpose; same

                          with time, etc.). (VSB, p. 284)

                          1. Thus, we will build a model on the budget constraints
                               on resources that limit choice. (VSB, p. 285)

                          2. Additionally, by examining civic skills we will be able to

                              understand why transaction and information costs might

                              be lower for the those in higher SES groups. (VSB, p. 287)

>>>>Cover Statistical Material in File “PBSTAT” Before Continuing<<<<

    C. Predicting Resources: Predicting Family Income and Free Time

                                 Family Income                             Free Time          

                             B       SE  B       Beta                    B      SE  B        Beta                                              

Education 

and Job

    Education     .57**      .05           .29                   -.07       .05           -.02     

    Working        .08         .08           .02                 -2.71**    .09            .54

    Job Level      .16         .05           .08                    .06       .06            .02

Family 

Characteristics

    Spouse         

    Working        .52**      .06           .16                    -.48**    .08           -.10

     Pre-School

     Children      -.01        .17           .00                   -1.92**   .20           -.16      

     School Age

     Children      .20         .16           .03                     -.97**   .19           -.09

Demographic

Characteristics

     African-

     American   -.15         .19          -.01                     .10      .23            .01

      Latino       -.46          .24          -.05                    -.37     .28           -.02     

      Gender     -.33**       .12          -.05                  -1.12**   .14           -.12

________________________________________________________________

      Constant  2.60**      .41                                  13.24**   .48

      R2                             .19                                                 .53

________________________________________________________________

* Significant at .05 level.                                   (VSB, p. 296)  

 ** Significant at .01 level.

 Variable Measurement: Working (not working: 1, part-time: 2, full time: 3);

    Job Level (1 = dishwasher through 5 = physician, attorney); Income (1= 

    0-15,000 through 6 = over $125,000); Free Time (in hours: 24 – necessary

    activities); Children (actual number); Spouse Working (1 = yes, 0 = no)      

    Gender (1 = female, 0 = male); Race (1 = Latino, 0 = non-Latino; 1 =

    African-American, 0 = non-African-American); Education (8 categories)

        1. Interpretation:

            a. Family Income: Education and Job Level matter (education

                much more so).  All other factors being equal, a working spouse

                increases family income while their appears to be discrimination 

                against women.

            b. Free Time: Working and having children noticeably reduces free

                time (working has the greatest impact).  Notice also that being

                a women reduces free time even after the effects of work and

                family size are taken into account.  This probably stems from

                the tradition of women doing chores (e.g., laundry).  These results

                indicate that women have not had such “housekeeping” duties

                reduced sufficiently to offset increased work.  

    D. Explaining Civic Skills (The “Third” Skill: After Money and TIme)

         1. Measuring Civic Skills: The number of the following activities the 

             individual has engaged in over the past 6 months: writing a letter,

             took part in decision-making at a meeting, planned or chaired a

             meeting and, finally, given a presentation or speech? (scored 0

             through 4)

             a. Civic skills is a Guttman Scale.  (VSB, p. 560-561)
          2. Acquiring Skills from the Job 

              The Relationship Income and Skills from the Job:

              Income                                  Average Skills from the Job
              Under $15,000                                      1.06

              $15-$34,999                                          1.65

              $35-$49,999                                          2.27 

              $50-74,999                                            2.67

              $75-$124,999                                        3.10

              $125,000 +                                            3.37

               (VSB, p. 319)

              a. Interpretation: Seems like a monotonic increase in skills from 

                                            jobs with higher pay

          3. Acquiring Skills from Church
              a. Protestant denominations offer a greater opportunity to learn or

                  practice skills useful in political participation than does the

                  Catholic Church because:

                  1. Protestant churches, on average, tend to be smaller than 

                      Catholic churches.

                  2. Protestant churches typically offer greater opportunities 

                      to participate in the liturgy

                  3. Protestant churches tend to be organized more at the 

                      congregational level rather than in a church hierarchy.

