
PLS 101 - Lecture 8

All right.  Hereís what weíre gonna do this week.  Weíre a little bit 
behind but weíll catch up eventually, I know.  Weíre going to be doing Chapter 
4 the entire week.  Chapter 4 in this book and also on Wednesday ó probably 
Wednesday would be a good time, definitely by Friday ó if you would make sure 
youíve got ó thereís a nice little interesting set of point/counterpoint 
readings about the media, do the media have a liberal bias.  Itís a very 
interesting set of articles.  Weíll talk a little bit about it either ó maybe 
Wednesday, but definitely Friday if not Wednesday.  And that begins on page 
98.  If you would, make sure youíve got that read too so we can have some 
interesting discussions out of this as well.

So what weíre gonna do today, then, is talk about the media and public 
opinion, and the role of the media in our society, and the importance of 
public opinion.  Public opinion obviously is a very important topic if you 
think about it.  You watch the news and you see all these public opinion polls 
and it seems to me that almost on a daily basis if youíre watching the news 
youíll see some poll somewhere talking about some candidate and what their 
support or their approval rating is.  So itís obviously very important.

If you are a politician, public opinion polls are very important.  Your 
job approval rating is very important to you.  Let me ask you this.  Why would 
it be important to you?  If you were President Bush, why would you be 
concerned about your job approval rating?  What does a good job approval 
rating allow you to do?  Get reelected.  Absolutely.  What else does a good 
job approval rating allow you to do?  Why is it important to you?  Why are you 
concerned about it?  What do you want to do if youíre elected as president?  
You want to get things done, right?  Okay.  Absolutely.  You have an agenda.  
If you have a high public approval rating, people who are supporting your 
agenda, thereís a better chance of getting things done than if you have a low 
job approval rating, or the people are very ambivalent about your time in 
office.  In a lot of ways, a high job approval rating will allow you to get 
things done that you normally couldnít do.  Particularly when youíre trying to 
work with legislators, say, on capitol hill, trying to sell your programs to 
congress, having high job approval rates will go very far in terms of helping 
you get things ushered in through congress as well.  So thatís why it can be 
very important.

Now, also just in general, just talking a little bit about public opinion 
and sort of as an introductory fashion here, as you probably know people are 
by and large very ó well again, let me ask you this.  Would you say that the 
average American voter is fairly informed about political issues or fairly 
uninformed about political issues?  What would you say?  Uninformed.  More 
often than not theyíre gonna be uninformed, right?  And yet at the same time, 
does that stop people from giving their opinion on important issues?  No.  In 
fact, whatís interesting is that even though a lot of people are very 
uninformed on major issues and major aspects about our political system, they 
are more than happy to give their opinion on politics or on candidates and so 
forth.

In fact, there have been several studies, for example, that have been 
shown that have ó people have tried to conduct a study where the researchers 
have asked peopleís opinion about some kind of bogus piece of legislation or 
some kind of bogus news item.  And itís really amazing what some of this 
research is showing.  For example, thereís one that Iím reminded of.  There 
was a study by some researchers at the University of Cincinnati and they were 



asking people about some bogus piece of legislation called the Monterey 
Control Bill.  And they said, ìAre you in favor of the Monterey Control Bill 
or are you opposed to the Monterey Control Bill?î  And about 30 percent said 
they were in favor, about 30 percent said they were opposed to it, and about 
30 percent said they donít know.

Now, whatís interesting about that is over half, 60 percent or so, had an 
opinion to register about a bogus piece of legislation.  So again, thereís 
several studies that have shown these kinds of trends and so I think itís very 
interesting.  Other polls have shown that very few people, even though basic 
information like whoís our Vice President or who is our Secretary of Defense.  
Let me ask you this.  Youíre more informed than the average American voter 
because youíre a college student and youíre taking a Political Science 101 
course.  Who ó hereís an easy question.  Who is our Secretary of State?

[Inaudible student response]
Condoleeza Rice.  Good.  Good.  Let me ask you another question, not to 

embarrass you or anything.  Who is the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court?  
Good.  William H. Rehnquist.  So again, one of the things that we find here is 
that you have more than average ability to answer some of these questions, but 
a lot of the average American voters donít know these things.

