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Abst r a c t  

It i s  t h e  o b j e c t i v e  o f  t h i s  paper t o  compare a t t i t u d e s  towards "Defense 
Spending" and "Soc ia l  Wel fare Spending" i n  t h e  Un i t ed  S ta tes  o f  America and 
i n  t h e  Federa l  Repub l i c  o f  Germany (FRG) u s i n g  survey da ta  f rom 1980 and 
1982. 

O f  main i n t e r e s t  i s ,  f o r  each coun t r y  and i ssue :  

- t o  i d e n t i f y  subgroups o f  popu la t i on  which see themselves i n  opposi-  
t i o n  t o  t h e i r  Federa l  Government's p o s i t i o n  on t h e  i ssues  

- t o  e s t a b l i s h  t h e  d i r e c t i o n s  o f  t h e  perce ived  d i sc repanc ies  between 
p o l i t i c s  and a t t i t u d e s  

- t o  es tab l  i s h  which v a r i a b l e s  c h a r a c t e r i z e  t h e  above mentioned sub- 
groups. 

The f i r s t  p a r t  o f  t h i s  paper p resen ts  marg ina l  d i s t r i b u t i o n s  f o r  each coun- 
t r y  and i ssue  (pages 1-8 ) ,  f o r  bo th  samples as a whole, and f o r  some so- 
cio-demographic subgroups. To ge t  f u r t h e r  i n f o rma t i on ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t o  spec- 
i f y  subgroups by combinat ions o f  va r i ab les ,  we analyzed ou r  da ta  by u s i n g  
t h e  software-package NONMET based on t h e  approach o f  GRIZZLE, STARMER, and 
KOCH (1969). 

Pages 9-11 c o n t a i n  a  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h i s  approach f o l l o w e d  by an i n t e r -  
p r e t a t  i on o f  our  NONMET-model s  f o r  each coun t r y  and i s s u e  (pages 12-27).  
Having d iscussed t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  our  ana l ys i s ,  we deal  w i t h  consequences f o r  
t h e  p o l i t i c a l  systems i n  bo th  coun t r i es ,  f ocus ing  on t h e  importance o f  some 
subgroups o f  p o l i t i c a l  p r o t e s t e r s  f o r  t he  l e g i t i m a c y  o f  these systems 
(pages 23-32 ) . 



It i s  o f t e n  claimed t h a t  modern Western Welfare States ob ta in  l eg i t imacy  by 

means o f  p u b l i c  spendings. More important  than t h e  t o t a l  amount o f  spending 

i s  t he  correspondence between normative expectat ions concerning the  l e v e l  

o f  expenditures i n  c e r t a i n  areas and i n d i v i d u a l  percept ion  o f  ac tua l  i nves t -  

ment i n  l a r g e  popu la t ion  (and v o t e r )  groups. 

P o l i t i c a l  development i n  t h e  l a s t  few years has shown us t h a t  d iscrepancies 

i n  e i t h e r  d i r e c t i o n  can cause l o s s  o f  governmental l eg i t imacy :  t h e  r a p i d  

growth o f  the  peace movement (Friedenbewegung i n  t h e  FRG) i n  some Western 

European States may r e f l e c t  t h e  view o f  many who regard the  ac tua l  defense 

spending as t o o  excessive,' w h i l e  conversely t h e  perceived d r a s t i c  cu ts  i n  

, soc ia l  spending, f o r  example, may cause p o l i t i c a l  d iscontent .  

I n  t h e i r  ana lys i s  o f  t h e  1980 American P res iden t i a l  E lec t i ons  Warren E. MIL- 

LER and J. M e r r i l l  SHANKS po in ted  out  t h a t  such a l o s s  o f  l eg i t imacy  i s  an 

important  source of governmental change.* The i r  ana lys is ,  based on f o u r  

s i n g l e  surveys c a r r i e d  out a t  i n t e r v a l l s  o f  two o r  t h ree  months du r ing  

1980, shows a s i g n i f i c a n t  increase i n  t h e  percept ion  o f  defense spending as 

urgent  governmental duty. They es tab l ished t h a t  l a r g e  populat ions o f  vo- 

t e r s ,  con t ra ry  t o  t h e  Car te r  government a t  t h e  t ime,  wished an increase i n  

defense spending. Using regression ana lys is  , they found the  v a r i a b l e  "de- 

fense spending" t o  be one o f  t h e  main reasons f o r  e l e c t o r a l  decision-making 

i n  f avo r  o f  Reagan: " t he  most overwhelming c a l l  f o r  a p a r t i c u l a r  change i n  

p o l i c y  was on t h e  t o p i c  o f  defense spending". 3 

A seven-poi n t -sca l  e, used several t imes i n  American survey research, was 

used i n  t h e  ana lys i s  by MILLERISHANKS. On t h i s  sca le  t h e  respondents could 

mark t h e i r  i n d i v i d u a l  assessment o f  t h e  adequate l e v e l  o f  defense spending 

as we l l  as t h e  perceived p i s i t i o n  o f  t h e  Federal Government concerning the  

issue. The same sca le-cons t ruc t ion  was used i n  measuring the  issue "soc ia l  

we1 f a r e  spendingu .4 

Tom W. SMITH from Nat ional  Opinion Research Center (NORC) a l s o  d e a l t  w i t h  

these issues i n  an a r t i c l e  recen t l y  pub1 i ~ h e d . ~  Using the  above mentioned 

seven-point-scale on data from the  "General Socia l  Survey" (GSS) as we1 1 as 

t h e  "American E l e c t i o n  Studies"  he showed a s i g n i f i c a n t  increase i n  support 

f o r  h igher  defense spending, as was done before  by MILLERISHANKS. SMITH con- 



f i rmed t h  d iscrepancies between t h e  wish of a m a j o r i t y  o f  people f o r  h igher  

defense spending and t h e  d i f f e r e n t  perceived pol i c y  o f  t h e  Car te r  govern- 

ment. 6 

I n  view o f  t h e  r a p i d l y  i nc reas ing  p o l i t i c a l  relevance o f  these issues a l s o  

i n  Europe, a r e p l i c a t i o n  us ing  t h e  inst ruments from the  Un i ted  States see- 

med desi rable.  I n  cooperat ion w i t h  t h e  NORC, t he  f o u r  scales on "defense 

spending" and "soc ia l  we1 f a r e  spending", t e s t e d  i n  t h e  GSS 1980, and some 

o ther  va r i ab les  were incorpora ted  i n t o  t h e  quest ionna i re  o f  t h e  "Allgemeine 

Bevoel kerungsumf rage der So r i  a1 w i  ssenschaften (ALLBUS) 1982".~ The r e s u l t s  

o f  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  comparison w i l l  be discussed i n  t h i s  paper. 

A f i r s t  look a t  t h e  marginal d i s t r i b u t i o n s  f o r  t h e  f o u r  scales shows dras- 

t i c  d i f f e rences  between the  responses i n  the  American and West German 

sampl e. 

- see t a b l e  1 on t h e  nex t  page - 

While almost ha1 f o f  t h e  German respondents voted f o r  a decrease i n  defense 

spending and l i t t l e  more than h a l f  voted f o r  ma in ta in ing  the  l e v e l  o f  so- 

c i a l  we l fa re  spending, t he re  was a s i g n i f i c a n t  m a j o r i t y  o f  55% i n  the  Uni- 

t e d  States v o t i n g  f o r  h igher  defense spending and - i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  Ger- 

man Republ ic  - a remarkably lower vo te  f o r  r e t e n t i o n  o f  t h e  s o c i a l  spending 

1 eve1 s. 

Regarding t h e  i n fo rma t ion  on poss ib le  d iscrepancies between t h e  respondents 

and t h e  governments, t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  response-patterns i n  t h e  two c o u n t r i -  

es can be seen. Whi le considerable d iscrepancies can be i d e n t i f i e d  i n  bo th  

samples, they show d i f f e r e n t  d i r e c t i o n s :  i n  t h e  American GSS the  perceived 

discrepancy between respondents and government i s  expressed by support o f  

re-armament - con t ra ry  t o  t h e  government - whereas a m a j o r i t y  o f  t he  German 

ALLBUS-respondents r a t h e r  support disarmament and regard t h e i r  government 

as a supporter o f  re-armament. 

Fewer d iscrepancies can be seen on t h e  i ssue  "soc ia l  spending", e s p e c i a l l y  

i n  t h e  American sample. Here a r e l a t i v e l y  h i g h  agreement e x i s t s  between re-  

spondents and the  government i n  f avo r  o f  ma in ta in ing  t h e  ac tua l  soc ia l  bud- 



Table 1 

ALLBUS : 

Sel f-anch. 

% % 

DEFENSE SPENDING 

1 g r e a t l y  decrease 

2 

3 

4 

7 g r e a t l y  increase 

8 haven' t  thought much 

SOCIAL SPENDING 

1 reduce spending 3 

2 5 

3 11 

4 20 

5 18 

6 17 

7 cont inue spending 20 

8 haven't  thought much 6 

GSS '80: 

Sel f-anch. 

% % 

ALLBUS : 

Governm. 

% % 

1 

3 15  

11 

22 2 2 

26 

2 1 5 7 

10 

7 7 

GSS '80: 

Governm. 

% % 



get .  I n  t h e  German Federa l  Republ ic  an abso lu te  m a j o r i t y  votes f o r  ma in ta i n -  

i n g  the' budget, w h i l e  t h e  government i s  perce ived  as suppo r t i ng  a  decrease 

i n  s o c i a l  spending. 

Ana lyz ing  t h e  means o f  t h e  f o u r  sca les  i n s t e a d  o f  t h e i r  marg ina l  d i s t r i b u -  

t i o n s ,  t h e  mentioned d isc repanc ies  become even more pronounced: 

Tab le  2 

DEFENSE SPENDING SOCIAL SPENDING 
Sel f . -anch. Governm. Sel f-anch. Governm. 

GSS 1980 
ALLBUS 1982 

Fo r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n :  t h e  end p o i n t s  o f  t h e  sca les  are:  
defense spending: 1 " g r e a t l y  decrease", 7 " g r e a t l y  inc rease" ;  
s o c i a l  spending: 1 "reduce spending", 7 "no r e d u c t i o n  o f  spending". 

As a  p r e l i m i n a r y  r e s u l t  i t  can be s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  perce ived  d i sc repanc ies  

between respondents and t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  governments have d i f f e r e n t  d i r e c -  

t i o n s  i n  bo th  c o u n t r i e s  and f o r  bo th  issues.  It i s  s u r p r i s i n g  t o  f i n d  such 

d r a s t i c  d isc repanc ies  i n  percep t ions  o f  government spending behav io r  i n  

s t a t e s  t h a t  u s u a l l y  a r e  cons idered comparable. 

