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ABSTRACT

The Jocus ol this emp rical analysis ls determlning whetheror notpolilica

cullure atiects eleclora outcomes in presidenlial elect ons in ihe United Stales

usi-oorolessorEa/ar'<classictypolog/ol '1eIl lee polilicalq"bcullu es tls
asce''lar_ed rl'ar in e e, Iions over I1e lasl t1rl\ vea s FlFpJbl'a_sg'nF arLt

arl|avt tharlqhFsrs.opodnlfelrdo.Iio-dlqlicslala(Denocratbl'olcdl/tare
O""iinif'L inciuiauufl"ti" states;the resufts in the mora istic states are of a mixed

nalure, Third party candidates such as John Anderson, Ross Perot, and Ra ph

N;der usualv attr;ct more popular supporl in the moralistic states and render

their lowest L;ve of proportiona votes in ihe tradltiona istic staies

INTRODUCTION

l\,iore than th rty years have passed since the revised second edition of

Dan\el Elazals Americ;n Federalism: A View frcm the States {E azat ' 1972) l^
this work he presenled a conlinuum of the American slales based on lhe concept

of po itica cu ture, lhe pariiclllar pattern of or entaiion to political action in whlch

a ooiticalsysiem is em6edded ' (Elazar, 1972:89) Politicalcuture reierslo now

J'irere, l o'oros ot peop . deri rp po ilius and t_' o'ooer 'oeoloo.e'n^rF']i n

soc,el/ a;o i.r'-. aconoiy. Whe- th" subc"r.go ie, d'e co,'ao<ed (wh'ch 
's

neceslary ior empirlcat inquiry due io ack of variance), E azar basically

determin;d that the American nalional culture is a synthesis of three malor

i, rcal buo' J tLr.q lhal 
".1.1 

t 1- 13n6'e1<r1 and ole_ overlap rl lazar' 1972:
| -8,. t a, - srb, -,r"re . ref e'l {e o h'loricd T grat 01 pafie 1\ Ihat-dve Led

ceriain people ol differenl or gins and backgro!nds across the LJniied Staies

E azar idenilfies these sLrbcu tures as moralisiic, nd vldua istic, and

traditiona istic (Elazar, 1972:93 102) Sevenleen slates are classifled as flaving

a oredominantiv mora lstic politica culture (Vermont, IVinnesola, Utah, Maine'

Michloan. Wlsconsin, North Dakota, Colorado, Oregon, New Hampshire, lowa'
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Kansas, CaIiornia, Washingion, I\rontana, South Dakota, and ldaho). Sevenieen
slates are identified ior being a predominanlly individualisiic politica cu ture
(Connectcut, Rhode s and, Nebraska, Wyoming, lvassachusetts, New York,
Ohio, llllnois, Pennsylvan a, New Jersey, Indiana, Nevada, Alaska, Delaware,
Maryland, N,4issouri, and Hawali). E azar opined ihat the remain ng s xteen states
have a predomlnantly trad tionalistlc politicalculture (Texas, Oklahoma, West
Virginia, Kenlucky, Florida, New [,4ex]co, Alabama, Georgia, Arkansas,
Louis ana, Virglnia, South Carolina, l\,lississipp, Tennessee, Arizona, and North
Caroiina) (Elazar, 1972: 93 102).

Additionally, by 1972, widespread pr mary e ections were in place in the
United States. 1968 marked the last t me thal party leaders dlreclly selected the
nominee (Hubert Humphrey for the Dernocrats, who had not entered a s ngLe

primary). Humphrey's selection atthe 1968 Democrauc Conventlon was
extremely disappointing to the suppo.lers oi Robed Kennedy and Eugene
Mccarthv, and pronrpted a democratizalion of the presidentia nomination
process, which affected both major parties in the United States by 1972 and
beyond (Polsby and Widavsky, 2000: 97-150).

Besearch Question

Elazais lypology of the American stales can be utillzed in orderto
delerrnine whether or not citizens from stale states are more inclined to suppor-i

Democrat c, Republican, and third pady presidential candldales, an area of
research that has nol been invesligated sutficienlly to daie- Thus, the cenlral
research ouestion in this eva uation is:

Does political cu ture alfect the oulcome of presideniial eleclions in the Uniled
States?
In olher words, are residents in certain states more nc ined to support specific
presidential candidates than others?