                      (VSB, p. 321)
III. Modeling the Sources of Political Activity

     A. Predicting Overall Participation by Resources and Institutional

         Affiliation

                                                     B                      SE  B                     Beta

Education and Language

     Education                             .24**                     .03                         .23

     Vocabulary                           .09**                     .02                         .12

     English at Home                  .10                        .09                         .02

Income and Time
     Family Income                     .07**                      .01                        .12

     Free Time                            -.01                        .01                         .04

Institutional Affiliation
    Citizenship                           .90**                      .19                         .09 

    Job Level                              .00                         .02                         .00

    Organization Affiliation       .08*                        .04                         .04

    Religious Attendance          .02                         .01                         .03

Civic Skills
    Job Skills                             .12**                        .03                         .11

    Organization Skills             .16**                        .03                         .10

    Religious Skills                   .19**                        .03                         .11

Constant                                 -.93**                        .24       

____________________________________________________________

R2                                                                                                              .33

Sample Size                         2,415

____________________________________________________________

*Significant at .05 level.              (VSB, p. 340)

**Significant at .01 level.

   B. Interpretation

        1. Everything seems to matter except religious attendance and job 

            level.

            a. The impact of religious experience and job level is indirect.  They

                help develop skills that are then important in explaining 

                participation. 

IV. From Generation to Generation: The Roots of Participatory Factors

     A. Generational Model  (VSB, p. 417)

    1   >  > > > > > >    2  >  > > > >  >  >  3  > > > > > >  >    4  > > > >  > > 5

                                 Using                  Using                 Using               Using

                                 Initial                   Steps                 Steps               Steps

                                 Char. to               1 & 2                  1- 3 to               1 - 4 

Initial                        Predict                to Predict          Predict              to 

Characteristics       Pre-Adult            Institutional   Participation     Predict 

                                 Experiences      Involvements    Factors       Participation

Parent’s Ed.;           Exp. to                 Job Level;         Family               

Gender;                   Politics at             Affiliation         Income;  

Race;                       Home;                   with Non-         Free Time;  

Ethnicity                  Respondent’s      Political            Civic Skills;

                                 Education;           Organization;   Vocabulary;

                                 Activities in          Religious          Political Interest

                                 High School         Attendance      Political Information

   B. Step “2”: Using Initial Characteristics to Predict Pre-Adult Experiences 

                                 Standardized Regression Coefficients
Independent                 Politics                                                  High School

Variables                      at Home                  Education              Activity

Parents Education         .27**                           .42**                      .22**

Female                            .00                             -.06**                      .07**  

African-American         -.01                             -.05**                      .02 

Latino                            -.06*                            -.10**                     -.05*              

________________________________________________________________

R2                                    .08                               .23                        .08

Sample Size               2,517                           2,517                    2,517

________________________________________________________________

*Significant at .05 level.  **Significant at .01 level.                  (VSB, p. 430)       
      1. Interpretation

          a. Parent’s education is by far the most important factor in explaining

              the respondent’s exposure to politics at home, education 

              attainment and activity level in high school.

              1. Apart from education, the models have low explanatory power.

   C. “Step 3”: Using Initial Characteristics and Pre-Adult Experiences

        to Explain Institutional Involvements

                             Standardized Regression Coefficients

                                                                           Affiliation with

Independent        Work Force         Job          Non-Political         Church

Variables              Participation      Level       Organization          Attendance

Initial

Characteristics

     Parents Edu.        -.04*                 .02                .05*                         -.06** 

     Female                 -.22**               -.12**             .01                            .12**

     African-

         American         -.01                  -.01              -.07**                          .01  

     Latino                   -.01                  -.01              -.07**                          .01  

Pre-Adult 

Experiences
     Education             .11**                 .57**            .25**                          .02                 

     Politics at Home  -.03                   .00               .04*                           .05** 

     High School

         Activity              .02                   .06               .12**                          .15** 

________________________________________________________________

R2                                .35                   .47               .16                             .09

Sample Size           2,517               1,6521            2,514                         2,517

1: among working respondents

________________________________________________________________

* Significant at .05 level.  **Significant at .01 level.             (VSB, p. 431)                       

      1. Interpretation

          a. Work Force Participation: women less likely to work and education

                        increases probability of working

          b. Job Level: women are likely to be in less prestigious positions; 

                                 note the impact of the respondent’s education

          c. Non-Political Organizational Affiliation: education is the single

                        best predictor.  High school activities also important.

          d. Church Attendance: only area where education isn’t important;

                        high school activities may be tapping “joiner” tendency.