A t  l e a s t  as impo r tan t  i s  t h e  obse rva t i on  t h a t  t hese  d isc repanc ies  a r e  t w i c e  

as l a r g e  i n  t h e  FRG as i n  t h e  US. I n  v iew o f  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  MILLERISHANKS, 

seeing t h e  cause o f  t h e  e l e c t o r a l  de fea t  o f  t h e  C a r t e r  government as due t o  

t h e  d i s rega rd  o f  such d isc repanc ies ,  one cou ld  argue t h a t  - under compara- 

b l  e  po l  i t  i c a l  c o n d i t i o n s  - every German government c o n t i n u i n g  o r  i n t e n s i  fy- 

i n g  t h e  present  p o l i c y  towards defense spending and s o c i a l  spending c o u l d  

i n  t h e  l o n g  run  r i s k  i t s  l eg i t imacy .  

To o b t a i n  i n f o r m a t i o n  on t h e  v a r i a t i o n  i n  respondent a t t i t u d e s  i n  both 

s t a t e s  and i n  socio-demographic c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  t h e  means on subgroup- 

l e v e l  f o r  a l l  t h e  f o u r  sca les  and f o r  d i f f e r e n t  socio-demographic v a r i a b l e s  

were computed. 



Tab le  3 shows t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h i s  b i - v a r i a t e  a n a l y s i s  f o r  those  v a r i a b l e s  

which p e r m i t  d i r e c t  comparisons between t h e  two coun t r i es .  

- see t a b l e  3 on t h e  nex t  page - 

Cons ider ing  f i r s t  t h e  d i sc repanc ies  between t h e  respondents and t h e i r  Fede- 

r a l  Governments and c o n c e n t r a t i n g  on those  subgroups w i t h  t h e  h i ghes t  d i s -  

crepancies,  it i s  c l e a r  t h a t  d iscrepancy va lues f o r  t h e  German respondents 

are,  on t h e  average, cons ide rab l y  h i ghe r  than  i n  t h e  American data.  A d d i t i o -  

n a l l y  i t  can be s t a t e d  t h a t  on bo th  i ssues  t h e  same subgroups show r e l a t i v e -  

l y  h i g h  d iscrepancy va lues:  younger people, s i ng les ,  persons w i t h  no re1 i g -  

, i on ,  and women. 

T h i s  r e s u l t  becomes more impo r tan t  i n  v iew o f  t h e  menacing l o s s  o f  l e g i t i m a -  

cy o f  t h e  German government: because t h e  same persons f e e l  d i scon ten t  w i t h  

government spending behav io r  i n  two impo r tan t  spending areas, counter - reac-  

t i o n s  may grow s t ronge r  as would be t h e  case i f  such .d iscon ten t  cou ld  be 

d i s t r i b u t e d  over  d i f f e r e n t  p o p u l a t i o n  groups. 

One impor tan t  problem o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  comparat ive a n a l y s i s  i s  we1 1  -known: 

t h e  re1 a t i v e  i n c o m p a r a b i l i t y  o f  c e r t a i n  socio-demographic v a r i a b l e s  due t o  

d i f f e r e n t  n a t i o n a l  con tex t -cond i  t i o n s .  Tab1 e  4 t r i e s  t o  supplement t h e  com- 

p a r i s o n  o f  means by subgroup- leve l  , u s i n g  v a r i a b l e s  which a r e  n o t  d i r e c t l y  

comparabl e. There a r e  we1 1  -known p rob l  ems here because o f  d i  f f e r e n t  educa- 

t i o n a l  systems and d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  semantic con ten t  o f  t h e  word "c lass" .  

- see t a b l e  4 on t h e  nex t  page - 

Concent ra t ing  again on t h e  subgroups w i t h  re1 a t i v e l y  h i g h  d iscrepancy va l  u- 

es, t h e  GSS-sampl e, on t h e  i s sue  "defense-spending", i d e n t i f i e s  persons 

w i t h  low o r  m idd le  educa t ion  who cons ider  themselves as be long ing  t o  h i g h e r  

c lasses  than  " lower  c l a s s "  and who a r e  whi te .  The same i s  t r u e  f o r  s o c i a l  

spending f o r  t h e  subgroups who have m idd le  o r  h i ghe r  educat ion.  But  an i n -  

t e r e s t i n g  r e s u l t  i s  n o t  o n l y  presented by i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  c e r t a i n  groups 

w i t h  p a r t i c u l a r l y  h i g h  d isc repanc ies ;  some groups even show a  d i f f e r e n t  - d i -  

r e c t i o n  i n  t h e  perce ived  d isc repanc ies .  Nonwhite people and members o f  t h e  

" lower  c l a s s "  vo te  - c o n t r a r y  t o  t h e i r  assessment o f  t h e  government - f o r  



Table 3 

Age 
u n t i  1 29 years 
30-39 
40-49 
50-59 
60-69 
70 years and o lder  

Mar i ta l  s ta tus  
married, together 
widowed 
divorced, separated 
unmarried 

Re1 i g i  ous preference 
pro tes tant  
cathol i c  
other 
none 

Sex 

D E F E N S E  S P E N D I N G  
Sel f-anchoring Government Pos. 
USA FRG USA FRG 

ma1 e 
female 

S O C I A L  
Sel f-anchori  ng 

USA FRG 

S P E N D I N G  
Government Pos. 

USA FRG 

(Table 3 contains the MEANS o f  the  subgroups) 



Table 4 

Educati on 1 eve1 : 
less  than High School 
High School 
Associate/Juni o r  Col 1 ege 
Bachelor's 
Graduate 

Subject ive Social Class: 
Lower Class 
Working C l  ass 
Middle Class 
Upper Class 

Col our o f  respondent: 
whi te 
nonwhite 

USA 
DEFENSE SP. SOCIAL SP. 
Se l f  Gov. Se l f  Gov. 

FRG 
DEFENSE SP. SOCIAL SP. 

Se l f  Gov. Se l f  Gov. 

Schulbildung: 
ke i n  Abschl uf3 Vol ksschul e 3.7 5.1 5.1 4.0 
m i t t l .  Rei fe,  Realschulab. 3.5 4.9 5.0 3.9 
Fachhochschul r e i  f e  2.7 5.1 4.9 3.9 
Abi t u r  3.2 5.0 4.9 3.7 

Selbsteinst .  "Schicht": 
Arbe i tersch icht  
M i t t e l  sch icht  3.6 5.0 5.0 4.0 
Obere M i t t e l s ch i ch t  3.6 4.9 5.0 4.0 

Oberschicht 3.6 5.0 4.8 3.8 

In terv iew Implementation:* 
before c o n f l i c t  escalat.  3.7 5.1 5.0 4.1 
a f t e r  c o n f l i c t  escalat.  3.4 5.0 5.1 3.8 

*see page 8 o f  t h i s  paper 
(Table 4 contains the MEANS o f  the  subgroups) 



maintenance o f  t h e  ac tua l  soc ia l  budget, w h i l e  whi tes and members o f  a l l  

o ther  c lasses regard t h e i r  c o n f l i c t  w i t h  government caused by t h e i r  own de- 

s i r e  f o r  a decrease i n  soc ia l  spending, w h i l e  government tends t o  rnainte- 

nance. 

Remarkably enough, t h i s  "over tu rn-e f fec t "  can no t  be seen i n  t h e  German po- 

pu la t i on .  It f o l l o w s  t h a t  t h e  German oppos i t ion  i s  more homogenized as we l l  

as s t ronger.  

I n  add i t i on ,  t h e r e  i s  i n  Germany a  d i s t i n c t  oppos i t i on  t o  government, p a r t i -  

c u l a r l y  among those persons w i t h  h igher  educat ion who vo te  f o r  decrease o f  

a defense spending, t h a t  means i n  a  p a r t  o f  t h e  popu la t ion  w i t h  favorab le  op- 

p o r t u n i t i e s  f o r  r e a l i z i n g  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s  - i n  the  meaning o f  OFFE - by 

t h e i  r c o n f l  i ct-capaci  t y  and organi z a t i  onal ab i  1  i ty.8 

I n  t a b l e  4 we have t o  exp la in  a  v a r i a b l e  t h a t  a t  f i r s t  may surpr ise .  This  

v a r i a b l e  " i n te rv iew  implementat ion" ( i n  t h e  meaning o f  i n t e r v i e w  date)  i s  

on ly  mentioned i n  ALLBUS-data. 

One event t h a t  i n  survey research - and o f  course i n  l i f e  - genera l l y  i s  

no t  regarded very p o s i t i v e l y  caused the  ex is tence o f  t h i s  va r i ab le :  t he  be- 

g inn ing  and m i  1  i t a r y  esca la t i on  o f  t h e  Fa1 k l  and-confl i c t  between Great B r i  - 
t a i n  and Argent ina i n  sp r i ng  o f  1982, w h i l e  t h e  ALLBUS-survey was i n  t h e  

f i e l d .  

It could be supposed t h a t  t h i s  c o n f l i c t ,  g iven much mass media a t t e n t i o n ,  

would i n f l uence  respondent behavior, p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  quest ion of de- 

fense spending. We t r i e d  t o  es tab l  i s h  t h e  consequences o f  t h i s  and c l a s s i -  

f i e d  the  sample by t h e  date o f  t he  esca la t i on  o f  t he  m i l i t a r y  c o n f l i c t 9  and 

t h e  date o f  in te rv iew.  Table 4 on ly  can suggest t h e  i n t e r e s t i n g  e f f e c t  o f  

such context  circumstances . l o  

The r e s u l t s  presented i n  t h i s  paper up t o  now do n o t  s a t i s f y  our c u r i o s i t y  

i n  one respect:  i t  was poss ib le ,  by means o f  b i - v a r i a t e  ana lys is ,  t o  charac- 

t e r i z e  c e r t a i n  subgroups w i t h i n  t h e  two samples showing a  p a r t i c u l a r l y  h i g h  

percei  ved disagreement w i t h  t h e i  r governments. But the  socio-demographic 

cha rac te r i za t i on  o f  these groups cou ld  be made us ing  on l y  - one o f  t h e  v a r i a -  



bles, f o r  example "age" o r  "sex" as opposed t o  us ing  a  combined se t  o f  r e l e -  

vant f ac to rs ,  which would permi t  mu1 ti v a r i a t e  ana lys i s  .' 
NONMET i s  a  package, developed by GRIZZLE, STARMER, and K O C H , ~ ~  which can 

he lp  us so lve  such problems. 