It is hypothesized, in a genera sense, that po itical cu ture affects the
outcome of oresidential eleclions:

Hr: Political culture (X) aifects the outcome of presidentlal elections (Y) in the
United States.
The nu I hypothesis is thal there is no relat onship between po ilical culture and
lJ.S. ores dential electrons:

H": ll=0

The District of Columbia

Athough the Dlsaid ls not a siate perse, lt does have three votes in the
E ectora Co leqe in presidenUal elections, Eased upon the crlteria used for
classificat on bv Elazar (1972: 103-19), as we I as the geographicai locat on oi



the District, il makes intuilive sense lo classify t as an individua istic dominant
political culture on the continuum where both Mary and and De aware are
rocaleo.

Specifying the Model

The dependeni variables (Y) n thls analysis are the percentages ofthe
popular votes received by the major party candidates in each state as well as
some third party cand dates in presidential e ections from 1972 to 2000, inclusive
(U.S. Election Atlas, 2002). The natlona results oi ihese elections are presented
in Table 1.

Table I
Presidential Eleclion Resulls, 1972-2OOO'

1972

501

503

533

' The data ltilized are ava lab e at !444lsclcdla!3lbsglq
':The Republcan cand dales are R chard Nixon (1972), Gerald Ford (1976), Foia d Feagan

1984), Georqe H.W Bush (i988and 1992), Bob Dole(1996),and GeorgeW. Bush(2000).
'The Democratic cand dales are Georse Mccovern (r972), Jimmy Cader (1976 and r980),

Mondae(198.1),MichaelDukakis{1988),Blclinlon{r992andr996),andAGore{2000).
' Thelh rd pad! ca.dldates oi nterest are John Anderson (Na|ona Unlon) n 1980; Boss Peroi

{lndependenl) in 1992j Foss Perot (Felorm) in 1996; and Fa ph Nader (Creen) n 2000.
' On€ E ectora vote was cast lor John Hospers (Libedar an).



Since the explanatory var ables (X) are the three polilical subcultures, the most
plausible manner in which to measure them is by creating three dichotomous, or
dummy, variables,

Using Dummy Variables in Regression Analysis

Dummy variab es only take on the values of one or zero; in order lo
prevenl perfect mullicol inearity, one calegory ls omitted- The p coetficients
refleci ihe changes in the dependenl var able wiih respect to the reference group
(the group that is left out). The intercept reflects lhe value oJ the dependent
variade tor the relerence group. The l-ratio is uiilized to determlne whether or
not lhat group diifers slatistically iiom the reierence group (Schroeder, Sioquisi,
and Stephan, 1991: 56-8).

Three equaiions are created in orderto ernpirically test Hr:

Equation #1: PV = o + pi (N,4ora istic) + p, (lndlvldualistic) + e

Where,

Pv=proportion oiihe popu arvote ior presidential candldates;
(=va ue of the dependent variab e forlhe reference group (traditiona islic);
Moralistic=dummyvarlable (1=states with a predominanily moraListic
poliiica cu ture; O=otherwise)i
Individua istic=dummy variable (1=states wth a predominantly
individua istic po iiical c!liure; 0=oiherwise); and e=error lerm

Equaiion #2: PV = a + pr (lVoralistic) + P, (Trad tionalislic) + e

a=value ofthe dependenl varlable for lhe reference group (individuallsUc);

Moralistic=dummy variable (1=siaies with a predorninanty moralrstic
political culturei 0=otherwise)i
Traditionallstic=dummy variable (1=slates with a predominant y

tradlt ona istic politcal culture; 0=otherwise); and
e=error term.



Equation #3: PV = a + pj (lndividua istic) + p, (Tradit onalistic) + e

PV=proportion of the popular vole for presidential canddates;
a=value of the dependent vadable ior the feference group (moral stic);
ndiv dualistic=dummy variable (1=states with a predomlnant y

indvdualistic political culture; 0=otherwise)i
Traditiona istic=dummy variable (1=stales with a predominanty
traditionalislic political culture; 0=otherwise)i and
e=erTorlerm.

