UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 1971-2002

IDEOLOGICAL TRENDS IN ROLL CALL VOTING IN THE
(SOURCE: JACOBSON, 2005a, p.178)
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UNITED STATES SENATE, 1971-2002
(SOURCE: JACOBSON, 2005a, p.179)

FIGURE 2 IDEOLOGICAL TRENDS IN ROLL CALL VOTING IN THE
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Percent of all Votes

Figure 3: Trends in Foreign and Domestic Policy Bipartisanship, 1889
2002, Congresses 51-107
(Source: Trubowitz and Mellow, 2005, Figure 2)
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Correlation

Figure 4 Correlation of Party Identification with Liberal-
Conservative Identification, 1972-2004
(Source: Abramowitz and Saunders, 2005)
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Year

Note: Correlation coefficient is Pearson’s r based on 7-point party
Identification scale and 7-point liberal-conservative identification scale.

Source: American National Election Studies



FIGURE S5 STATE PARTISANSHIP AND IDEOLOGY

State Partisanship
%Democratic - %Republican

(SOURCE: ERIKSON, WRIGHT AND
MCIVER, 2005, Figure 4)

Figure 4. State Partisanship by Ideology
A: Jimmy Carter Admin.(1977-1980) B: George W. Bush Admin. (2001-2003)
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Figure 6 Presidential Approval (Percent) by Partisanship
(Source: Green, Palmquist, and Schickler, 2002, p.131)
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FIGURE 7 PARTISANSHIP AND APPROVAL OF PRESIDENT

GEORGE W. BUSH'S PERFORMANCE, 2001-2004

(SOURCE: JACOBSON, 2005b, Figure 4, p.205)

Figure 4 Partisanship and Approval of G.W. Bush's Performance
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FIGURE 8 PARTISANSHIP AND THE BELIEF THAT IRAQ

HAD WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION
(SOURCE: BLOCH-ELKON AND SHAPIRO, 2005, Figure 2)
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Cuestion: Do you believe that Iraq actually had weapons of mass
destruction when the war began or not?

Percent responding Irag had WMDs
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FIGURE 9 PARTISANSHIP AND THE BELIEF THAT EVIDENCE

WAS FOUND OF IRAQ SUPPORT FOR AL QAEDA
(SOURCE: BLOCH-ELKON AND SHAPIRO, 2005, Figure 1)

Figure 1

Question: Do you believe clear evidence that Irag was supporting
al-Caeda has baan found in lrag or not?

Percent responding clear evidence has been found
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Figure 10

LEADERS OPINION: Federal Goverment Programs -
Military Aid ("cut back")
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Figure 11
LEADERS OPINION: Foreign Policy Goals -
Maintain Military Power
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Figure 12

LEADERS OPINION: Foreign Policy Goals - Bring
Democratic Form of Government to Other Nations
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Figure 13
LEADERS OPINION: Foreign Policy
Goals - Protecting American Jobs
('very important’)
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Figure 14
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LEADERS OPINION: Foreign Policy
Goals - Protecting American Business

('very important')
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LEADERS OPINION: Treaties & Agreements -
International Criminal Court ("support")
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Figure 16
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Figure 17
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LEADERS OPINION: Use of US Troops -
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Figure 18
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LEADERS OPINION; Combat Terror -
Terrorists Trial in the ICC

—&— Republican
— & — Independent
—a— Democrat

0%

Figure 19
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Figure 20

LEADERS OPINION: Long Term Military Bases -

Cuba
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Figure 21
LEADERS OPINION: Long Term Military Bases -
Afghanistan
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Figure 22

LEADERS OPINION: Long Term Military Bases -

Uzbekistan
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Figure 23A

LEADERS OPINION: Federal Gov.
Program - Aid to Education (‘expand’)
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Figure 23B
PUBLIC OPINION: Federal Gov. Program -
Aid to Education(expand")
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Figure 24A

LEADERS OPINION: Federal Gov. Program
- Social Security (‘expand)
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Figure 24B

PUBLIC OPINION: Federal Gov. Program
- Social Security (expand’)
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Figure 25A

LEADERS OPINION: Federal Gov. Program -
Health Care (expand)
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Figure 25B
PUBLIC OPINION: Federal Gov. Program -
Health Care (‘expand’)
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Figure 26

PUBLIC OPINION: Federal Gov. Programs - Defense
(‘'expand’)
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Figure 27

PUBLIC OPINION: Federal Gov. Programs -
Intelligence Info.¢expand')
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Figure 28

PUBLIC OPINION: Federal Government Programs -
Foreign Military Aid (‘cut back’)
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Figure 29
PUBLIC OPINION: Possible Vital Threats -
Global Warming (‘critical’)
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Figure 30

PUBLIC OPINION: Foreign Policy Goals - Strengthen the

UN
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Figure 31
PUBLIC OPINION: Foreign Policy Goals - Combat
Inter. Terror (very important’
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Figure 32

PUBLIC OPINION: Foreign Policy Goals —
Maintain Military Power
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Figure 33

PUBLIC OPINION: Foreign Policy Goals -
Improving Global Environment (very important’)
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Figure 34

PUBLIC OPINION: Use of U.S Troops if
Arab Forces Invade Israel (‘'strongly favor)
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Figure 35
PUBLIC OPINION: Combat Terror - Toppling
Unfriendly Regimes (favor')
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Figure 36
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Figure 38

PUBLIC OPINION: Feelings Rating - Inter.
Human Rights (cold")
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