I n  t h e  fo l l ow ing  d iscuss ion  we s h a l l  t r y  t o  i d e n t i f y  c e r t a i n  groups o f  per- 

sons i n  both coun t r i es  and f o r  both issues us ing the  NONMET-program- 

package. The groups a re  se lec ted  by t h e i r  conformi ty  o r  nonconformity t o  

the  respect ive  government-policy on both issues. For  bo th  samples and both  

t o p i c s  we want t o  analyze i n  a  second step only  those who show a  h igh  d i s -  

crepancy t o  o f f i c i a l  p o l i c y .  Here we wish t o  i d e n t i f y  spec ia l  subgroups f o r  

both d i r e c t i o n s  o f  t h i s  discrepancy. 

Using t h e  idea of MILLER/SHANKS we constructed an index i n  order  t o  measure 

t h e  discrepancy between sel f -anchor ing o f  respondents concerning the  two i s -  

sues and t h e i r  respec t i ve  assessment of t h e  government posi t ion.12 This i n -  

dex i s  always t h e  dependent var iab le .  Corresponding t o  t h e  requirements o f  

our  ana lys is ,  we regard i n  a  f i r s t  s tep on ly  those code-numbers o f  t h e  t r i -  

chotomized index which represent  conformi ty  o r  nonconformity,  w h i l e  i n  a  se- 

cond step we only  use those code-numbers which show t h e  two d i r e c t i o n s  o f  

nonconformi ty.13 

Because each issue and each country  had t o  be analyzed separate ly ,  we had 

t o  cons t ruc t  f o u r  ind ices ;  e i g h t  NONMET-models were t o  be computed f o r  our  

ana lys is  ( two coun t r i es  x  two issues x  two steps o f  ana lys is ) .  

Once again an i n t e n s i v e  crosstabs-analys is  f o r  each issue and each s t a t e  

was necessary before we cou ld  i d e n t i f y  t he  respect ive  sets o f  independent 

var iab les .  The s e l e c t i o n  of va r i ab les  f o r  these crosstabs has been an ex- 

p l o r a t i v e  r a t h e r  than a  t h e o r e t i c  process: from a  l i s t  o f  va r i ab les  o f  t h e  

two population-samples we se lec ted  and tes ted  those v a r i a b l e s  f o r  which we 

could submit a  p l a u s i b l e  connect ion w i t h  the  issues "defense spending" o r  

" soc ia l  spending" . I4  

It would be no t  a t  a l l  c o r r e c t  t o  c a l l  t h i s  - concedingly pragmatic - pro- 

ceeding as one e n t i r e l y  w i thou t  t h e o r e t i c a l  basis.  When, f o r  example - as 



has been s t a t e d  by I N G L E H A R T ~ ~  and o t h e r  au thors  - t h e  dimension o f  post-ma- 

t e r i a l i s m  i s  regarded as r e a l l y  impor tan t  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e s  and pol  i- 

t i c a l  behavior ,  we cou ld  have expected a  s i g n i f i c a n t  connec t ion  between t h e  

INGLEHART-index, i n t e g r a t e d  i n  ALLBUS-data, and a t  l e a s t  one o f  t h e  i n d i c e s  

rep resen t i ng  t h e  two i ssues  "defense spending" o r  " soc i  a1 spending" . I 6  This  

t h e s i s  w i l l  be v e r i f i e d  l a t e r .  

D e f i n i t i v e l y  i nc l uded  i n  t h e  s e t  o f  v a r i a b l e s  o f  t h e  r e s p e c t i v e  NONMET-mo- 

d e l s  a r e  o n l y  t h e  v a r i a b l e s  which show t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  bes t  CHIZ-values w i t h  

respec t  t o  t h e  numbers o f  t h e i r  degrees o f  freedom and t h e i r  d i s t r i b u t i o n s .  

Because o f  t h e  sample volume o f  GSS, which i s  r e l a t i v e l y  smal l17 and f u r -  

t h e r  r e d u c t i o n  o f  cases i n  t h e  - j u s t  descr ibed  - second s tep  o f  analysis, .  

t h i s  f i n a l  v a r i a b l e  s e t  cou ld  c o n t a i n  no more than  f o u r  independent v a r i a -  

b l  es maximum. 

A b a l  anced re1 a t i  onshi  p  between socio-demographi c  v a r i  ab l  es and v a r i a b l e s  

o f  po l  i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e s  has been i nc l uded  as an a d d i t i o n a l  s e l e c t i o n - c r i t e r -  

i o n  i n  o r d e r  t o  p rov ide  a  c l e a r  d e s c r i p t i o n  ot' s p e c i f i c  subgroups. 

The se l  ec t ion-p rocedure  descr ibed  here 1  ed, as expected, t o  d i f f e r e n t  s e t s  

o f  v a r i a b l e s  f o r  each coun t r y  and each analyzed issue. These d i f f e r e n c e s  

a re  n o t  p r i m a r i l y  caused by t h e  var ious  and s p e c i f i c  respondent behavior ,  

b u t  by t h e  t r i v i a l  f a c t  o f  l a r g e  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  ques t i onna i res  o f  t h e  

U n i t e d  S ta tes  and West-Germany, and - consequent ly - i n  t h e  s e t  o f  v a r i a -  

b l  es.18 

Table 5 p rov ides  an overv iew o f  t h e  f o u r  s e t s  o f  v a r i a b l e s  and t h e  respec- 

t i v e l y  r e l e v a n t  codes needed f o r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  subsequent NONMET mo- 

de ls .  

- see t a b l e  5 on t h e  n e x t  page - 

Tab le  5 makes c l e a r  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  one r e l e v a n t  v a r i a b l e  i n  each o f  t h e  

c o u n t r i e s  concern ing t h e  i s s u e  "defense spending" as we1 1  as " s o c i a l  spend- 

i ng " ;  i n  t h e  case o f  t h e  German Republ i c  i t  i s  t h e  INGLEHART-1ndex,19 and 

i n  t h e  case o f  t h e  U n i t e d  S ta tes  i t  i s  t h e  se l  f -anchor ing-sca le  t o  measure 

1  i bera l  ism and conservat iv ism.  Wi th  respec t  t o  a  c e r t a i n  comparabi 1  i t y  be t -  



Table 5 

FRG: DEFENSE SPENDING 
I. Vot ing  behav io r  a t  Par1 iamentary E l e c t i o n s ,  1980 (VB) 

Code 1: V o t i n g  f o r  CDU/CSU 
Code 2: V o t i n g  f o r  o t h e r  p a r t y  

I I. INGLEHART-Index ( IN)  
Code 1: pure m a t e r i a l i s t ,  r a t h e r  m a t e r i a l i s t  
Code 2: pure p o s t m a t e r i a l i s t ,  r a t h e r  p o s t m a t e r i a l i s t  

111. Educat ion l e v e l  (ED) 
Code 1: up t o  9 t h  degree 
Code 2: h i g h e r  educa t ion  

I V .  C o n f l i c t  between p o l i t i c i a n s  and t h e  people (PC) 
Code 1: s t r o n g  
Code 2: l i t t l e ,  no c o n f l i c t  

FRG: SOCIAL SPENDING 
I. Sel f -anchor ing  on l e f t - r i g h t - s c a l e  (LR) 

Code 1: l e f t  
Code 2: r i g h t  

11. F e e l i n g  t o  have go t  ' f a i r  p a r t '  i n  l i f e  (FP) 
Code 1: f a i r  p a r t  
Code 2: l e s s  than  f a i r  p a r t  

111. INGLEHART-Index ( I N )  
Code 1: see above 
Code 2: see above 

I V .  Respondent's sex (SE) 
Code 1: male 
Code 2: female 

USA: DEFENSE SPENDING 
I. Re1 i g i o u s  p re fe rence  (RE) 

Code 1: p r o t e s t a n t  
Code 2: o t h e r  

11. Respondent has gun a t  home (GU) 
Code 1: yes (gun a t  home) 
Code 2: no 

111. ~ e s ~ o n d e n t ' s  sex (SE) 
Code 1: male 
Code 2: female 

I V .  I d e o l o g i c a l  p o s i t i o n  liberalism-conservativism ( I P )  
Code 1: l i b e r a l  
Code 2: moderate 
Code 3: conserva t i ve  

USA: SOCIAL SPENDING* 
I. Respondent's c o l  ou r  (CO) 

Code 1: w h i t e  
Code 2: co loured  

11. I d e o l o g i c a l  p o s i t i o n  liberalism-conservativism ( I P )  
Code 1: see above 
Code 2: see above 
Code 3: see above 

111. S u b j e c t i v e  Soc ia l  Class (CL) 
Code 1: Lower Class, Working Class 
Code 2: M i d d l e  Class, Upper Class 

*Due t o  an inoppor tune d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  t h e  v a r i a b l e  ' respondent 's  c o l o u r '  
( o n l y  few co loured  people were i n  t h e  sample) t h i s  s e t  o f  independent va- 
r i a b l e s  cou ld  n o t  have more than  t h r e e  v a r i a b l e s .  



ween t h e  o therw ise  d i f f e r e n t  se ts  o f  v a r i a b l e s  f o r  bo th  issues i n  one 

s t a t e ,  t h i s  c o n s t e l l a t i o n  - r e a l i z e d  by a  more me thod i ca l l y  o r i e n t a t e d  se- 

l e c t i o n  procedure - may be of advantage. 

We s h a l l  now presen t  and e x p l a i n  e i g h t  NONMET models, u s i n g  t h e  descr ibed  

s e t s  o f  independent v a r i a b l e s  and t h e  i n d i c e s  t o  measure d isc repanc ies  be t -  

ween respondents and t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  government. These i n d i c e s  a r e  v a r i e d  

i n  two steps o f  a n a l y s i s  and d e f i n e d  as dependent va r i ab les .  W i th  respec t  

t o  KUECHLERIWIDES t h e  e i g h t  NONMET models have t o  r e a l i z e  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  de- 

mands : 20 

1. mode l - s t r uc tu re  as s imp le  as p o s s i b l e  

2. adjustment t o  t h e  e m p i r i c a l  da ta  ( f i t t i n g )  as good as p o s s i b l e  

3. s t a t i s t i c a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  a l l  e f f e c t s  i n  t h e  f i n a l  model 

4. s u b s t a n t i a l  re levance  o f  t h e  e f f e c t s  con ta ined  i n  t h e  model 

5. p r e d i c t o r - v a l u e s  between 0  and 1, under c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  conf idence-  

i n t e r v a l .  