The follow ng Democralic (D) president al candidates are scrutinized ln
lhis evaluation: George L4ccovern (1972); Jimmy Carter {1976 and 1980)i Walter
Monda e (1 984); Michae Dukakis (1 S88); Bill Cllnton (1 992 and 1 996)i and A
Gore (2000). The Repubiicans (R) inc ude R chard Nixon (1972); cerald Ford
(1976); Ronald Reagan (1980 and 1984); George H.W. Bush (1988 and T992);
Bob Dole (1996) and George W. Bush (2000). Third parly cand dates are
inc uded in 1 980 (Joh n Anderson-Nat ona U nity); 1 992 ( Ross Perot-
ndependent); 1996 (Ross Perot-Reiorm); and 2000 (Ralph Nader-Green). The
statistical results are presented in Tables 2-9 and are accompanied by an
inleroretalion ior each e ection.

Table 2
1972 Presidential Election

Moralisticand IndividualisticPolitical Culiures
(Relerence Group=Tradilionalistic Polltlcal Cullure)

Y-Propodon ol PopularVote ior F chard N xon (R)

Explan.lory !a.iable (x)

r0.5'
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Y=Proporl on oi Popularvole ior Georse Mccovem (D)

Moratisiic and Tf adilionalistic Polltic€l Cultures
(Aeterence G.oup=lndlvldualistic Political Cullure)

Y=Proporiion ol PopularVoieior Richard Nron (R)

'-o'opo' ion ol oop-larVole lo UeogeV.Co."nI-I

B Squared=o 24

lndividualistic and Tradltlonalislic Political cull!res
{Refe.ence Group=Moratislic Political C!lture)

Y=Propoidon ol PopularVotelor Richard Nxon (R)

Erplanatory va.iable (x)

2.7

11.2" 2_T

Etplanatory varlable (x)

10

2.6

Expianatory variable {x)

"2.9

Explanalory va.i.br€ (x)

59.3-

9.5-



Y-Proporlo. olPopua VoLe ror G-o'se Mccorern (L,

" Siqnilicanl atlhe 01 evel
' Slgniiicant ai the .05 level

Table 3
{976 Presidentiel Election

Morallstlc and Individualistic Political Culturss
(Feierence Group=Tradltlonalistic Polilical Culture)

Y= Proporlion or Popuar Vole lor Gemld Ford (F)

Y=Proporlion of Popularvore lorJlmmy Caner (D)

Explanalory varrabr6 (x)

19

Erpl6n.lory larlable {X)

Explanatory vrrlabre {x)

1a

3.5



Explanalo.y vsrlabr. (x)

3.6

13

Mof alistic and Traditionalistic Politi€l Cultures
{Reference Group:lndividualistic Poliljcal Culture)

Y=Proponion ol Popu ar voie ior Gerald Ford (B)

Y=Proporlion oi Popll Vole lorlimmy Carter (D)

lndivldualistic and Tradiiionallstlc Polillcal Cullures
(Reierence Group=Mo6listic Polltlcal Culture)

Y=Proporlo. oI Popllar vole lor Genld Fod (R)

E&lanatory varlabl. (x)

2.5

17

Erplanalory varlabre {x)

51.7"

36



" Sigrilicanl at lhe.01 evel
' Siqnilicanl at the .05 level

Y=Propo.tion ol Popu ar Vole ior Jimmy Cader (D)

Y=Proporllon ot PopllarVole fo.Jimmy Carter (D)

Table 4
l98O P.esidential Election

MoElistic and lndividualislic Polltlcal Cultures
(F€rsrence Group:Traditjonallstic Poliiical culture)

Y=Prcportion ol PopularVoie tor Bonald Reasan (R)

Expl.natory varlable (X)

45.5_

2.6

Erplanaloryvarlabl6 (x)

29

EIplanaloryvarrabro {X)

3.2



Y=Proporlion oi Popular Vote lor John Anderson (l)

Moralisiic and Tradilionalislic Politlcal Cull!rcs
{Rererence Group=lndividualistic Poliiical Culture)