So in a lot of ways, given the level of basic ignorance that people have 
about our political system, then the question becomes here, how much faith 
should be put in public opinion polls that ask people about our defense policy 
or our policy toward Iraq, or the views toward the Supreme Court or the views 
even about certain presidential candidates and their particular viewpoints?  
So one of the problems that we have with public opinion polls is that people 
often are not very knowledgeable about the issues.  So you look at a public 
opinion poll and you hear people expressing their opinions, you almost assume 
that they have a pretty high level of knowledge when, in fact, they probably 
donít.

Another issue that often comes up is how you word questions, too.  How you 
word a question on a public opinion poll can dramatically affect the answer.  
Let me give you an example.  This is a bit of a dated example.  Have you ever 
heard of the Moral Majority and Jerry Falwell?  Many, many years ago when I 
was in college I got a public opinion poll from the Moral Majority.  And they 
sent me this and hereís the question.  They said, ìAre you for the slaughter 
of innocent babies?î  Now, let me word that question a little bit differently.  
Quote, ìDo you think a woman should have the right over her own body when it 
comes to matters of reproductive freedom?î  See, both of those are issues that 
deal with abortion.  But obviously how you word the question can certainly 
impact the likelihood of response that youíre gonna get.

Let me give you a third one here.  Some opinions can change dramatically 
over time.  Some are not stable or not firmly held.  And so because of that, 
these are some problems that sometimes researchers have in terms of assessing 
public opinion.  Now, other thing ó again, by way of introduction ó I want to 
give you is, when you look at public opinion and what some of the researchers 
are concerned about ó let me give you four key dimensions of public opinion.  
Researchers have identified these four basic dimensions and weíre gonna talk 
about each one briefly here.

One of which is called intensity, which is the idea of how intensely do 
you feel about a particular issue.  Sort of self-explanatory.  Another is 
saliency.  It sounds very, very similar to the first one.  Weíre gonna tease 
that out in just a second.  But saliency is how important is this issue really 
to your daily life.  A third one here is ability.  How stable is your opinion 



or the opinion of people over a period of time, and then, fourth, direction ó 
you know, are you for something or opposed to something and what direction is 
it in.

So let me talk to you a little bit about some of these.  Letís talk about 
this first one: with intensity and saliency.  You can feel intensely about 
something but it may not affect you personally.  Let me give you a quick 
example.  Letís say that you happen to see on OPT a documentary about 
pollution in Mexico.  Letís say, for example, that in this documentary it 
shows some chemical companies that were leaving the United States in the name 
of NAFTA, the North American Free Trade Agreement, and setting up shop over in 
ó south of the border down in Mexico.  And what you also saw in this 
documentary might be that there were that these companies were really putting 
a lot of pollution into the air and the environment there in Mexico.  And you 
didnít see that here in the U.S., but you saw it there. 

In fact, some of these documentaries may have actually showed some 
communities where these places were located, that the ó for example, 
miscarriage rates or cancer rates were just way off the map and that you would 
probably attribute this to all the chemical pollution that these people, the 
residents or inhabitants, were being exposed to.  And you see this and you 
just see something ó you look at this and you may feel very intensely about 
this, very opposed to this kind of action being taken on the part of corporate 
America.  That might be an example here of something that you feel very 
intensely about but not so much ó excuse me ó that would rank very high in 
saliency because of the fact that itís something that doesnít affect your 
daily lives on a frequent basis.