These demands cou ld  e s s e n t i a l l y  be rea l i zed .  There were, however, some unfa-  

vo rab le  da ta -cons te l  1  a t i o n s :  f o r  example, t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  o f  re1 evant v a r i a -  

b l e s  which had an inoppor tune  d i s t r i b u t i o n  such as " c o l o r  o f  respondent". 

Now t h e  exp lana t i on  and i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  e i g h t  NONMET models: We w i l l  

dea l  consecu t i ve l y  w i t h  t h e  two s teps o f  ana l ys i s21  f o r  each s t a t e  and each 

issue. That means t hose  subgroups i d e n t i f i e d  by t h e i r  con fo rm i t y  o r  noncon- 

f o r m i t y  w i t h  t h e i r  government a r e  o f  p r imary  i n t e r e s t .  Then we t r y  t o  iden-  

t i f y  p a r t s  o f  subgroups by t h e  d i r e c t i o n  o f  t h e i r  nonconformi ty ,  u s i n g  t h e  

va r i ous  models. We s t a r t  w i t h  t h e  German da ta  on t h e  i s s u e  "defense spend- 

i ng". 

- see f i g u r e  1 on t h e  nex t  page - 

For  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  f i r s t  schedule on t h e  nex t  page, i t  i s  neces- 

sary  t o  remember t h a t ,  because o f  t h e  descr ibed  code-procedure f o r  t h e  de- 

pendent va r i ab les ,  t h e  mean a t  t h e  l e f t  s i d e  o f  our  p r e s e n t a t i o n  w i l l  be 

t h e  bas i c  va lue  f o r  t h e  a n a l y s i s  o f  those  respondents who don't pe rce i ve  

d isc repanc ies  between t h e i r  own p o i n t  o f  view and t h a t  of  t h e i r  government 





concerning t h e  analyzed issue, here: "defense spending". The st rongest  ex- 

p ress ion  o f  t h i s  f ea tu re  i d e n t i f i e s  persons w i t h  educat ion up t o  the  n i n t h  

degree and - i n  the  meaning o f  INGLEHART - more m a t e r i a l i s t  o r i e n t a t i o n :  

nea r l y  every second person o f  t h i s  subgroup (48.9%) has a  r e l a t i v e l y  h igh  

conformi ty  w i t h  government on t h i s  t o p i c .  

The "po ten t i a lu -da ta  i n  brackets beside t h e  respec t i ve  t o t a l  e f f e c t  show a  

h igh  representa t ion  (47.4%) o f  these persons w i t h i n  t h e  t o t a l  popu la t ion  o f  

west-~ermany .22 It i s  remarkable t o  see t h a t  v o t i  ng-behavior (VB) doesn't 

p lay  a  r o l e  f o r  these subgroups: t h i s  v a r i a b l e  as we l l  as t h e  PC-variable 

are, however, re levant  f o r  t h e  group o f  persons i d e n t i f i e d  by the  lowest  

conformi ty  o r  - v i c e  versa - by h ighes t  discrepancy t o  t h e  Federal Govern- 

ment: persons w i t h  h igher  educat ion and a  percept ion  o f  a  s t rong c o n f l i c t  

o f  i n t e r e s t  between p o l i t i c i a n s  and c i t i z e n s  and - as f a r  as t h e i r  v o t i n g  

behavior i s  concerned - f e e l i n g  c lose r  t o  o ther  p a r t i e s  than CDUICSU. The 

representa t ion  o f  t h i s  subgroup w i t h  12.2% o f  t h e  t o t a l  popu la t ion  i s  r e l a -  

t i v e l y  weak. 

O f  p a r t i c u l a r  i n t e r e s t  i s  t h e  v o t i n g  behavior o f  t h i s  group, The vote f o r  a  

p a r t y  o ther  than t h e  CDU/SPD means, i n  f a c t ,  a  vo te  f o r  t h e  SPD o r  FDP i n  

most cases, so t h a t  we can suggest t h a t  s t rongest  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  aga ins t  

spending behavior o f  t h e  SPDIFDP-coalition i n  Bonn comes - concerning t h e  

issues "defense spending" - from those persons who supported SPDIFDP i n  t h e  

1980 e lect ion.23 

I f ,  i n  a  second step o f  ana lys is ,  we regard on ly  these persons i n  the  popu- 

la t ion-sample who show a  d i s t i n c t  discrepancy i n  one o r  t he  o ther  d i r e c -  

t i o n ,  we can c r y s t a l l i z e  t h e  above descr ibed subgroup as one w i t h  the  l a r g -  

e s t  p o r t i o n  o f  supporters o f  disarmament. Nearly 90% o f  those persons w i t h  

h igher  educat ion who a re  n o t  CDU/CSU voters  and who perce ive  a  s t rong con- 

f l i c t  o f  i n t e r e s t  between p o l i t i c i a n s  and c i t i z e n s  vote f o r  decrease o f  de- 

fense spending i n  cont rary  t o  the  government pol icy.24 This group repre- 

sents 10% o f  t h e  t o t a l  popu la t ion  o f  t h e  German Republic. 

- see f i g u r e  2  on t h e  next  page - 





But we must now add a  c r i t e r i o n  which was i r r e l e v a n t  i n  t h e  f i r s t  s tep o f  

ana lys is :  t h e  c l e a r l y  e x i s t i n g  p o s t m a t e r i a l i s t  value o r i e n t a t i o n s .  This  va- 

r i a b l e  assumes t h e  r o l e  o f  t h e  d i s c r i m i n a t i n g  f a c t o r  between t h e  subgroup 

which de f ined i t s e l f  as being i n  s t rongest  counter -pos i t ion  t o  t h e  govern- 

ment concerning t h e  issue "defense spending" and the  group o f  those persons 

who show a  maximum c o n t r a d i c t i o n  t o  t h e  o f f i c i a l  p o l i c y  i n  a  c e r t a i n  d i r e c -  

t i o n ,  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  o f  disarmament. - 

Supporters o f  disarmament a re  not  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l ess  represented i n  two 

o the r  subgroups, which may as we l l  be i d e n t i f i e d  by t h e  combination o f  t h e  

t o p i c s  " p o s t m a t e r i a l i s t  value o r i e n t a t i o n "  and "vote f o r  p a r t i e s  o ther  than 

t h e  CDU/CSU"; but ,  con t ra ry  t o  the  f i r s t  mentioned subgroups, they show 

o the r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a  concerning the  c o n f l i c t  v a r i a b l e  and t h e  educat ion va- 

r iab le.25 It i s  no tab le  t h a t  reverse combinations o f  these va r iab les  r e s u l t  

i n  a  s i m i l a r  s i t u a t i o n :  The subgroup of persons w i t h  low educat ion and a  

h igh  percept ion o f  c o n f l i c t  o f  i n t e r e s t  as we l l  as t h e  subgroup w i t h  h igh  

educat ion and low c o n f l i c t  percept ion  bo th  conta in  more than 80% supporters 

o f  disarmament. 

I f  we focus our i n t e r e s t  on those subgroups which conta in  the  lowest  por- 

t i o n  of supporters of disarmament, a l l  t h r e e  subgroups w i t h  t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  

lowest  por t ion26 have one t h i n g  i n  common: v o t i n g  dec i s ion  i n  f avo r  o f  t h e  

CDU/CSU i n  t h e  1980 fede ra l  par l iamentary e lec t i on .  This  v a r i a b l e  i s  ob- 

v i o u s l y  o f  great  importance f o r  a l l  persons, who d e s i r e  a  h igher  l e v e l  o f  

"defense spending" and who f e e l  t h a t  demand would no t  be r e a l i z e d  by t h e  

SPDIFDP-coalition. 

- see f i g u r e  3 on the  nex t  page - 

F igu re  3 shows t h e  a t t i t u d e s  towards "defense spending" i n  t h e  Uni ted S ta t -  

es and i s  a t  f i r s t  concentrated on t h e  ex is tence o r  non-existence o f  a  d i s -  

crepancy t o  o f f i c i a l  po l i cy .  It can be seen t h a t  a l l  t h r e e  subgroups w i t h  

t h e  h ighest  1  eve1 o f  votes corresponding t o  government pol  i c y  a r e  composed 

of women.27 A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  we f i n d  the  fea tures  "gun a t  home", "p ro tes tan t  

re1 i g ion " ,  and - remarkably enough - "1 i bera l  pol i t i c a l  se l  f -anchor ing"  i n  

two o f  t he  th ree  subgroups. From a  quanta t ive  p o i n t  o f  view, on ly  one o f  

t h e  t h r e e  groups can be regarded as p a r t i a l l y  i n teg ra ted  i n t o  t h e  t o t a l  po- 





p u l a t i o n :  women who - f o l l o w i n g .  t h e i r  se l f -anchor ing  - tend t o  a  pol  i t i c a l  

middle o r  conservat iv ism and who have "gun a t  home" (18.3 %). 

Apply ing t h e  opposi te quest ion t o  t h e  groups of persons which show t h e  r e l a -  

t i v e l y  h ighes t  percept ion  o f  discrepancy w i t h  government p o l i c y ,  and analyz- 

i n g  as we1 1  those t h r e e  subgroupsZ8 which correspond a t  f i r s t  t o  t h e  above 

demand, t he  eventua l ly  expected revers ion  o f  t he  above mentioned fea tures  

doesn't correspond t o t a l l y  w i t h  r e a l i t y .  Even groups c o n s i s t i n g  on l y  o f  men 

f e e l  themselves i n  a  maximum counter -pos i t ion  against  o f f i c i a l  po l i cy ;  most- 

l y  we can add the  fea tures  "no gun a t  home", "no p ro tes tan t " ,  and "1 ibe-  

r a l " .  The l a s t  t h i n g  - se l f -anchor ing  as " l i b e r a l "  - was a l s o  t r u e  f o r  t h e  

a1 ready presented subgroups w i t h  t h e  re1 a t i  ve l y  lowest d i  screpancy-val ues. 

Contrary t o  t h e  r e s u l t s  of t h e  c i t e d  study of MILLER/SHANKS,~~  we can sup- 

pose t h a t  t h i s  v a r i a b l e  can't exp la in  much i n  our ana lys i s  o f  d iscrepancies 

between a t t i t u d e s .  

- see f i g u r e  4 on t h e  nex t  page - 

F igu re  4 shows, corresponding t o  t h e  procedure of p resen ta t i on  o f  t h e  Ger- 

man data, only  those subgroups, which are  i n  d e f i n i t e  discrepancy w i t h  go- 

vernment pol i c y .  Regarding f i  r s t  those subgroups w i t h  t h e  re1 a t i  ve l y  h igh-  

e s t  p o r t i o n  o f  persons c a l l e d  - n o t  very p r e c i s e l y  - "supporters o f  disarma- 

ment", we can cha rac te r i ze  these subgroups30 by t h e  fea tures  "no gun a t  

homen and "no p ro tes tan tn ,  whereas they don't have common features concern- 

i n g  the  two o ther  var iab les .  