Y-Proporilon ol Popuiafvoleior Fonald Beagan (F)

F Sqlared=o 07

Y=Proport on ol Popu arVole lor Jimmy cai(er (D)

Y=Proportion of Popular Vole lor John Ande6on (l)

Expranatory variabl€ (x)

54'
09

Erplan.lory varlab16 {x)

21

3.0

Explansbry lanabl6 (x)

2.0

Expla.atory vanablE (x)

06



Expran.rory vdrr.bl€ (x)

5.6 30

,29 31

Indivi.lualislic and Tradilionalisric Politiel Cultures
(Reference Group:Mo€listic Polilical Culturs)

Y=Proportion oi Popular Voie ror Fonald Reagan (B)

Y-Propo.rof of Popu arVote lor Jimmy Cader (D)

Y=Proponion of Popu arVole lorJohn Ande6on (l)

" Signilicanl ailhe.01 evel
' Signiiicanf atihe.05 level

65

Explanatory varlabl. {X)

2.9

Erplanaloryvarlabl6 (x)

.06



Table 5
1984 Presidential Election

Morulistic and Individualistlc Political cultur€s
(F€lerence Group=Tladitionalislic Political Culture)

Y=ProporrionoiPopularVotelorRonad Reasan (R)

Y=Proporlion ol Popu arVoie lorWaller Monda e (D)

Moralistic and Traditionalistic Political Cultures
(Felerence Group=lndividuallstic Politi€l culture)

Y=Proportion ol Popu ar Voie 1or Ronald Reagan (R)

Erpr6netorY vatlablo (x)

3.C

07

Exptanarory vdrlabr6 (x)

2.2

06

ErplanalotY varlab!e (x)

2.9



E4laf,atory vadabl6 {x}

2.4

Y=Proportion ol PopularVole lorWaller Mordale (D)

lndlvldualistc and Tr.ditionalistic Political Cultures
(Reterence Group=Morallstlc Political Culiurc)

Y=Proporiion or PopuarVoteior Ronald Feagan (R)

Y=Proporlion ol Popdlar Vole lor Waher Morda e (D)

" Slgniicant ar rhe .01 level
' Signliicant at rhe -05leveL

61

Expranatory Yanabl6 (x)

4.2

07

Erplamro.y varlabro {x)



Table 6
1988 Presidential Election

Moralistic and Individualistic Polltical Cullu res
(Relerence Group=Traditionalislic Politi€l culture)

Y-P.oporlo oroopLlarVore orCelrgp I.W. BL.t 'e\

Y=Proporl on ol Popular vole for Mrchae Dukal is (D)

Moralisllc and Traditionalistic Polllical Cultu.es
{Reteren@ Group:lndividualislic Polltlcal CLilt!re)

Y=Proporlionol PopularVote ror Gerge H.W. Bush (B)

Erpl.n.brylarlable (x)

-40

11

Erplanarory !.rlabl€ (x)

5.8'

Explanalory vsrlabl6 (x)



Erpranalory varlable (X)

Y=Proporiion oi PopoarVolelof Michae Dlkaks (D)

lndividualistic and Tradilionalistic Political Cull!es
(Relerence Group:Moralistic Political Cultu.e)

Y=Propoil on ol Popular Vote for Geofge H.W. B'rsh (R)

Y=Proporrion ol PopuarVote ior^,lichae Dukaks (D)

"'Signiicanlatthe.01 evel
" SignJ cant al ihe.05 ev-A

Explanalory v.rr5bl6 (x)

53.2 '
.22 2.6

Explanslory van.bl€ (x)

25



Table 7
1992 Presidential Election

M016llstlc and Individ!alistic Political Cullu res
(F€rerenc€ Group=Tradillonalistc Politiel culiure)

Y=Proporiion ol Popular Vote lor Georqe H.W. Bush (R)

Y=ProporijonolPopularvorelorBillclinton(D)

Y-Proporllon ol PopularVolelor Ross Perol (l)

EIpbnarory varlable (x)

Erplanalory rarlable {x)



Morallsllc and Traditionalistic Poliiical Cultures
(Felerence Group=lndividualistic Political culture)