Let me give you another ó sort of a reverse example.  How many of you have 
a problem with, say, parking at SMSU?  No one, I hope, right?  No one has any 
problems with parking at SMSU, right?  And theyíre in the process actually of 
addressing some of these concerns.  But letís say in the name of alleviating 
this ó letís say for a minute that weíre not talking about building a new 
parking garage but itís something that weíre gonna consider on the books.  And 
letís say that maybe, you know, youíre concerned about the high cost of 
tuition right now.  More and more of your tuition costs are being shouldered 
upon your own burdens, and so forth.  But letís say that SMS is proposing a 3 
percent tuition hike and 3 percent increase in parking fees next semester.  
Now, are you gonna be up in arms if it goes up 3 percent?  Or are you gonna 
say, ìNah, the cost of living goes up 3 percent.  Thatís pretty reasonable.î

Now, some of you again, thinking in terms of your history, you might say, 
ìEnough is enough.  Thatís the straw the breaks the camelís back.î  But in 
normal circumstances, you might say, ìOkay, 3 percent.  This is something 
thatís very high in salience.î  This obviously affects you so itís a very 
salient issue to you.  But you may not necessarily, with some exceptions here, 
feel very intensely about it.  So, in other words, I want you to understand 
that in something like this you might say, ìWell, you know, again itís very 
important to me, itís salient to me, but Iím not gonna quit school because of 
a 3 percent tuition hike.î

So the point I just want to suggest to you here is that there are some 
cases where you can feel very intense about an issue but not be very salient 
to you.  By contrast, you could feel very ó something can be very salient to 
you but not necessarily feel very intensely about it.  Normally, those two 
dimensions kind of go hand in hand, donít they?  Obviously, the intensity may 
go hand in hand more with saliency, but not always.  It can actually be in 
different directions here.  I just want to give you that example here.



A couple of other quick things like stability.  Let me just give you a 
quick example about this, how stable is your opinion over time.  On some 
issues ó some issues you feel so strongly about.  Theyíre very high in 
intensity and saliency, and chances are theyíre not gonna change overnight 
probably, right?  Okay.  I think about abortion again as a good example of 
that.  Somebody can give you some counter evidence about abortion but, I mean, 
that really goes to deep-seated values that you hold about your position on 
abortion, and this can change over time.  Whereas other things may be less 
stable.  How you feel about, for example, about government support for the 
arts or government funding for the arts.  That may actually change over time 
and be less stable as a matter of opinion.

And then direction.  Iíll give you an example of this.  Are you pleased ó 
you know, are people by and large pleased with our policy in Iraq or do they ó 
are you in favor of our policy in Iraq or opposed to our policy in Iraq?  
Thatís the idea of direction.  Are you for something or opposed ó against 
something.  

So those are just some general information about public opinion and the 
problems that we have in terms of assessing public opinion, the importance it 
is to legislators and to politicians in general, and, of course, the different 
ways in which researchers have a tendency to sort of tease out different 
aspects of public opinion.

Well, what we really want to get to ó I think itís very, very interesting 
ó is we all have certain attitudes about our political system.  And I want to 
talk about some of these basic origins of political attitudes.  We all acquire 
a set of these attitudes over time.  And, in fact, let me throw up a term here 
on the board.  Thereís a process you need to know about and itís called 
political socialization.  Political socialization.  

Basically, what political socialization is is the process by which we 
acquire attitudes about our political system over a period of time.  Itís a 
process essentially.  Going from the time when we first, you know, start 
school on up through our lives, weíre always undergoing a process, a 
socializing process.  The idea of socialization is the idea of being ó sort of 
developing a set of attitudes toward our political system.

We think about the term socialization in a number of different ways.  
Thereís a term called professional socialization.  If youíre a business major 
you may have heard of a term called organizational socialization.  But 
basically, they all speak to a process by which you are sort of imbued with 
the values of that system in which you work.  Whether itís your profession or 
whether itís an organization in which you work, or, in this case, the 
political system which you belong to as well.  So this is a process by which 
we acquire certain types of attitudes and opinions about our political system.

Now, obviously one of the most important origins of political attitudes ó 
what would you say ó whatís the major thing again?  You have it in your notes 
here so this may be very much of a softball question.  But whatís probably the 
most important thing for you personally in terms of what has shaped your 
opinions about politics up to this point ó more than anything else?  And donít 
say, ìFox News.î  What would you say?  The family.  Okay.  Probably the family 
is the most important.

And Iím gonna talk about these different origins.  By the way, just to 
make it a little complex, these different origins of political attitudes can 
also be considered as what you might think as agents.  Political 
socialization.  When I say the origins of political attitudes, these different 
factors are also known as agents of political socialization.