A s u r p r i s i n g  r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  model i s  t he  i n f l uence  o f  "gun a t  home" and, 

probably, t h e  use o f  guns on t h e  a t t i t u d e  towards government defense spend- 

ing.  Hardly l ess  as ton ish ing  i s  - f o l l o w i n g  newspapers - t h e  second common 

fea tu re :  'contrary t o  t h e  German peace- and d i  sarmamant-movement , the  r o l  e  

o f  t h e  cathol  i c  church i n  t h e  US-movement i s  considerable.31 

Regarding t h e  subgroups w i t h  a  h igh  p o r t i o n  o f  peopl e  whose counter-posi - 
t i o n  t o  government i s  de f ined by t h e i r  preference f o r  g rea te r  defense spend- 

ing ,  the  v a r i a b l e  "gun a t  home" i s  no t  symmetric i n  i t s  i n f i u e n c e  on a t t i -  

tudes towards the  issue "defense spending". The two subgroups which are  

most remarkable concerning t h e i r  s tanding i n  t he  t o t a l  popu la t ion  ( i n  our 
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f i g u r e  t h e  f o r t h  and seventh subgroup up from t h e  top,  which together  repre-  

sent  more than a f i f t h  o f  t o t a l  popu la t ion) ,  a re  charac ter ized by t h e  i r r e -  

levance o f  t h i s  respect ive  va r iab le ,  whi 1 e t h e i r  common fea tu re  "protes-  

t a n t "  leads t o  t h e  conclus ion t h a t  t he  v a r i a b l e  " r e l i g i o n "  i s  t h e  d i s c r i m i -  

n a t i n g  f a c t o r  f o r  exp lanat ion  o f  d i f f e r e n t  a t t i t u d e s  o f  US-population con- 

cern ing  t h e  issue "defense spending". 

Reviewing our conclusions, i t  must be mentioned t h a t  t h e  e i g h t h  subgroup, 

which conta ins a re1 a t i  ve l y  h igh  p o r t i o n  o f  persons who support rearmament, 

doesn't correspond t o  t h i s  p a t t e r n  i n  t he  fea tures  "gun a t  home" and "no 

pro tes tan t " .  This  f a c t  d imin ishes i n  importance, however, when we consider  

a t h a t  t h e  representa t ion  o f  t h i s  group i n  t h e  t o t a l  popu la t ion  i s  on l y  2.5%. 

Remarkably the re  i s  one f e a t u r e  t h a t  charac ter izes  a l l  t h e  t h r e e  mentioned 

subgroups: they cons i s t  e x c l u s i v e l y  o f  men. A corresponding dominat ing r o l e  

o f  women among t h e  descr ibed supporters o f  disarmament can't be seen. 

These are t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  four  NONMET models on t h e  issue "defense spend- 

i n g "  thus f a r .  A comparable d iscuss ion  o f  considerable r e s u l t s  w i l l  f o l l o w  

i n  t h e  l a s t  p a r t  o f  t h i s  paper, i n  order  t o  d iscuss c e n t r a l  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  

f o l l o w i n g  f o u r  models on t h e  issue "soc ia l  spending" and probably t o  pre- 

sent para1 1 e l  s. 

- see f i g u r e  5 on t h e  next  page - 

F igu re  5 deals w i t h  t h e  f i r s t  o f  these models, which t r e a t s  t h e  ex is tence 

o r  non-exi stence o f  d i  screpancies t o  government pol  i c y  concerning soci a1 

spending i n  t h e  German Republic. Regarding f i r s t  t h e  t h r e e  subgroups w i t h  

t h e  re1 a t i  ve l y  h ighes t  conformi ty  w i t h  government ,32 t h e  e i g h t h  subgroup de- 

monstrates t h a t  more than a t h i r d  o f  t h e  t o t a l  popul.ation f e e l s  r e l a t i v e  

conformi ty  w i t h  government on t h e  issues "soc ja l  spending". This  subgroup 

conta ins  women who have - due t o  t h e i r  se l f -anchor ing  - a more " r i g h t "  pol i- 

t i c a l  a t t i t u d e .  It i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  see t h a t  n e i t h e r  va lue o r i e n t a t i o n  i n  

t h e  sense o f  INGLEHART, nor  f e e l i n g s  o f  having received a " f a i r  deal " i n  

l i f e ,  p lay  a ro le .  





These features are  re levant  f o r  t h e  two o ther  subgroups, which are, how- 

ever, n o t  important  cons ider ing  t h e  p o r t i o n  o f  t he  t o t a l  popu la t ion  they re- 

present. These subgroups c o n s i s t  o f  persons w i t h  more ma te r ia l  i s t  o r i en ted  

values, who a re  convinced t h a t  they have no t  got  a  " f a i r  dea l "  i n  l i f e  - 
t h a t  means: persons w i t h  h i g h  m a t e r i a l i s t  value o r i e n t a t i o n ,  who are  d issa-  

t i s f i e d  w i t h  t h e i r  l i v e s .  The f a c t  t h a t  these people show r e l a t i v e l y  h igh  

conformi ty  w i t h  government p o l i c y  on t h e  issue "soc ia l  spending" can be bet -  

t e r  expla ined by t h e i r  conformi ty  concerning maintenance o f  t h e  ac tua l  spen- 

d ing- leve l  than by t h e  cont rary .  

Concentrat ing our  a t t e n t i o n  on t h e  t h r e e  subgroups w i t h  t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  high- 

e s t  discrepancy w i t h  g ~ v e r n m e n t , ~ ~  we can be surpr ised by t h e  on ly  common 

fea ture  o f  these groups: se l f -anchor ing  on the  " l e f t " .  Exac t ly  t h e  " l e f t "  

persons, more supposed t o  be SPDIFDP-coalition vo ters  than " r i g h t "  persons, 

d e f i n e  themselves t o  be i n  counter -pos i t ion  t o  t h i s  government. The de- 

crease i n  governmental soc ia l  spending i n  recent  t imes could have caused 

t h e  c r i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e s  of those persons who, u n t i l  now, regarded the  

SPDIFDP-coalition as guarantor  o f  these spendings. 

- see f i g u r e  6  on t h e  next  page - 

Th is  t h e s i s  can be v e r i f i e d  i n  f i g u r e  6: respondents who vo te  f o r  mainte- 

nance o f  t h e  actual  soc ia l  budget cont rary  t o  t h e  government cou ld  a l l  be 

i d e n t i f i e d  by a  " l e f t "  p o l i t i c a l  a t t i tude.34 Another common fea tu re  i s  t h e  

more pos tma te ra l i s t  va lue o r i e n t a t i o n ,  which supports a  r e s u l t  we have a l -  

ready obta ined f o r  t he  respect ive  subgroups i n  d iscuss ing  the  issue "de- 

fense spendi ng" -35 

The p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  t o t a l  popu la t ion  represented by t h e  described persons - 
i t  can be c a l l e d  " p o t e n t i a l  p ro tes to rs "  - i s  weak from a  q u a n t i t a t i v e  p o i n t  

o f  view; cons ider ing  the  world-wide recession and the  associated budgetary 

cond i t i ons  o f  Federal Government, i t i s  reasonable t o  expect an increase i n  

t h i s  group r a t h e r  than a  decrease. 

Searching f o r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  fea tures  o f  groups t h a t  vote - con t ra ry  t o  

t h e i r  percept ion o f  o f f i c i a l  p o l i c y  - f o r  a  decrease i n  soc ia l  spending, we 

f i n d  e x c l u s i v e l y  men w i t h i n  t h e  respect ive  subgr0u~s.36 Most o f  t he  persons 
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d e f i n e  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e s  as " r i g h t "  and are  convinced t o  have rece i -  

ved a " f a i r  dea l "  i n  l i f e .  A l i n k  w i t h  value o r i e n t a t i o n s  i n  t h e  sense o f  

INGLEHART can't be seen here. 

- see f i g u r e  7 on t h e  next  page - 

F igu re  7 shows t h a t  i n  t he  Un i ted  States t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n  o f  c l a s s - i d e n t i -  

f i c a t i o n  and c o l o r  o f  t h e  respondents i s  re levan t  f o r  t h e  a t t i t u d e  towards 

t h e  issue "soc ia l  spending". I n  t h e  view o f  persons who i d e n t i f y  themselves 

w i t h  lower o r  working c lass,  t h e  t o p i c  " co lo r "  doesn't p lay  a r o l e  f o r  t h e  

percept ion  o f  d iscrepancies w i t h  t h e  government, whi 1 e nonwhite people who 

i d e n t i f y  themselves as belonging t o  t h e  middle o r  upper c lass  always show 

h igher  conformi ty  w i t h  t h e  government i n  Washington than wh i te  people do. 

Numer ica l ly  important  a r e  those respondents w i t h  re1 a t i v e l y  h igh  conformi ty  

w i t h  t h e  o f f i c i a l  p o l i c y  concerning soc ia l  spending. These persons are  i n  

t h e  second group from t h e  top. This p o r t i o n  o f  t he  popu la t i on  - i d e n t i f i e d  

by t h e  fea tu re  "belonging t o  lower c lass  o r  working c lass "  and "moderate po- 

l i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e s "  - represents more than a f i f t h  o f  t h e  t o t a l  populat ion,  

w h i l e  t h e  f i f t h  and t h e  seventh subgroup, bo th  represent ing  nonwhite respon- 

dents, a re  no t  very important  from a q u a n t i t a t i v e  p o i n t  o f  view. 

A considerable heterogenei ty  charac ter izes  t h e  respondents w i t h  more than 

an average discrepancy w i t h  t h e  government i n  Washington. Regarding on ly  

t h e  subgroups ( f rom the  th ree  subgroups w i t h  t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  h ighes t  d i sc re -  

pancies37) which are  we l l  represented i n  t he  t o t a l  populat ion,  we can de- 

s c r i b e  the  subgroup showing the  h ighest  discrepancy by the  features 

"whi te" ,  "conservat ive pol  i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e " ,  and "belonging t o  t h e  middle o r  

upper c lass" .  The subgroup which shows t h e  nex t - l a rges t  p o r t i o n  o f  respon- 

dents f e e l i n g  discrepancy w i t h  government pol i c y  can be i d e n t i f i e d  by t h e  

fea tures  "1 i bera l  p o l i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e "  and " lower o r  working c lass " ,  wheras 

" c o l o r "  doesn't p lay  a r o l e .  