D. “Step 4”: Using Initial Characteristics, Pre-Adult Experiences, 

        and Institutional Involvements to Explain Participatory Factors.

                             Standardized Regression Coefficients
                   Family     Civic                                                  Political  Political

                   Income    Skills    Vocabulary   Recruitment  Interest  Information

Initial Characteristics

 Parent’s        

 Education    .07**      .03            .09**             -.03                 .03          .04*          

 Female        -.05**     -.03           .06                 .00                 -.10**      -.20**

 African-

   American  -.02       -.01           -.12**             .02                  .01          -.12**

 Latino          -.03        .03           -.02               -.03                -.06**       -.09**

Pre-Adult Experiences   

 Education    .19**      .13**         .38**             .13**               .12**        .28**

 Politics at

    Home        .03         .02            .00                .00                 .16**        .06**   

 High 

 School

 Activity        .10**      .08**         .07**              .08**              .17**        .09** 

Institutional Involvements
 Job Level    .08**      .21**         .05*               .02                  .05*         .03    

 Non-Pol.

 Org.             .09**      .32**         .09**              .10**               .11**        .12**

 Church

   Atten.       -.02         .21**        -.05**             .27**                .07**       .01        

______________________________________________________________

R2                 .20         .53            .33                .18                   .23         .32

______________________________________________________________

*Significant at .05 level.

**Significant at .01 level.

(VSB, p. 434)

      1. Interpretation
          a. Family Income: education is most important (so is parent’s 

              education); job level is important

          b. Civic Skills: education again important, but note the great 

               impact of institutional involvements (job level, non-political

               organization and church attendance).

          c. Vocabulary: similar to “civic skills” except that “initial

               characteristics” (e.g., parents education, being a women and

               being African-American) matter more for vocabulary than civic 

               skills.

          d. Recruitment: education, high school activity, non-political

                organization and, most imporantly, church attendance.

          e. Political Interest: high school activity and politics at home matter

                most, with education and non-political organization close behind.

          f. Political Information: education and being female are most 

                important with non-political organization also important.

   E. “Step 5”: Using Initial Characteristics, Pre-Adult Experiences, 

        Institutional Involvements and Participatory Factors to Explain

        Overall Political Participation.

                             Standardized Regression Coefficients
Initial Characteristics

    Parent’s Income                               .04*

    Female                                             -.03*

    African-American                             .02

    Latino                                                .03

Pre-Adult Experiences

    Education                                         .12**

    Politics at Home                               .04**

    High School Activity                        .08**

Institutional Involvements

    Job Level                                         -.03

    Non-Political Organization              .01

    Church Attendance                         -.01

Participatory Factors
     Family Income                                 .09**

     Free Time                                        -.02

     Civic Skills                                       .14**

     Vocabulary                                       .05*

     Recruitment                                     .13** 

     Political Interest                              .24**

     Political Information                       .12**

________________________________________________________________

R2                                                                                        .45

Sample Size                                      2,404

________________________________________________________________

*Significant at .05 level.

**Significant at .01 level.

(VSB, p. 441)

        1. Interpretation

            a. Not surprising, political interest is the most important factor 

                followed by a groups of factors of almost identical importance:           

                civic skills, recruitment, political information and education.

IV. Participatory Distortion
     A. For political participation to be “representative” of the general public, 
         politicians must hear different positions on an issue communicated in 
         proportion to the strength of that particular view within the general 
         public.

         1. For example, suppose that activists’ opinions across a wide 

             range of issues mirrored the public.  Their still might be 

             representational “distortion” because on the issues that the 

             activists were participation on, their views were more extreme 

             than the general public. (VSB, p. 181)

     B. To measure participatory distortion we will use the Logged

          Representation Scale (LRS)          

           1. For example, if 50% of the activists favor a bond issue to

               build a new school, but only 40% of the community favors

               it, then representational “distortion” is positive 10% (50%-

               40%=10%). (VSB, p. 183)

           2. The above measure has limitations.

                a. The “upper” and “lower” bounds of distortion are the result 
                    of the distribution of opinion in the community, regardless of 
                    the characteristics of the activists. (VSB, p. 183)

                     1. For example, in the above situation, if 40% of the community

                         favors the bond initiative, then the maximum positive 

                         distortion is 60% (i.e., if 100% of the activists support the 

                         initiative) and the maximum negative distortion is –40%

                         (i.e., if 0% of the activists support the bond initiative:

                          0%-40%=-40%).