Why is it that the family is so important in shaping your views about 
politics?  Speak from experience.  How has your family shaped your views?  No 
ifs, ands, and buts, right?  This is what we do, this is who we are as a 
family.  Part of your identification in your family, in a lot of ways, is 
based ó you know, your political affiliation is so much influenced, as an 
example, by your family.  I know, for example, my own situation ó again, 
giving away how old I am ó but many, many, many moons ago there was an 
election with Richard Nixon.  Richard Nixon was running for president.  And I 
knew ó I was in elementary school and I knew there were really ó I didnít know 
much about the candidates but I knew there were elephants and there were 
donkeys.  My dad was an elephant so I wanted to be an elephant, too, you know, 
kind of thing.  Very, very simplistic.  But you have these way, way, way, way 
back as part of that in terms of the influence of your family.

What else?  Some other views?  In other words, how or why ó in what way 
has your family shaped your political attitudes?  Thatís a good example in 
terms of your party identification.  What else would you say?  Yes, sir?

[Inaudible student response]
So youíre saying your dad was very, very upset that your sister was not ó 

did not support the same viewpoint.  So did you learn from your wise sister?  
Did you learn that little bit of wisdom to either --

[Inaudible student response]
Watch out for Dad.  Very good.  I mean, the family is very important in 

terms of that.  In a lot of ways ó I mean, the reason why is what weíre really 
getting at.  Your family transmits basic attitudes, basic beliefs, basic 
values that mold your view of the world.  And the one that Elizabeth 
mentioned, loyalty to a political party.  Also as the book notes.  Loyalty to 
a political party does tend to be passed down from one generation to the next.  

So I always like to do a little empirical test.  I do it with all my 
classes.  Iím just curious.  Iíd like to learn a little bit more about you 
here.  How many of you have parents who are the same political party?  Let me 
start that way.  Both of your parents ó not as you, but with each other.  You 
mom and your dad have the same political party.  Again, more than half, well 
more than half.  Now, tell me this.  For those of you who raised your hands 
the first time, how many of you have the same views as they do, have the same 
political party views?  Okay.  Not quite, but again a pretty good parallel 
between the two ó between that.  So, in other words, loyalty in terms of party 
affiliation does tend to be passed down from one generation to the next.

Now, if your parents have opposing views, then obviously thatís gonna have 
a different effect upon you as opposed to if your parents are one view or the 
other.  And, of course, the other thing too is are your parents diehard one 
party, like diehard Democrats or diehard Republicans.  Again, the intensity 
that they feel about loyalty to party again will also have an impression about 
that.  Elizabeth, not to pick on you, but did you adopt the same views as your 
parents did?  So youíve got some overlap, common overlap with them.  So 
obviously, then, the family plays a very important ó the family is a very 
important agent of political socialization.

Letís do another one here, religion.  Religion is obviously a very 
important agent of political socialization as well.  In fact, that is often 
reinforced by family tradition.  Because the family will transmit to us their 
religious tradition and therefore that will have some impact on our political 
beliefs.  So your religious upbringing can obviously influence your views 
about politics.

Let me take a quick example.  Letís look at Catholics, Protestants, and 



Jews, for example.  Just your upbringing about that.  And I wonít even ask 
you, you know, whatís your religious affiliation but letís just make sure we 
all understand.  In general terms ó letís look at the Democratic Party and 
support for the Democratic Party.  Who is more likely to support the 
Democratic Party: Jews, Catholics, or Protestants?  First and foremost.  The 
strongest supporters of the Democratic Party are most likely to be people who 
grew up in Jewish households.  The second most ó the strongest supporter of 
Democrats, Catholics or Protestants?  Overall, especially in the economic ó 
now, itís changing.  Thatís why I know you said Protestants.  Itís actually 
Catholics.  The Democrats have historically enjoyed more support among 
Catholics than Protestants, particularly on economic issues.  You think, for 
example, about blue collar Catholics working in the cities and so forth.  You 
know, the Democrats have ó thatís always been a very strong, important 
historical base of support for the Democratic Party.