Thus we can suppose t h a t  these two subgroups represent two d i f f e r e n t  d i r e c -  

t i o n s  o f  non-ccrnformity w i t h  t h e  o f f i c i a l  pol i c y ,  which means t h a t  one o f  

t h e  groups ra the r  supports maintenance o f  soc ia l  spending and perceives a 

counter p o s i t i o n  t o  government - probably t h i s  i s  t r u e  f o r  t h e  l a s t  mentio- 





ned subgroup - w h i l e  t h e  f i r s t  mentioned subgroup r a t h e r  tends t o  a  de- 

crease i n  soc ia l  spending and perceives government i n t e n t i o n s  as a  counter 

p o s i t i o n .  

- see f i g u r e  8 on t h e  next  page - 

F igure  8  p a r t i a l l y  conf irms t h i s  t hes i s .  Regarding, there fore ,  p r imar i  l y  

t h e  t h r e e  subgroups w i t h  t h e  h ighes t  numbers of respondents who vo te  f o r  a  

decrease i n  s o c i a l  spending and perceive t h e  Washington-pol i c y  as being i n  

counter posi t ion,38 we can f i n d  exac t l y  t h e  expected combination o f  f e a t u r -  

es i n  t he  subgroup w i t h  the  re1 a t i v e l y  h ighest  p ropo r t i on :  conserva t ive  

wh i tes  belonging t o  t h e  midd le  o r  upper c lass.  Th is  group o f  persons repre- 

sents more than a  f i f t h  o f  t h e  t o t a l  populat ion. 

Th is  combination o f  fea tures  i s  l e s s  expressed i n  t h e  two o the r  subgroups: 

however, t h e  v a r i a b l e  " co lo r "  i s  always "whi te" ,  and st resses the  impor- 

tance o f  e t h n i c  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  on t h e  issue "soc ia l  spending". 

Analyzing popu la t ion  groups whose discrepancy w i t h  government i n  Washington 

can be expressed by t h e i r  votes f o r  maintenance of s o c i a l  spending, t h e  va- 

r i a b l e  " c o l o r "  a l s o  has c e n t r a l  importance. Looking a t  f i g u r e  8 we can see 

t h a t  - a l l  subgroups c o n s i s t i n g  of nonwhite respondents can be i d e n t i f i e d  by 

t h e i r  considerably s t ronger support o f  maintenance of t h e  soc ia l  budget, 

con t ra ry  t o  the  wh i te  respondent groups, even i f  they show i d e n t i c a l  com- 

b ina t i ons  o f  features.  The q u a n t i t a t i v e l y  small p ropo r t i on  o f  these people 

i n  re1 a t i o n  t o  t h e  t o t a l  US-popul a t i o n  (expressed by t h e  p o t e n t i a l  -va l  ues) 

should no t  l ead  t o  under-evaluat ion o f  t h e  importance o f  these d iscrepanci -  

es f o r  t h e  o f f i c i a l  p o l i c y ,  cons ider ing  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  consequences o f  e th -  

n i c  c o n f l i c t s  du r ing  the  l a s t  years. 

I n  order  t o  summarize t h e  main r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  e i g h t  NONMET model s presented 

i n  t h i s  paper, a  shor t  recourse t o  the  marginal d i s t r i b u t i o n s  i n  t a b l e  1 

(page ) a ids  t h e  eva lua t i on  o f  our ana lys is .  

This  tab1 e  could g i v e  us on ly  separate i n fo rma t ion  concerning sel f-anchor- 

i n g  behavior o f  d i f f e r e n t  populat ions and t h e i r  percept ion  o f  t h e  respec- 

t i v e  Federal Government. 
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It could be seen t h a t ,  f o r  example, i n  t h e  German Republ ic 49% o f  respon- 

dents vote f o r  a  decrease i n  defense spending and on ly  16% f o r  an increase,  

whi 1  e  57% o f  respondents perce ive  t h e  government a t t i t u d e s  as r a t h e r  tend- 

i n g  t o  increase defense spending and on ly  15% v i c e  versa; bu t  i t  was no t  

poss ib le  t o  compute bo th  pa t te rns  simultaneously. 

The main purpose of t h e  NONMET ana lys i s  was t o  b r i n g  these pa t te rns  t o -  

gether  i n  order  t o  i d e n t i f y  t h e  respec t i ve  subgroups which show discrepancy 

w i t h  Federal Government p o l i c y  and t o  cha rac te r i ze  them us ing  se lec ted  va- 

r i ab les .  This  se lec ton  should prov ide  i n fo rma t ion  concerning a  probably e x i -  

s t i n g  group o f  " p o t e n t i a l  p r o t e s t e r s "  as we1 1  as t h e  heterogenei ty  o r  homo- 

, gene i ty  o f  t h i s  group. 

- see t a b l e  6 on t h e  nex t  page - 

Table 6  on t h e  nex t  page g ives a  summarizing survey over a l l  NONMET analys- 

es. There i s  a  1  i s t  o f  a1 1  c e n t r a l  va r i ab les  i n  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  models, sepa- 

ra ted  by country, issue, and step o f  analys is .  Because we a1 ready expla ined 

these var iab les ,  t h e  t a b l e  cons i s t s  on ly  of c h a r a c t e r i z i n g  l abe l s .  The un- 

d e r l  ined va r iab les  can be i d e n t i f i e d  by t h e i r  relevance f o r  - both o f  t h e  ex- 

treme scale-points  o f  a t t i t u d e s  w i t h i n  an analyz ing step and on one i s -  
sue. 39 

Looking a t  t a b l e  6  we can see f i r s t  t h a t  i n  t h r e e  ( o f  f o u r )  cases i t  was 

poss ib le  t o  i d e n t i f y  those groups o f  respondents showing a  maximum o f  d i s -  

crepancy w i t h  o f f  i c i a 1  pol i c y  as re1 a t i  ve l y  homogeneous. Only on t h e  i ssue 

" s c i a l  spending" do we f i n d  a  s t r u c t u r e  o f  s t rong heterogenei ty  f o r  t h e  Uni- 

t e d  States. Thus i t  can be concluded t h a t  we can i d e n t i f y  a  group o f  "poten- 

t i a l  p ro tes te rs "  of r e l a t i v e l y  h i g h  homogeneity on t h e  issue "defense spend- 

i n g "  f o r  both o f  t h e  analyzed coun t r i es  and a d d i t i o n a l l y  on t h e  i ssue  "so- 

c i a l  spending" f o r  t h e  German Republic. 

However, by i nspec t i ng  t h e  f i g u r e s  r e s u l t i n g  from t h e  e i g h t  NONMET analyses 

and consid.ering the  standing o f  t h e  "po ten t i a l  p r o t e s t e r s "  i n  t h e  t o t a l  po- 

p ~ l a t i o n , ~ '  t h e  " leg i t imacy  gap" t h a t  i s  so ev ident  i n  t a b l e  l now appears 

t o  be an i s o l a t e d  r a t h e r  than a  t y p i c a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  t h e  response t o  

an issue. Looking a t  t h e  f i g u r e s  i t  can be seen t h a t  t he  a d d i t i o n  o f  t h e  po- 



Table 6 

D E F E N S E  S P E N D I N G  

FRG 1s t  step: no discrepancy : maximum discrepancy: 
- lower education (ED) - higher education (ED) 
- m a t e r i a l i s t  ( IN)  - strong con f l  i c t  (PC) 

- other  than CDUICSU (VB) 

FRG 2nd step: Se l f  decr., gov. incr.:  Se l f  incr., gov. decr.: 
- higher education (ED) - vo t ing  f o r  CDU/CSU (VBL 
- strong c o n f l i c t  (PC) 
- other  than CDUICSU (VB) 
- postmaterial  i s t  ( IN)  

USA 1s t  step: no discrepancy : maximum discrepancy: 
- female (SE) - male (SE) 
- gun a t  home (GUL - no gun a t  home (GU) 
- p ro tes tan t  (RE) 
- l i b e r a l  ( IP )  

- other than prot .  (RE) 
- l i b e r a l  ( IP)  

USA 2nd step: Se l f  decr., gov. incr . :  Se l f  incr., gov. decr.: 
- no gun a t  home (GU) - pro tes tant  (RE) 
- other  than pro t .  (RE) - male (SE) 

S O C I A L  S P E N D I N G  

no discrepancy: maximum discrepancy: 
- female (SE) - l e f t  (LR) 
- r i g h t  (LR) 

Se l f  cont., gov. red.: Se l f  red., gov. cont.: 
- l e f t  (LR) - male (SE) 
- postmaterial  i s t  (IN) -a 

- f a i r  p a r t  i n  l i f e  (FP) 

no discrepancy : maximum discrepancy: 
- Lower, Working (CL) 
- moderate ( IP)  (heterogeneous) 

Se l f  cont., gov. red.: Se l f  red., gov. cont .: 
- coloured (CO) - whi te (CO) 

- conservative ( IP)  
- Middle, Upper (CL) 



t e n t i a l  s  f o r  t h e  homogeneous "po ten t i  a1 p ro tes te rs "  would :eldom amount t o  

more than 20% o f  t h e  t o t a l  pobul a t ion .  

Analyz ing these r e s u l t s  from a  more q u a l i t a t i v e  p o i n t  o f  view, we get an- 

o ther  p i c tu re ,  a t  l e a s t  f o r  t h e  German Republ ic:  " p o t e n t i a l  p ro tes te rs "  on 

the. i ssue "defense spending" cons i s t  o f  h igher  educated i n d i v i d u a l  s  and - 
i n t e r p r e t i n g  t h e  v a r i a b l e  " c o n f l i c t  o f  i n t e r e s t  between p o l i t i c i a n s  and c i -  

t i z e n s "  i n  t h a t  way - o f  a  considerable p o r t i o n  o f  d i s t r u s t ,  a t  l e a s t  w i t h  

respect t o  t h e  es tab l ished p a r t i e s  and t h e i r  representat ives.41 

So we can say t h a t  " p o t e n t i a l  p ro tes te rs "  cons i s t  o f  persons who are, be- 

cause o f  t h e i r  h igher  education, more ab le  than o the r  popu la t ion  groups t o  

enforce t h e i r  p r o t e s t  a l s o  i n  t h e  non-par1 iamentary area. It can be suppo- 

sed t h a t ,  because o f  t h e  a t t i t u d e s  of t h i s  group i n  f avo r  f o r  o ther  p a r t i e s  

than CDU/CSU, o r  - as i t  was shown by t h e  issue "soc ia l  spending" - i d e n t i -  

f i c a t i o n  as " l e f t " ,  t he re  w i l l  be s t ronger  p o l i t i c a l  c o n f l i c t s  under a  

CDUICSU-dominated government, than has been the  case under the  SPD/FDP- 

c ~ a l  i ti on .42 

S i m i l a r  tendencies i n  t h e  Un i ted  States can't be expected, a t  l e a s t  n o t  ba- 

sed on t h e  1980 survey data. I f  a  homogeneous group of " p o t e n t i a l  p ro tes-  

t e r s "  could be i d e n t i f i e d ,  as was t h e  case w i t h  t h e  i ssue  "defense spend- 

ing" ,  t h e  fea tures  o f  t he  respect ive  persons wouldn't permi t  comparable 

prognoses (probably except i n  t he  case o f  "male") t o  t h e  German r e s u l t s .  