                     2. However, if 90% of the public support the bond initiative 

                         then the maximum positive distortion is 10% (i.e., 100% of 

                         the activists support the initiative) and the maximum 

                         negative distortion is –90% (i.e., if 0% of the activists 

                         support the initiative).

           3. Therefore, we will use the Logged Representation Scale (LRS)

               which circumvents the above problem by taking the common

               log (i.e., base 10) of the ratio of the percentage of the activists

               with a characteristic (e.g., position on an issue) to the 

               percentage of the characteristic in the population as a whole.

               a. For example, in the school bond example if 50% of the

                   activists support the school bond, but only 40% of the

                   community does the “Logged Representation Scale”

                   is .097 (50% / 40% = 1.25 and 10.097 = 1.25 or 10 to the

                   .097 power equals 1.25).

           4. This measure has some nice properties: (1) it is              

               dimensionless (i.e., one LRS score can be compared

               to another – thus a score of .6 means there is twice

               as much distortion as a score of .3); (2) it is symmetrical

               (i.e., it ranges from plus infinity to minus infinity with

               a score of 0 indicating no distortion); (3) negative numbers

               mean the characteristic is underrepresented among 

               activists while positive numbers mean the characteristic

               is overrepresented among activists; (4) an LRS score

               of .30 indicates that activists are twice as likely to have a

               characteristic as members of the population while a score

               of -.30 indicates that the activists are half as likely to have

               the characteristic as members of the population as a 

               whole. (VSB, pp. 183-184) 

     C. Distortion of Economic Attitudes through Overall Participation
          1. Remember the “basic” relationship between socioeconomic status    

              and opinion: citizens of higher socioeconomic status tend to be

              more economically conservative (i.e., less supportive of  

              government social welfare spending and redistributing the wealth)

              and noneconomically liberal (i.e., more tolerant) than are people

              of lower socioeconomic status.

          2. All of the Distortion Data below are Logged Representation Scale 
              (LRS) scores.

          3. All the Results Show Distortion in a Pro-Conservative Direction

              on Economic Issues
              a. Distortion of Economic Attitudes through Overall Participation
                  Note: Positive Numbers mean Pro-Conservative Distortion

                            while Negative Numbers mean Pro-Liberal Distortion 

              Distortion Due to:

                  Education                            .00

                  Income                                 .02

                  Job                                       .02

                  Non-Political

                  Organization                       .00

                  Church                                 .01

                  Political Interest                  .02

                  Total Distortion                   .07        (VSB, p. 475)

              b. Distortion of Economic Attitudes through Political Contributions  
                  1. Total distortion is higher than through all forms of 

                       participation (.18 as opposed to .07) and is almost

                       entirely a function of income.  (VSB, p. 475)                                   

              c. Distortion of Economic Attitudes through Political Contributions

                  by Party 

                  1. Democrats:

                      a. There is no distortion of economic attitudes through 

                           contributions for Democrats.

                           1. The “conservatizing” influence of money is still strong

                                among Democratic contributors, but it is offset by

                                the pro-liberal contributions of education, political

                                interest and other factors.  (VSB, p. 479)

                  2. Republicans:

                      a. There is a sizeable pro-conservative distortion of economic

                           attitudes through contributions for Republicans (.28).

                           1. The distortion is mainly through income (.14) and to

                                a lesser extent education (.06), church (.03) and

                                political interest (.04).  (VSB, p. 479)

                                a. In the Republican party, the well-educated tend to be

                                    quite conservative on economic issues while among

                                    Democrats, the well-educated are quite liberal on

                                    economic issues. (VSB, note 15, p. 480)  

                                    1. Greater education produces the prerequisites for

                                        ideological thinking, while will mean the well-

                                        educated in each party will be more coherent and 

                                        extreme. 

     D. Distortion of Economic Attitudes Among Groups

          1. Taking three groups, the poor, African-Americans and Latinos, we

              find that within all three groups there is a pro-conservative 

              distortion in the economic message coming from the group.

               a. However, only among Latinos is there a “strong” pro-

                   conservative distortion (Latinos: .23, African-Americans .02 and 

                   the poor .06).