Now, thatís beginning to change a little bit, isnít it?  Before I go to 
that, let me just say ó okay.  Among Protestants, Republicans to enjoy more 
support among Protestants than either Catholics or Jews.  Now, it is changing 
a little bit, particularly in terms of social issues, right?  For those of you 
who have Catholic backgrounds and if you consider yourself more of a 
conservative, traditional Catholic, you are more likely to support 
Republicans, at least more recently, than Democrats.  Why is that?  Abortion.  
The issue about abortion.

And, in fact, even in this most recent election between Bush and Kerry, 
Kerry was counting on a strong Catholic vote for turnout and support of the 
Democratic Party and he got a fair amount of support.  But among traditional 
Catholics, they were more likely to side with Bush than with Kerry because of 
that issue.  But nonetheless, understand aspects of religion can certainly 
influence your views about politics and your support for one party or one 
candidate over another.

Let me give you another one here.  Besides family and religion, gender is 
a very important issue, too, that can influence your views about politics.  
Whatís interesting here is that in terms of this issue is, for example, during 
the 1950s women were more likely to support the Republican Party than the 
Democratic Party.  But beginning in the 1960s, the Democratic Party began to 
enjoy more support among women.  That typically has been consistent over time.  
Even today more women are likely to vote for a Democratic candidate than a 
Republican candidate.  More often than not.  Now, again, not always and some 
of that is changing a little bit.  But historically the Democratic Party has 
enjoyed more support among women than the Republican Party.

Now, again, tell me this.  Why has the Democratic Party been more 
successful in getting the female vote than Republicans?  And Iíll ask this 
particularly to the women.  What is it about the Democratic Party that might 
make you more inclined to vote Democrat?  Is it the looks of the candidate?  
Is that what it is?  Is that why Clinton carried the day compared to Bob Dole, 
for example?  Actually, I think ó again, not to say that among voters 
sometimes your personal charisma and appeal can have an impact.  But in terms 
of what is it that the Democratic Party supports that women find much more 
appealing?

[Inaudible student response]
Specifically about abortion.  Iím gonna come back to that in a second. 

Aaron, you said a quality ó even though youíre not a woman, Iím gonna let 
you answer that answer, okay?  Thatís right.  So Iíll open it up for 
everybody.  So what is it that ó why did you say equality?  Thatís exactly the 



answer here. The reason why in a lot of ways women have been more likely to 
support the Democratic Party is because the Democratic Party supports 
positions that are very popular ó that tend to be popular among women.  
Things, for example, like gun control.  Dealing with poverty and hunger.  What 
does the party suggest doing about drug abuse?  You know, providing help to 
those who need help.

Some of the issues like that that are important to women, the Democratic 
Party has also aligned itself with the same kind of position.  Thatís why the 
Democratic Party has always enjoyed a little bit more ó particularly within 
the last 40 years or so, much more support among women than men, per se.

Now, Emily ó Amy ó sorry.  Amy mentioned an interesting issue and that was 
abortion and Iíve got to ask this question.  Do women feel differently about 
abortion than men in terms of being ó hereís the question.  For abortion or 
opposed to abortion.  If we were to take all the electorate, the people who 
vote or even just the American people, and divide them up, men versus women, 
are you likely ó so youíre gonna have a whole lot of men that are both for and 
against abortion, right?  And youíre gonna have a lot of women who are for and 
against abortion, right?  What I want you to tell me is, are those proportions 
gonna be the same, for and against, among men similar to women or will they be 
different?  In other words, might you see more women who are for abortion than 
opposed to abortion compared to men?  What do you think?  What does your 
intuition tell you?  In other words, the question is: Are there likely to be 
gender differences regarding support for abortion?  What do you think?  Iím 
seeing some heads shake yes.  Do you guys agree?  I guess that means you donít 
know or you donít want to register your opinion.  I donít know.  But itís 
okay.

Interestingly, the answer is, surprisingly, there are really no 
significant gender differences among men versus women.  In other words, there 
are just as many men and women who are for and against abortion as there are 
women who are for and against abortion.