However, f o l  1  owing actual  newspapers, an important  change i n  a t t i t u d e s  o f  

t h e  American popu la t ion  towards t h e  two analyzed issues has occured s ince 

1 9 8 0 . ~ ~  

A more d e t a i l e d  ana lys i s  o f  t h e  recognized " p o t e n t i a l  p r o t e s t e r s "  and a  con- 

c e n t r a t i o n  on the  - f rom a  q u a n t i t a t i v e  view - more important  subgroups 

shows i n  the  German popu la t ion  on - both issues exac t l y  t h e  same fea tures  

which we could i d e n t i f y  f o r  t h e  analyzed subgroups w i t h  a  maximum o f  d i sc re -  

pancy t o  o f f i c i a l  pol i c y .  The on ly  d i f f e r e n c e  i s  t h a t  t h e  a1 ready known com- 

b i n a t i o n  o f  fea tures  i s  expanded and more exac t l y  s p e c i f i e d  by an a d d i t i o -  

na l  var iab le .  It i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  remember t h a t  t h i s  i s  t h e  same v a r i a b l e  

f o r  both. issues, t h e  value o r i e n t a t i o n  o f  t h e  INGLEHART-index. This va r i a -  

b l e  has as we l l  f o r  t h e  "supporters o f  disarmament" as f o r  t he  persons who 



support maintenance o f  soc ia l  spending the  code " p o s t m a t e r i a l i s t  value 

o r i e n t a t i o n " .  

I f  we regard these populat ion-groups w i t h  p o s t m a t e r i a l i s t  va lue o r i e n t a t i o n  

as determin ing soc ia l  and p o l i t i c a l  change, as they  a re  regarded by INGLE- 

HART and o ther  empi r i c a l - o r i e n t e d  soc io log i s t s ,  we can foresee t h e  "1 eg i -  

t imacy gap", whic i s  s t i l l  accompanied by a  question-mark i n  t h e  t i t l e  o f  

our  paper. I f  i n d i v i d u a l  s  w i t h  postmater ia l  i s t  val ue o r i e n t a t i o n  a1 ready 

show a  d i s t i n c t  discrepancy w i t h  t h e  SPD/FDP-government concerning two i m -  

po r tan t  pol i t i c a l  issues, t h i s  gap undoubtedly w i l l  grow b igger  under an ex- 

pected CDU/CSU-government, because t h e  governing p a r t y  then w i l l  represent  

much greater  d is tance t o  p o s t m a t e r i a l i s t  va lue o r i e n t a t i o n s  as was the  case 

w i t h  t h e  S P D / F D P . ~ ~  

Such g lobal  c o n f l i c t s  can't be expected f o r  t h e  Uni ted States on t h e  1980 

data basis. As developments i n  t h e  l a s t  two years make c l e a r ,  t h e  Regan- 

admin i s t ra t i on  fo l lowed t h e  demands o f  g rea t  segments o f  t h e  popu la t i on  f o r  

g rea ter  defense spending ( these demands had been a1 ready formul ated under 

t h e  Car te r -admin i s t ra t i on ) ,  and - according t o  t h e  c i t e d  ac tua l  surveys - 
went t o o  f a r .  But con t ra ry  t o  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  West-Germany, t h e r e  was no 

i d e n t i f i a b l e  homogeneous group o f  " p o t e n t i a l  p ro tes te rs "  i n  t he  year  1980 

which cou ld  have stopped t h i s  devel opment . 

I n  a d d i t i o n  we can suppose t h a t  t h e  decrease o f  soc ia l  spending r e a l i z e d  i n  

t h e  meantime would no t  have been supported by a  c l e a r  m a j o r i t y  i n  t he  yea r  

1 9 8 0 . ~ ~  Maybe now t h e  connect ion between defense spending and soc ia l  spend- 

i n g  w i l l  be seen c l e a r e r  by t h e  US-population: increase o f  defense spending 

- s t i l l  demanded i n  1980 - - and maintenance o f  t h e  soc ia l  budget under condi- 

t i o n s  o f  world-wide recession can be described as the  quadrature o f  a  , 

c i r c l e .  

Contrary t o  t h e  issue "defense spending" we can f i n d  f i r s t  s igns o f  a  deve- 

lopment t o  homogenize the  group o f  " p o t e n t i a l  p ro tes te rs " :  a  m a j o r i t y  o f  

nonwhite people voted a1 ready i n  t h e  year  1980 f o r  maintenance o f  t h e  so- 

c i a l  budget and - i n  doing so - f e l t  discrepancy w i t h  wh i te  people as we1 l 

as w i t h  the  o f f i c i a l  po l i cy .  In f luenced by t h e  p a r t i a l l y  d r a s t i c  decrease 

o f  the  soc ia l  budget du r ing  the  l a s t  years, t he  h i g h l y  a f f l i c t e d  nonwhite 



popu la t ion  cou ld  no t  on ly  withdraw leg i t imacy  from the  Reagan government by 

e l e c t o r a l  decis ion,  bu t  enforce demands by v i o l e n t  pol  i t i c a l  ac t ions .  



Notes 

1 Nevertheless i t  must be supposed t h a t  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  defense spending - 
p a r t i c u l a r l y  t he  atomic re-armament - a t  l e a s t  con t r i bu ted  as much t o  
the  growth o f  t h i s  movement as t h e  spending l e v e l .  

2  MILLER, Warren E./SHANKS, Mer r i  11 J. : Pol i c y  D i  r e c t i o n s  and P res iden t i  a1 
Leadership: A l t e r n a t i v e  I n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  of t h e  1980 P res iden t i a l  Elec- 
t i o n .  To appear i n  " B r i t i s h  Journal o f  P o l i t i c a l  Science". 

3  MILLER/SHANKS, a.a.Or, pp.38,43,70 
4 The p a r t i c u l a r  quest ions a re  as fo l l ows :  

"Some people be1 i e v e  t h a t  we should spend much l e s s  money f o r  defense. 
Suppose these people are  a t  one end of t he  scale, a t  p o i n t  number 1. 
Others f e e l  t h a t  defense spending should be g r e a t l y  increased. Suppose 
these people are a t  the  o ther  end, a t  p o i n t  7. And, of course, some 
o ther  people have opin ions somewhere i n  between a t  p o i n t s  2, 3, 4, 5, o r  
6. Where would you p lace you rse l f  on t h i s  scale, o r  haven't you thought  
much about t h i s ? "  
There was g iven a  seven-point-scale, where on ly  t h e  poles had been verba- 
l i z e d  as fo l l ows :  l "gtaeat ly  decrease", 7 " g r e a t l y  increase". 
The second quest ion was: 
"Where would you p lace what t h e  Federal Government i s  doing a t  t h e  pre- 
sent t ime?"  
The two quest ions concerning "soci a1 spending" corresponded, t he  pol es 
o f  t h e  sca le  being ve rba l i zed  w i t h  1 "reduce spending" and 7 "no reduc- 
t i o n  i n  spending". 

5 SMITH, Tom W.: House E f f e c t s  and the  R e p r o d u c i b i l i t y  o f  Survey Measure- 
ments: A Comparison o f  t h e  1980 GSS and t h e  1980 American Nat ional  Elec-  
t i o n  Study. Pub l i c  Opinion Q u a r t e r l y ,  46, 1982, pp.54-68. 

6 SMITH, a.a.O., pp.58,59. 
7 ALLBUS i s  a  nat ionwide rep resen ta t i ve  survey, funded by t h e  German Re- 

search Foundation, conducted by t h e  Zent rum f i r  U m f  ragen, Methoden und 
Analysen (ZUMA), Mannheim. ALLBUS 1982 was c a r r i e d  out  i n  t h e  sp r ing  o f  
1982 on a  sampl e-popul a t i  on o f  N=2995 persons. 
Unfor tunate ly  t h e  o r i g i n a l l y  planned use of these scales i n  GSS 1982 
cou ld  n o t  be rea l i zed.  Consequently i n  t h i s  paper US-data cou ld  on ly  be 
used f o r  t h e  year  1980. 

8  See OFFE, C l  aus: Pol i t i s c h e  Her rschaf t  und K l  assenstrukturen. Zur An- 
a l yse  s p a t k a p i t a l i s t i s c h e r  Gesellschaftssysteme. I n :  KRESS, G./SENGHAAS, 
D.: Po l i t i kw issenschaf t .  F rank fur t IMa in  1971, p.145 f f .  

9  As deadl ine we f i x e d  t h e  2nd o f  May 1982, t h e  day o f  t h e  s i n k i n g  o f  c r u i -  
ser  "Admiral Belgrano" by a  B r i t i s h  submarine. By a  l ucky  chance, h a l f  
o f  a l l  i n te rv iews  were c a r r i e d  out  before, t he  o ther  h a l f  a f t e r  t h i s  
event, so t h a t  we got  a  good d i s t r i b u t i o n .  

10 When running Crosstabs f o r  t h e  FRG-data and t h e  issue "defense spending" 
t h i s  v a r i a b l e  - measured' by i t s  CHIZ-value w i t h  t h e  dependent v a r i a b l e  - 
was f i f t h  and so nea r l y  managed t o  be taken i n t o  t h e  se t  o f  independent 
var iables.  
Ten ta t i ve l y  NONMET-analysi s  no t  f i g u r e d  here showed t h a t  t h e  p a r t  o f  re -  
spondents v o t i n g  f o r  l e s s  defense spending increased by 5% when t h i s  va- 
r i a b l e  had t h e  fea tu re  " a f t e r  c o n f l i c t  esca la t ion" .  

11 GRIZZLE, James E./STARMER, Frank C./KOCH, Gary G.: Analys is  o f  Categor i -  
ca l  Data by L inear  Models. Biometr ics,  25, 1969, pp.489-504. 