                   1. Not only are Latinos because they do not participate as

                       much as their population size would warrant, but those

                       Latinos who participate are more conservatively economically

                       than the group as a whole. (VSB, pp. 490-491)

                   2. There is not one particular factor that explains the atypically

                        high level of economic conservatism among Latino activists.

    E. Distortion of Attitudes on Abortion

        1. In terms of “overall” participation, there is a moderate pro-liberal

            bias (-.07: remember negative numbers indicate a pro-liberal bias)

            a. Education and job effects offset church to produce a pro-liberal

                bias.

        2. However, in terms of participation aimed at abortion, there is a

            a strong pro-conservative bias (.36).

            a. Church is more than able to offset countervailing factors.

                (VSB, p. 498)

    F. Distortion of Tolerance Level through Overall Participation   

        Distortion Due to:

        Education                          -.07

        Income                               -.02

        Job                                     -.02

        Non-Political

        Organization                      .00

        Church                                .01

        Political Interest                -.01
        Total Distortion                 -.14  (does not add up to -.14 due to 

                                                             contributions of other factors)

         (VSB, p. 505: polarity is reversed in order to be consistent with

           previous scoring system where negative scores are pro-liberal,

           i.e., tolerant in this case)

        1. Participation yields a pro-libertarian bias: economically more

            conservative than the public and non-economically more liberal 
            than the public.
        2. It is worth mentioning also Verba and Nie’s finding that even after

            removing the impact of social status, officeholders (who are 

            typically of higher status) were more likely to agree with those who 

            were highly politically active (who also tend to be of higher status) 

            on what the major problems of the community were than what 

            would be warranted based on status alone.  Thus, participation 

            matters.

    G. Impact of Urbanization on Political Participation

        1. Controlling for individual characteristics, residents of small town               

            are more civically engaged.

            a. On the other hand, land use has little impact on participation (i.e.,        

                bedroom communities have about the same participation as     

                as more diverse cities.


                1. Residents of suburban enclaves may have more participatory    

                    skills, but they are less interested in politics.

                    a. Probably because such enclaves are homogeneous and lack 

                        the degree of political conflict that increases participation.

                    b. Thus, racially segregated communities reduce political 

                         participation. (above section from book reviews in JOP, August,           

                         2002, pp. 934-935)

   H. Cross-National Comparison
         1. In the major cross-national study of political participation, the

             correlation between socioeconomic status and political  

             participation in the United States, .36, was larger than most

             all others examined (e.g., Japan and Austria .12, Nigeria .22,

             the Netherlands .23) and tied by only India and Yugoslavia.

             No nation studied had a stronger relation between socioeconomic 

             than the U.S.  (Verba and Nie, p. 340; Verba, Nie and Kim, pp. 63-64)

    I. Distortion Through the Interest Group System

         1. Class Bias in the Washington Interest Group System

               Type of Organization                         Percentage of all Groups 

                                                                                         Having

                                                                          Washington Representation

               Corporations                                                        45.7%                               

               Trade Associations/Other Business                  17.9%

                Foreign Commerce and Corporations                6.5%

                Professional Associations                                   6.9%

                Unions                                                                    1.7%

                Public Interest Groups                                          4.1%

                Civil Rights/Minority Organizations                     1.3%

                Social Welfare and the Poor                                   .6% 

                New Entrants (Elderly, Gays, Women, etc.)        1.1%

                Governmental Units-U.S.                                      4.2%            

                Other Foreign                                                         2.0%

                Other/Unknown                                                      8.2%

                                   


    

        100.2% 

                 (Schlozman, JOP, 1984, p. 1012)

                a. Business organizations represent over 70% of the groups

                    having representation in Washington. (Corporations +

                    Trade Associations/Other Business + Foreign Commerce

                     and Corporations – Data from approx. 1981) 

                b. By contrast, unions only represented 1.7%, public interest

                    groups 4.1% and social welfare and the poor on .6%

                    of the groups having representation in Washington.
                c. While business groups may support the poor on some issues

                    (e.g., home builders supporting public housing) and may not be 

                    united against the poor on some issues, when business does 

                    unite the system is can very biased in favor of upper class 

                    interests (e.g., against a more progressive tax  system).

                d. One reason that the interest group system may be so biased in 

                    favor of business groups is a weakness in Olson’s theory that 

                    individuals need selective incentives (something not available 

                    to non-group members) in order to join groups (at least to make 

                    it rational to join): some research shows that at some point the 

                    costs of organizing are so low that the rationality concern just 

                    isn’t important.  However, the poor have so few resources that 

                    the cost may not be low enough for them. (Schlozman, p. 1029) 

                     1. Democratic control of  the presidency and Congress is 

                         associated with increased activity by business PACs.