Y=Proporlion oi Popular vote ior George H.W. Bush (B)

Y=Proporuon ol Popu ar Voie lor Bil Clnlon (D)

Y=Proportion ol Popularvoteior Ross Pe.ot (l)

Explanaloryv. abre {x)

Explanalory varlabl6 {x)

28

ErpranEtory v6rlablo (x)

l



lndividu6lislic and Traditionalistic Polirical Cullures
{Relercnce Group=Moralisiic Polilical Culture)

"=Dropol.or ol Dop-lar\ol.lo Ceo qe r.W. BL\" lF)

Y=Proportbn o! PopllarVote for BllCli.ton (D)

F Sq!ared=0.o3

Y=Proportio. ol PopllarVolelor Ross Perot (l)

" Siqniicant at lhe.01 level
' Signitcantaithe.05leve

Expl.nalory varlabre (x)

13

57 2.0

Erpranarory varlablB {X)

33S'

56

36

Erpranarory v.dablo (x)



Table 8
'1996 Presidential Election

Moralistic and lndividualistic Political Cultures
{F€ro.ence croup=Traditionalisiic Poliiical Culture)

Y=Proportion ol PopularVote 1or Bob Dole {R)

Y=Proportiof oi PopularVote ior BillCli.ton (D)

F Squared=o 09

Y=Proportionoi PopllarVote ior Boss Perol (R)

Erplanatory v.rlabl. (X)

32 2.7

E,pl.natory vanablo lX)

29

Etplanaloryvanablo (X)

0.5

2.4-

a7



Moralistic and Traditionalistlc Poliiical Cullures
(Rererence Group=lndividualistic Political Culture)

Y=Proporlion of PopularVotefor Bob Doe (F)

Y=Proponion ol PopuarVoteior Bil Clinlon (D)

R Squared=o.og

Y=Proporl on oi Popu arvole ior Boss Perot (F)

Explan.lory !arlable (x)

2.7

2.7

Erpranatory v.d.bl6 (x)

Erplanaloryv.dsbl€ (x)

s.2 ' 05



lndividualistic and Tradltlonallstlc Pollllcal Cullures
(Feterence Group=Mo.alistic Politi6l Culture)

Y=Propo'1ion oi PopularVolelor Bob Dole (R)

Y=Proportion of Popular Vote for Bi Cl nton (D)

Y=Propodion oi PopllarVolefor Foss Perol (F)

F Squar€d=o.24

'' Siqnilicanl ar Ihe .01 lev€
' sionil.anrallhe.oslevel

Erpranalory vadablo (x)

3.2

Etpranatory vanabl6 (x)

23

Explanarory varlabl6 (x)

10.2 '

-2.8-



Table 9
2OOO Presidential Election

Moralistic and Individualistic Political cultures
{Rereren@ Group=Tladitionalistic Polltlcal cultur€l

Y=Propodion ol Popu ar voie lor Georqe W. Bush (F)

Y=Propoidon oi Popular voie Jor Al Gore (D)

Y=Proportion ol PopllarVole lor Ralph Nader (G)

Erpl.nalo'y rarlahle {x)

E4lanatoryvanabte (x)

06

l3

Expra.alory varlabl€ {x)

2.6 '

22',



Moralislic and Traditionalistic Political Cultures
(Fererence Group=lndividuallstic Pollllcal Culture)

Y=Proportion or PopLrlar Vole lor Geoqe w. Bush (R)

Y=Proporlion ol PopllarVolelorA Gorc (D)

Y=Proportion ol Popurarvoie ior Falph Nader (G)

t

Elpranalory varlablo (x)

23

33

3.3

Erplanatory vanablo {X)

2.3

3.3

Explanalo.y varlable (X)

36'



Erpranarory vanabre {x}

51.5 '

3.3

lndividualisbc and Tradilionalislic Politi6l Cu llures
(Reieren@ Group=Moralistic Political culture)

Y=Propodlon ot Popul* Vote ior George W. Bush (R)

Y=Propon on ol Popu ar Vole lor Al Gore (D)

Y=Propodlon ol Popularvoteior Falph Nader (G)