12 MILLER/SHANKS, a  .a .O., ~ p . 3 9 ~ 4 1 .  



13 For  example: our  index DISDEFUS (Discrepancy - - Defense-Spending , - US-Data) 
had th ree  codes: 
- 1 "no discrepancy" 
- 2 "discrepancy I = respondent votes f o r  decrease o f  armament and sees 
government p o s i t i o n  as f a v o r i n g  re-armamentN 

- 3 "discrepancy I 1  = respondent votes f o r  re-armament and sees govern- 
ment p o s i t i o n  as f a v o r i n g  a decrease of armament". 

I n  a f i r s t  s tep  we combined t h e  codes 2 and 3 by us ing  RECODE and compa- 
red them t o  code 1; i n  a second step we pu t  code 1=0 and so go t  a redu- 
ced number o f  cases f o r  our NONMET-analysis. This  i s  important  f o r  t h e  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  1 a t e r  discussed " p o t e n t i a l s "  i n  our Nonmet-model s 
o f  t h e  second step: t h e  " p o t e n t i a l s "  a re  n o t  e x a c t l y  based on t h e  who1 e 
random samples and thus can on ly  g i v e  us an approximation o f  t h e  repre- 
sen ta t i on  o f  subgroups w i t h i n  t h e  t o t a l  popu la t ion  o f  a given country. 

14 58 ALLBUS-variables and 37 GSS-variables had been t e s t e d  us ing t h i s  se- 
lect ion-procedure,  a f t e r  a l l  nominal scaled va r iab les  had been t r a n s f o r -  
med t o  Dummys and nea r l y  a l l  o ther  va r i ab les  had been combined by reaso- 
nably recodes. 

15 INGLEHART, Ronald: The S i l e n t  Revolut ion i n  Europe. In te rgenera t iona l  
Change i n  P o s t - I n d u s t r i a l  Soc ie t ies .  The American Pol i t i  ca l  Science Re- 
view, 1971. 

16 It cou ld  be supposed t h a t  respondents w i t h  p o s t - m a t e r i a l i s t  values would 
support decrease o f  defense spending more s t ronger  than t h e  average o f  
t h e  popul ation-sampl e and t h a t  they would i d e n t i f y  themselves as being 
i n  h igh  discrepancy w i t h  o f f i c i a l  p o l i c y .  

17 Size o f  population-sample: GSS: N=1468; ALLBUS: N=2995. 
18 Another procedure cou ld  have se lec ted  t h e  (few) common va r iab les  o f  both 

surveys and es tab l ished a u n i t  se ts  o f  var iab les ,  t h a t  cou ld  have been 
tes ted  f o r  each country. Such an a l t e r n a t i v e  procedure would no t  have 
rea l  i sed our i n t e n t i o n  t o  i d e n t i f y  those var iab les ,  which a r e  re1 evant 
f o r  exp lanat ion  o f  perceived d iscrepancies between respondents and go- 
vernment pol  i c y  . 

19 Unfor tunate ly ,  t h i s  v a r i a b l e  was n o t  i n teg ra ted  i n  t h e  GSS; cons ider ing  
t h e  broad d iscuss ion  o f  t h e  t h e s i s  o f  INGLEHART t h a t  took p lace i n  t h e  
Uni ted States, t h i s  i s  astonishing.  

20 KUECHLER, Manfred/WIDES, J e f f r e y  W.:"Economic Percept ions and the  '76 
and '80 P res iden t i a l  Votes". Paper presented a t  t h e  1981 annual meeting 
o f  the American Soc io log i ca l  Assoc ia t ion  i n  Toronto, Canada; ZUMA- 
A rbe i t sbe r i ch t  No. 1982/03, March 1982, p.180. 
I n  t h i s  paper KUECHLER/WIDES analyze - as MILLER/SHANKS d i d  i n  t h e i r  
above mentioned p u b l i c a t i o n  - t h e  reasons f o r  e l e c t o r a l  success o f  Reag- 
an (us ing  NONMET model s)  . 

21 See p.9 o f  t h i s  paper. 
22 The percent s i z e  r e s u l t s  from a d d i t i o n  o f  t h e  " p o t e n t i a l s "  behind t h e  

f i r s t  and the  f i f t h  o f  t h e  presented t o t a l  e f f ec t s .  This  summary can be 
made because educat ion up t o  n i n t h  degreee and m a t e r i a l i s t  va lue o r i e n t a -  
t i o n  are  v a l i d  f o r  bo th  subgroups represented by these t o t a l  e f f e c t s .  

23 Considerable i n  t h i s  subgroup i s  a d d i t i o n a l l y  t h e  relevance o f  t h e  mate- 
r i a l  i s t / p o s t m a t e r i a l  i s t  dimension; t h i s  value o r i e n t a t i o n  doesn't p l a y  a 
r o l e  here. 

24 One comment t o  a i d  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n :  MEAN i s  concerned - corresponding t o  
t h e  codes o f  t h e  dependent va r i ab les  - w i t h  those persons who vo te  f o r  
decrease o f  defense spending, but  who perceive the  government a t t i t u d e  
as tending t o  increase. 



25 I n  t h e  f i g u r e  these a r e  - counted from the  top-  t h e  f o u r t h  and the  s i x -  
t een th  subgroup; bu t  bo th  subgroups show low p o t e n t i a l s .  

26 These are t h e  f i f t h ,  eleventh, and t h i r t e e n t h  subgroup, which have as 
common fea tu re  t h a t  on ly  about a t h i r d  o f  t h e  respec t i ve  persons vote 
f o r  decrease o f  defense spending, con t ra ry  t o  the  government. Because 
our NONMET models i n  t h e  second step o f  t h e  ana lys i s  on l y  regard respon- 
dents who show percept ion  o f  d iscrepancies,  i t  can be s a i d  t h a t  t h e  d i s -  
crepancies w i t h  government f o r  two t h i r d s  o f  these persons i s  caused by 
t h e i r  own vo te  f o r  increase o f  defense spendng. 

27 These a r e  t h e  four th ,  s i x t h ,  and t e n t h  subgroup. 
28 The second, e ig th ,  and n i n t h  subgroup. 
29 MILLER/SHANKS, a.a.O., p.45f. 
30 We regard t h e  t h i r d ,  eleventh, and f i f t e e n t h  subgroup, which a l t o g e t h e r  

don't even represent  a s i x t h  o f  t h e  t o t a l  populat ion.  
31 Considering the  r e l a t i v e l y  small d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  t h e  two r e l i g i o n s  "pro- 

tes tan t ism"  and "cathol  i z i sm"  i n  t h e  Un i ted  States as opposed t o  West- 
Germany, we can't conclude au tomat i ca l l y  t h a t  t he  fea tu re  "no protes-  
t a n t "  would mean "cathol  i c " .  

32 These a r e  t h e  second, s i x t h ,  and e i g t h  subgroup. 
33 These are  t h e  f i r s t ,  t h i r d ,  and seventh subgroup, which - a l toge the r  - 

represent on l y  16% of t h e  t o t a l  populat ion. 
34 Considering t h e  s i x t h ,  eleventh, and t h i r t e e n t h  subgroup because of 

t h e i  r re1 a t i  ve l y  h ighes t  v o t i n g  f o r  maintenance. 
35 See coment t o  f i g u r e  2. 
36 These are  t h e  second, f i f t h ,  and seventh subgroup; b u t  t he  f i r s t  sub- 

group has been inc luded because nea r l y  t h e  same e f f e c t  (55.1%) can be 
seen as i n  t h e  seventh group (55.2%). 

37 These a r e  t h e  subgroups one, e igh t ,  and n ine,  whose r e l a t i v e l y  low t o t a l  
e f f e c t s  express 1 owest conformi ty ,  or ,  as c a l l  ed above, h ighest  d i  scre- 
pancy t o  government po l  i c y .  The n i n t h  subgroup represents l e s s  than one 
percent o f  t h e  t o t a l  popu la t ion  and thus should be kept  out  o f  d iscus-  
sion. 

38 These a re  t h e  subgroups one, f i v e ,  and s i x .  
39 To make t h i s  c lea r ,  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  example: on t h e  i ssue  "defense spend- 

i ng "  i n  t h e  German data t h e  v a r i a b l e  "educat ion" was re levant  both f o r  
c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n  o f  those subgroups which could be i d e n t i f i e d  by t h e  re-  
1 a t i v e l y  lowest discrepancy w i t h  government, and f o r  su i  tab1 e descr i  p- 
t i o n  o f  those subgroups which tend t o  t h e  extreme po in t ,  

40 That means t h e  so-ca l led  " p o t e n t i a l s "  l oca ted  i n  each f i g u r e  behind t h e  
t o t a l  e f f e c t s .  

41  The we1 1 -known slogan o f  "Staatsverdrossenhei t "  (disappointment o f  o f f i  - 
c ia1  pol i c y )  probably can be used here, but  would no t  be co r rec t ,  be- 
cause t h e  v a r i a b l e  " con f l  i c t  o f  i n t e r e s t "  s t resses c o n f l  i c t s  between po- 
l i t i c i a n s  and c i t i z e n s  and not  between c i t i z e n s  and the  i n s t i t u t i o n  
"s tate" .  

42 This assumption was based on in fo rmat ion  a v a i l a b l e  i n  Semptember 1982. 
The pol i t  i ca l  development i n  West Germany has meanwhi 1 e c o n f i  rmed t h i s  
t hes i s ;  however, w i t h  t h e  q u a l i f i c a t i o n  t h a t  t h e  main i ssue  was the  i n -  
s t a l l a t i o n  o f  new types o f  weapons (as i nd i ca ted  by demonstrations 
against  t h e  s t a t i o n i n g  o f  Cruise M i s s i l e s  and Pershing 2 e s p e c i a l l y  i n  
autumn 1983) and no t  t h e  l e v e l  o f  defense spending. 

43 "Die Z e i t " ,  No. 38, 9/17/82, c i t e d  under t h e  head l ine  "Eher B u t t e r  a l s  
Kanonen" actual  American surveys, which recognized t h a t  t he  US-popula- 
t i o n  i n  sommer 1982 p r e f e r s  by two t o  one a decrease o f  defense spending 
t o  a decrease o f  t h e  s o c i a l  budget. 



44 The r e l a t ~ v e l y  slow development o f  the  peace-movement i n  the  Un i ted  
States i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  the  development i n  Europe, espec ia l l y  i n  West- 
Germany, i s  one o f  t h e  - r a r e  - cases, where a new s o c i a l  movement over- 
lapped from t h e  cont inent  t o  t h e  States - and no t  v i c e  versa. 

45 See tab1 e 1, p. 3 o f  our paper. 