[Inaudible student response]
Now, thatís the question I want to ask you.  Youíre saying essentially 

that a lot of women youíve talked to tend to register opinions of being pro-
choice, right?  I donít know, but thatís what the surveys have said.  Thatís 
very interesting.  A lot of the surveys have said --

[Inaudible student response]
Well, are they accurate?  Can we trust ó this is a good example about 

differences in intensity and saliency, isnít it?  Where in terms of these pro-
choice versus pro-life, you know.  Men can be very intensely pro-life or pro-
choice, but it obviously is not quite as salient to them.  Again, Iím not 
trying to antagonize any menís groups here.  But, I mean, in terms of the 
actual issue there, you might think itís more of a salient issue for women.

Other women.  What do you think?  Do women feel differently about abortion 
than men?  Yes.  In what way, from what you know?

[Inaudible student response]
Does that mean they tend to be more pro-choice or more pro-life?
[Inaudible student response]
Absolutely.  But whether youíre either/or.  See, thatís a good point, I 

think.  Actually, surprisingly, surveys after surveys have really registered 
no significant differences between men versus women.  There are just as many 
women that are pro-life as they are pro-choice, and there are just as many men 
that are pro-life as they are pro-choice.  Now, in terms of intensity and 
saliency, thatís different.  But in terms of whether you ó direction, this is 



a good example of direction for or against.  Youíre not gonna find significant 
differences between the two groups.

So again, that to me is interesting because itís counterintuitive.  
Because you might think that women would be more inclined to be pro-choice 
than pro-life, but thatís not what the surveys have suggested.  But obviously, 
again, gender certainly influences your views about your political system and 
support for the Democratic Party and other aspects as well.

Letís do another one here.  What about the role of education?  Does 
education play an important role in terms of your views about politics?  
Absolutely.  Again, going back to this idea of political socialization from 
the times when you were wee little babies, you know, in the fourth or third 
grade or so, you know.  You may have the moth collection and so forth.  When 
you hear about the idea of certain legends of our country, about George 
Washington chopping down a cherry tree and he says, ìFather, I cannot tell a 
lie.î  When you think about all the virtuous things that happened because of 
Abraham Lincoln as our president.  I mean, all nations have used their 
schools.  The school system has played a major role in terms of inculcating 
into the children the basic values of its society in terms of politics and 
other things as well.  So you say the Pledge of Allegiance, you learn about 
things, again, like Washington chopping down the cherry tree, and others.

Well, what about in terms of attending college?  Does attending college ó 
if you look at differences between college students versus the general public, 
will you see different viewpoints among the two?  And if you do, what would it 
be in?  College students tend to be more liberal than the general public.  
Another way of saying this is attending college has, quote, ìa liberalizing 
tendencyî on your views.  Itís not gonna turn you into flaming liberals if 
youíre not a flaming liberal to begin with.  I assure you.  But it does have a 
liberalizing effect.  In fact, again, thereíve been some surveys that have 
shown this to be the case as well.  Studies have shown that when it comes to 
attitudes like civil liberties, foreign policy, social issues, that college 
students are much more liberal in their political beliefs than the general 
population.  And students at the most prestigious colleges tend to be the most 
liberal of all.  Those who go to Harvard or Princeton, some of the Ivy League 
schools.  Which I think is sometimes interesting, given there are oftentimes 
Republican upbringing, too.

Also, as you might expect, students who attend universities tend to be 
more liberal in their viewpoints than students who attend community colleges.  
Thereís some other ones Iíve seen as well besides that.  What about length of 
time in college?  If you have, say ó if the surveys are seniors versus first 
year students, I think you already know the answers.  What have the surveys 
shown?  Seniors tend to be more or less liberalized in their viewpoints.  
Others as well in terms of actually ó different types of fields as well.  But 
let me go back to this one here.  The longer students stay in college, the 
more liberal they tend to become in terms of their political beliefs.  Seniors 
tend to be more liberal than first year students.  Graduate students tend to 
be more liberal in their viewpoints than undergraduates.