" Signlicant at lhe.01 level
" Signlilcant at the .05 ievel

1972

The intercepts indicaie that Nixon fared the best in the lradiiionalist c
states (68.8 percent), fol owed by the moralistic siates (59.3 percent), and the
ndividualistic states (58.3 perceni). Converse y, I\/cGovern recelved 40.6
percent oilhe popular vole n the individualistc states,37.7 percent in the
moralislic states, and 29.4 percent in the traditjonallstic stales. As the slope
coeffcients illustrale, even in this lopsided victory for Nixon, cu ture d d matter, at

78

Expla.alo.y vdnab|o (x)

82' 33

Explanatory !arlabl€ (xi

-2.6 '



1976

This close e ection is definrtive, at least from one perspective. One of the
candidates, Jimmy Caa(er, was a southerner and a Dernocrat. This nray have
been benefic al upon exam ning lhe three po itical subcu tures. Carteriared ihe
best in ihe traditiona islic states (53.4 percent), fo lowed by the indivldua islic
states (50 percent), and lhe moralisUc stales (45.5 percent). No Democrat until
B I Cllnton in I 992 and 1 996 has carried a plurality of the vote in the
tradilionalistic states since this e ection. Ford's best showing occurred ln ihe
mora isiic siates (51.7 percent), then the individualst c staies (48.1 percent), and
the tradit onalstc slates (45.2 percent). For both Caarer and Ford, the
differences between the moralistc and tradilionalislic states are slatistcallv
sign iicant.

1980

Reagan recapiured the lradillona istlc states ior the Repub icans (51.4
percent) and garnered 54.3 percent of the popu ar vote in the moralstc staies
and a plura ily of 48.7 percent in the indiv dua istic slates n th s 'three person"
race, None of lhe slope values for Reagan are stat stically s gnificant suggesting
that h s supporl was fa rly uniform across all three subcultures. Carler, once
again, fared besl in the traditiona istic slates (44.1 percenl), then ihe
ind vidua istic staies (40.9 percent) and the moralislic states (34.8 percent).
Carteis suppor-t was less uniform lhere were staiisticaly slgn ficant dlfferences
by cullure (1.e., he receved a h gher percentage of lhe popular vote in the
traditiona islic stales (9.3 percent) and the individual st c states (6.1 percent) lhan
in the moralistic slates). Anderson fared besi ln lhe moralistic states (8.8
percenl), Jo lowed by the individualist c states (8.2 percent), and lhe
traditiona islic stales (3.4 percent). Clear y, h s supporl was much h gher in the
moral sl c glares lhan lhe vaditionalisric slares.

least to some measurable exient, Nixon's margin oi victory diminished rn the
individuaiistic C10.5 percent) and mora istic ( 9.5 percent) states as compared to
the tradilionalislic states. McGovern's show ng was betler in the individualislic
( r I 1.2 per -en0 ar d lhe no a i5t,c ( r 8.3 perce't) 5tdles e al.ve ro rtse

lraditionalislic states.

1984

Nol surprisingly given the outcome of the election (Reagan won 59
percent of the popular vote and 525 of 538 votes in the E ectoral Co lege), cu lure
d d nol matter in this eleclion. Note that none of the s ope coelfic enls ol the



dummy variables are statislically significant. Reagan received 61.3 percent, 6T

percenl, and 56.8 percent oi lhe vote n the traditionalistic, moralistic, and
indivldualistic stales, respecuvely. Monda e received 42.4 percent of the vote in

the individualislic states, 38 percent in lhe rnora istic siates, and 37.6 percent in
the tradilionalistic states.

1988

George H.W. Bush (Bush l) received a majority oflhe voie in allthree
subcu tures (57.3 percent in the tradlt ona istic states; 53.2 percent in the
moral stic states; and 51 percent n the lndividua istlc siates. Dukakis, ike
L4ondale four years ear ier, had his best resu ts in lhe individuaiistic states (47.7
percent), iol owed by the mora istic states (45.5 percent), and lhen the
traditionalstc staies (41.9 percenl). Bus h I received a h ghe r percentage of the
vote {6-2 oercent) n the traditionalistic states than ihe ind vidua istic states.
Dukakis, conversely, received a higher proportion oilhe popularvote in ihe
ndivldualstic siates (5.8 percent) lhan in the tradilionalrstic states.