                         a. This increased activity pays off because Democratic 

                             control tends to increase corporate taxes which are then 

                             lowered under increased business lobbying. (Inclan, Quinn 

                             and Shapiro, AJPS, Jan., 2001)

         2. The Public Sees Congress as too Influenced by Interest Groups

              a. 86% agreed with the statement that “Congress is too heavily

                  influenced by interest groups in making decisions.”

                  (Hibbing and Theiss-Morse, Congress as Public Enemy, p. 64)

              b. The Public does not seem to look at interest groups in a 

                   Left/Right philosophical manner, but rather monolithically

                   and as influencing Congress in a direction antithetical to the

                   interests of middle American.

                   (Hibbing and Theiss-Morse, Congress as Public Enemy, pp. 64-                      

                   65) 

                   1. Thus, the public does not seem to see interest groups as

                       representing the interest of citizens or as representing

                       competing interests (i.e., interest groups opposing each 

                       other). (Hibbing and T-Morse, Congress as Public Enemy, p.           

                       64)

         3. Interest Groups, Representation, and Legislating

              a. The example of the NRA gives some hope as the  ability to 

                  harness the power of groups that oppose popular majorities.

                   a. For many years, the NRA successfully defeated gun control

                      measures.  While a change in political control (from Republican

                      to Democratic) and vivid national events (attempted 

                      assassination of Reagan and the Columbine disaster) helped, it 

                      was also the ability of an opposition interest group, Handgun 

                      Control Inc. that was able to present opposing information and 

                      provide important constituency information that helped defeat 

                      the NRA.  (Wright, Interest Groups and Congress, pp. 189-190)

              b. The Example of the NADA Indicates that Interest Group

                   Political Contribution May Not Buy Votes.

                   1. The goal of access, as opposed to vote buying, from 

                       campaign contributions is underscored by the National

                       Automobile Dealers Association

                       a. In 1982, Congress vetoed a ruling by the Federal Trade 

                           Commission that would have required car dealers to list  

                           “known defects” in used cars on a sticker affixed to the 

                           window.  (Wright, Interest Groups and Congress, p. 137)

                       b. While 87% of those who received campaign contributions 

                           from the NADA  PAC voted against the FTC rule, only 34% 

                           of those who did not receive contributions from the NADA  

                           PAC voted against the rule. (Wright, p. 137)

                           1.  However, the vote is almost perfectly predicted from the 

                                conservatism of  the congressman.  Thus, the NADA 

                                gave money to conservative congressmen who were 

                                almost certain, on the basis of their ideology, to oppose 

                                the rule.  NADA contributions added very little to the 

                                predictive power of legislator ideology. (Wright, pp. 141-

                                 143)

                                a. Nevertheless, some studies find PAC contributions  

                                    have effect on voting on less salient issues.

                                    (Wright, p. 144) 

                               b. Its often PAC membership, not contributions, that 

                                   have the greatest effect on legislators’ votes.  For 

                                   example, on the Senate vote on the Assault Weapons 

                                   Ban, the percentage of the state’s population that 

                                   belonged to the NRA was typically a good predictor of 

                                   the vote, as was the violent crime rate, the homicide 

                                   rate, and both constituency and legislator ideology.  

                                   (Medoff, Dennis and Bishin, JSE, 1995)       

                           2. The basic finding is that PAC contributions are more  

                               geared to gaining access than to affect electoral 

                               outcomes. (Wright, Interest Groups and Congress, p. 148)

                               a. Additionally, since the electoral impact of a $1,000 

                                   campaign contribution is so small – about 3/100s of 

                                   1% for an incumbent and less than half that much for a 

                                   challenger – it isn’t that important. (Wright, p. 149)