And another survey shows that students who major in ó who are majoring in 
the social sciences like sociology or history or political science, these 
kinds of disciplines, they tend to be more liberal lin their viewpoints than 
the hard sciences like biology or engineering, those majors.  So then the 
question ó obviously what this really, really asks us is: Does going to 
college somehow affect your political ó I shouldnít say that.  Why is it that 
college ó going to college affects your political beliefs?  Do you think this 



is some plot among professors to turn you on to liberals?  Whatís the answer?  
Is that true?

[Inaudible student response]
Very good, Amy.  The idea that when youíre going to college, youíre on 

your own sort of for the first time, and so forth.  Youíre going to basically 
have certain viewpoints challenged about your world view.  And chances are, if 
you are ó college students tend to be more informed than the general public, 
and so forth.  You know, youíre gonna be exposed to a wider array of 
information, a wider array of different viewpoints.  And through this process 
you tend to adopt much more of a ó at least a bit more of a liberalizing ó 
that tends to have a liberalizing effect upon your viewpoints.  Youíre gonna 
read more newspapers, you join more organizations, youíre gonna tend to 
participate more in the political process.  And so all of that combined gives 
you an exposure to a broader array of information and it challenges you in 
your thinking.

I will also say ó and we may have to edit this out, by the way, so Iím 
gonna go ahead and tell you right now.  If you ever have a professor who says, 
ìYou all need to be liberal because Iím liberal,î you know what?  Theyíre not 
being intellectually honest to their profession.  Because I think what should 
happen is you should put up both viewpoints and let you come to your own 
conclusions about what it should be.  Again, sometimes I talk to some students 
and they have this impression that they go to college, and ìOh, my kidís not 
gonna go to SMS because all the professors over there are liberal, and theyíre 
going to indoctrinate my kid.î  My view to that is a) itís not true, but b) 
you know, thereís nothing wrong in being challenged in your viewpoints.  Be 
challenged in your viewpoints.  Because if youíre challenged in your 
viewpoints and you understand the basis of what you believe, I mean, hopefully 
you have a better understanding of your viewpoints.  And potentially that can 
either strengthen your beliefs or, you know, again, force you to think about 
why do you believe what you do.  And I think that whole process can be 
actually a very good thing.

What about race?  Does race have an impact?  In other words, if you happen 
to be African American versus white, are you gonna have different views about 
our political system?  And again, for example, Iíll ask Pamela.  What do you 
think, Pamela?  Do you think that by virtue of being African American ó okay.  
In what way?  A lot of the original Republican influence was because they saw 
the Republican Party as the party of the abolitionist and the Democratic Party 
was the party of the south that was defeated.  Well, really with the New Deal 
coalition, thatís when it really changed and a lot of the people began to vote 
in major droves for the Democratic Party and thatís increased in the 1960s 
here and has been that way.

Let me give you an interesting thing.  First of all, let me say this.  In 
a lot of ways you will not see any difference between different viewpoints 
between African Americans and, say, whites by comparison on a lot of the 
issue.  For example, both groups tend to support the use of police to get rid 
of crime in drug-infested neighborhoods.  Both have similar views regarding 
prayer in public schools.  Both have similar views about abortion.  But when 
you see a key difference is that idea of support for the Democratic Party.  

One poll showed the following breakdown.  Iíll just show you this real 
quickly just to give you an example of the magnitude of differences in the 
level of support.  So if we basically put the Democrat, the Republican, and 
maybe other in-between support.  Letís look at whites first as African 
Americans and interesting what this poll showed as follows here.  The 



Democrats enjoyed about 37 percent of support among whites.  The Democrats 
enjoyed about 78 percent among African Americans.  So, in other words, youíd 
say African Americans were much more likely to vote Democrat than whites.

Look at this.  And, by the way, they tally down ó they tally vertically, 
not horizontally.  Republican here, 35 percent among whites.  And this was 
taken a few years ago but look at that difference, 35 percent versus 3 
percent.  Republicans are much more likely to draw support from whites than 
they are from African Americans.  And then in-between or other ó okay.  This 
is where a lot of white Americans tend to say, ìIím either Republican or 
Democrat.  Iím moderate.  I donít really have a strong political party 
affiliation.î  And again, itís pretty high actually.  About 28 percent here 
and about 18 percent here.  Which again, thatís kind of interesting as well.