1992

The 1992 elect on has pariicular intrgue due to lhe relalive sLccess of
ndependent Boss Perot. The intercepts indicate that Cllnton won a plura iiy in

al three subcultures (44.5 percent n the indivldualisiic states; 42.5 percent in the
traditionalistic stalesi and 38.9 percenl n the moralstc states). Bush I finished
ln second in all three categor:es (42 perceni n the tradilional stic stalesi 36 4 in
the moralistic stales I and 35. 1 percent n the ind v idualistic states). B ush
reglstered statistlcaly significant differences by culiure, as he garnered 5 7
percent less oJ the vote in the mora islic slates and 7 percent ess in the
:ro vroLalisljc srales r orrpared lo lhe fadrl onalislic stalo.. Ttse slope
coelfcients forthe dummy variables are not sign ficant y different Jrom zero for
Clnlon. Perot's greatest success occurred n the moralstic states (d=23.7
percent) as compared to T9.6 percent in the lndividua istic states and 14 9
oercent in the traditional stic slates. The s ope va ues ior the dummy variables
are all statlstcally significant for Perot, an affirmation ofthe intercepts n al three
subcu tures,

1996

In hls ree ection, Cllnion agaln won allthree subcultures (51.4 percent ol
the oopular vole n the nd vldual stic states; 46.6 percent in the tradiliona istic

statesi and 45.7 percent in the moralistic stales). Like Eush l, Dole finished

second n al three (45.1 percent, 4T.9 percent, and 37 5 percent in the



tradiiiona istic, moralistic, and individualistlc states, respeclively) While Peroi's

support declined consderably from lhe 1992 e ection, he still fared best in the
moralisiic stales (a=10.2 percent) as compared to 9.2 percenl in the
ndivldualistc states and 7.4 percent in the iradltionalstic states. For Clinton, he

'eqi5lered a slar,suca l.} siqni lcanl ditletence beMee'lhe irdividuailsllc {+5 7

oe;ce_l, slatas o,ld (he To'alisll, slales. Dole'areo rLch oete'{ | / b oercel u

in the traditlonalislic staies than the ndlvidualistic stales Not unlike 1992, Perot
garnered more votes in the morallstc and indlvidualistic states than he did nlhe
lradtionalslc stales,

2000

Simllarto mosl of his Democratic predecessors in this time per od, Gore,

the popu ar vote w nner, had his best popu ar vote lal y in ihe individualistic
states (o=51.2 percent), fo lowed by the traditionalistic states (43 6 percent) and

the morallstc states (43 percent). GeorgeW Bush (Bush | ) achieved a

significanl margln over Gore ln ihis close e ection in lhe tradiliona islic subcu ture

10-=54.1 oercent) and the moralistic subculture (a=5T 5 percent). In facl, Bush ll

received 10 percent more of the popular vole in the traditional sUc slates than he

did in the lndividualisUc slates. He also garnered 7.5 percent more oi the popular

vole ln the mora istic slates than in the indvidua istic states. Conversely, the
slooe coeffic ent iorthe durnmy indviduallstic variable achieved significance for

Go;e when referenced with the traditionalsUc subculture (+7 6 pefcent) The

same holds constant lor the dummy individualistic varlable when referenced with

the moralistic subculiure (+8.2 percent) For Ralph Nader, there are no

slaUslically significant differences between hls supporl ln the morallst c (4

perceni) states and ihe ndividua islic (3.6 percent) stales He djd, however, Jare

much worse in the tradilionallstlc slates (1-4 percent) His pattern ofsupport is

quile similar to Perot's ln 1992 and 1996 and Anderson's in 1980, as lhere are

sionificant differences belween the subcullures when referenced with the
tr;Luonalistic states (+ 2.6 percenl in the moralistic stales and +2 2 percent ln

the individLra islic siates).

lmolications

Election 2000 re nlorced what had transpired in presldenlial elections

since 1972. FIepub ican presidenUalcandldates tend to yield thelr besl popular

vote lotals in ihe states with a predominanUy irad tlonalistic po iiical culture
Democralic presidential candldates typically garner their hiqhest proportional

tallles ln the states wth a predomlnantly individua islic po iticalc!lture The



staies ln the predominanl y moralistic polilical culture category tend to be Jairly

compeliiive ior both nrajor parties n an aggregate sense. Signiiicant, at least in
an Arnerican contexi,lhird party cand dates in the recent past have at(racted
more popular supporl in the predominanlly moralistlc and ind vldualislic states
rhan r ll'e orFdon',na'lllv Irad riolal ,l c \lales.

The fact that Republlcan presidenual candidates, representatives ofthe
more pol t ca ly conservalive po itica party, do weil in th e trad tionallsiic states is
certainly not counter nluitve. The once "Sol d South" (see Key, Jr. 1949) snow
fairy strong Flepublican terrilory in pres dent ale ections. The settlernent
patterns, especlally ln the southern states, are ref ective oi a staiisl,
precommerciai atttude thal accepts a hierarchical soc al, econornic, and po itical
structure as a natural order oi things and a means in wh ch to ma niain the status
quo (Elazat . 1912: 99-102|

Athough there is a slrong tendency lor people in lhe individualistc
subcu ture to view politics as a somewhal unsavory business, DemocratLc
pres dent al candidates, representatives of the rnore politically libera party, tend
to attracl a 3ood dea of support from this subculture. Government is v ewed as
a marketp ace that exists ior purely ulilitarian reasons and should only address
those lunctions demanded bythe peopLe (Elazar, 1972:94-6). Perhaps ct zens
ln these states generally share the perspeclve thal Democralic presidential
cand dates can better address thelr policy concerns than lheir Republican

Wiihln the moralistic states, where the commonwealth concepi s

emDhasized and polltics s v ewed in a positive manner because n can promole a
betier soc ety (Elazar, 1972: 96-9), clearly there is an interesting schism.
Republican president al candidaies genera ly do well in Ulah, North Dakota,
Coorado, Kansas, Montana, south Dakota, and daho- Derfocrats generally are
favored more in Vermonl, IVinnesota, lMaine, Oregon, CaLiornia, and
Washington, while the rernain ng slates tend to be qulte competitve, at least ln

As elect on 2000 illustrated, presidential contenders become the nat onal

chiel execuUve on y when they garner 270 or nrore voies in the Electoral College
Thus, altholgh lhe members ol the mass media focus on lhe horse race between
lhe major party candidaies v a publ c opinion poLl ng, t is lhe race to 270 that s
crucial. lt would, lhereiore, behoove prolessional poli cal consulianls to consider
po iticalcullure in their strategizing. Considerthe next pres de nlial electro n

{2004) by way of ilustratlon. Withredlstrctingduetothe2000federalcensusin
the House of Representatives, the individualisUc states account for 189 voies



(35.1 percent) in lh e Electoral Co lege, followed by 1 88 (34.I percent) for lhe
traditjonalistic stales, and 161 (29.9 percenl) in the moralislic states. As a result,
even if the Republican candidate triumphed in all lhe tradilionalistic states, and
the Democratic candldale did the same in all the individualistic slates. lhe race
for the presidency would be won (or lost) in the moralistic staies.

Concluding Thoughts

As Professor Elazar indicaled:
The names given the lhree political subcultures are meanl to be

descriptive, nol evaluative. By the same token, the descriptions of the three that
fo low are intended io be mode s or ideai types that are not ikely to be tully
extani ln the real world, Each of the three reflecis its own parlicu ar synthesls of
the marketplace and the commonwealth (Elazar, 1984: 115).

Overlhe past thirty years, his iypology has been a focal poini in a great dea ot
normatve and empirical inq!iry. Political culture does make a difference n
president al electoral outcornes, l\,lore investigat on and lnqu ry as to why thrs is
lhe case, albeit due to local ecological factors or a polentjal hosi oi other
slgnificant variables, will undoubtedly result in a much mofe substantive
undersianding of American presldential elections. Such research would be
invaluab e to the academician and practit oner alrke.

t
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