African Americans are much more strongly ó they have a much more strong 
attachment to a party.  Their party of identification is stronger than whites.  
Because whites ó when you say other, youíre talking about basically moderate.  
You can vote for either party, candidates from either party.  Much stronger 
party identification here among African Americans in terms of Democratic 
support as opposed to whites.  Because theyíre more likely to vote moderate or 
in-between.

[Inaudible student response]
No.  Actually this poll was taken about five ó six years ago, actually.  

And I would imagine, in terms of the most recent trends, how has that changed?  
Has it changed, do you think?  Is that number accurate still, do you think?

[Inaudible student response]
Thatís probably a little higher.  Thatís definitely higher.  Not by much, 

but a little bit higher and thatís gone down a little bit.  The trends are 
still pretty much the same.  But you have seen some inroads the Republican 
Party has had in terms of drawing support among African Americans.  So you do 
see that.

Let me talk about ó oh, our time is getting away here.  Besides that, 
letís talk about geographic region.  This is a fairly easy one here, too.  
Itís widely believed that geographic region does affect political attitudes.  
Where do you see the biggest ó think about the last election here.  What do 
you see in terms of geographic region?  Are you more likely to support, for 
example between Kerry versus Bush, if you are a Kerry supporter where are you 
more likely to live?  The coastal states on both sides and the north.  Not in 
the South, obviously.  Theyíre at the North.  Kerry drew most of his support 
from the East Coast versus West Coast, and particularly in cosmopolitan areas.  
If you were not East Coast or West Coast or a cosmopolitan area ó okay.  You 
see maps of this, red and blue states here, and you see basically the blues 
lining up, you know, on those scales and then all across the U.S. a big swath 
of red for support.  Those are the states that supported George Bush.

Now, does that mean if you happen to be from the Midwest that youíre crazy 
if you support the Democratic Party?  It doesnít mean that at all.  But look 
at it in terms of majority votes.  More people were more likely to vote 
Republican, for example, than Democrat ó the Democrat candidate in the 2000 
election if you lived in the Midwest.

[Inaudible student response]
Very good.  Kelson has made a good point.  If you looked at ó not only in 

terms of the states, but the county-by-county breakdown ó even in the states 
that maybe will go Republican, where would you have seen Democrat ó big, 
strong Democrat support?  In the cities, the larger urban areas.  And in the 
suburbs and the more rural areas you would see more support for the Republican 



Party.  So the idea here is that geographic region does play a role.  We used 
to think it was all North versus South.  But a lot of this more urban versus 
rural, I think, than anything else.

[Inaudible student response]
A good question.  Why is that the case?  Thatís a very good question and I 

donít want to give you the answer yet.  Why do you think thatís the case?  Why 
do people in the Midwest or the rural areas more likely to vote ó thereís an 
answer to this ó why are they more likely to vote Republican or for a 
Republican candidate than a Democratic candidate?  Not always.  It hasnít 
always been the case, but in this election it has.  Why is that the case, do 
you think?  So youíre saying thereís some homogeneous pockets, but there could 
be some homogeneous pockets who vote for one candidate versus another, and 
youíre saying depending upon where they live.

But what else is there in terms of moving ó living in a rural area?  What 
do you know about people who live in rural areas?

[Inaudible student response]
Lower taxes, more conservative, more traditional family values kind of thing.  
And in this particular election, George Bush ó I mean, all the exit polls said 
why did you vote for George Bush and they said it was all about values.  A lot 
of people said it was all about values.  And those people were much more 
likely to vote for George Bush than they were for John Kerry because they felt 
like his values, his positions, were much more closely aligned with that.

I remember hearing one person say the Midwest was all about three things: 
corn, guns and God.  And I thought, ìThatís interesting.  Iíve never heard 
that.î  Yes.  Itís all about born, guns and God.  Now, thatís not so much in 
Missouri but in the Midwest.  And, you know, you think about agriculture, you 
think about religious traditions, you think about the right to keep and bear 
arms, all as a part of the same positions that Republicans hold.


