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Introduction

Others argue that Trump supporters are actually authoritarian
in nature and thus desire order and certainty in a world full of
threats. Trump is an authoritarian; ergo, authoritarians support
him. This argument seems to have had the most widespread
exposure and acceptance among analysts.

A year ago who
would have believed it—
Trump the nominee for
the Republican party!

Still others believe that Trump appeals to the populist, anti-elite
tendencies of voters. Key here is the view that when a significant
chunk of the population believes the system is broken, the
environment is ripe for a populist adventurer like Trump.

For the longest time, most expected Trump would implode. But
to the prognosticators chagrin this did not happen.
I personally began to question my own assumptions about
Trump during the summer of 2015. At that time, Trump was
in the middle of a vitriolic barrage against immigrants, or more
precisely, “illegal criminal immigrants” as he would now argue.
Such a strategy, by all accounts, ran counter to what most
would consider best political practices; his rhetoric should have
killed his political pretensions. It didn’t; quite the reverse actually.
This was quite disconcerting for analysts like me, and strongly
suggested that there was more to him than spin and showbiz.

Finally, at Ipsos, we believed from October 2015 that Trump’s
true strength lay very simply in his anti-immigrant rhetoric. That
Trump’s strong “America first”, nativist1 narrative resonates with
the Republican base and, if toned down, could find broader
popular appeal. Put differently, Trump taps into a deep fear that
America’s best days are behind it; a yearning for what was; and
a fear of the “other”.
So what explains Trump? Which of these factors, if any, hold
water?
To date, these explanations have not been put simultaneously to
the statistical test in a multivariate context. When controlling for
each factor, which ones still have a significant impact on support
for Trump? And which ones ultimately are just spurious correlates?

Data and Measures

WHY? WHAT WAS SPECIAL ABOUT TRUMP
AND HIS MESSAGE? WHAT ABOUT HIM
RESONATED?
To answer these questions, we conducted five polls on the
Many analysts tried to understand the reasons for this
sustainability. The explanations vary. Some see Trump’s success
through economic lenses: that he resonates with an emerging
“precariat class” or “squeezed middle class” who are losing out
in an increasingly globalized and automated economy.

1

subject from December 28th, 2015 through April 16th, 2016.
This has been an iterative process where we have tested
and tweaked our measures over time. Much of this research
has been published in one way or another. In the spirit of
transparency, we have posted the topline for each of these
polls, available via links in the footnote2 below.

the policy of or predisposition towards protecting the interests of native-born or established inhabitants against those of immigrants
2,012 adults 18+, Dec 28-29, 2015. Next four all in 2016: 1,005 adults 18+, Jan 26-27; 1,005 adults 18+, Feb 10-11; 1,005 adults 18+, April 1-4;
1,006 adults 18+, April 15-16;
2

2
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To test the relative effect of each of these alterative explanations, we analyze a representative poll of respondents weighted to
the general population (n=1,006; weighted by age, gender, education, and race/ethnicity). In total, we assess eight separate
ideological measures detailed below.
Scale

Number of items

Cronbach’s Alpha

Explanation

Authoritarianism

4

.537

Take from Hetherington and
Suhay (2011)

Nativism

5

.829

Battery capturing anti-immigrant
attitudes. Developed by Ipsos
2016; some items borrowed
from World Values Survey and
General Social Survey

Populism-System Broken

5

.724

Battery to capture populist
predispositions. Developed by
Ipsos and adapted from
“Caudillo battery” in Ipsos
Populist Survey 2005

Worse off than Parents

6

.924

Battery to capture gains/losses
relative to parents; sense of loss
of American Dream. Developed
by Ipsos 2016; adapted from
General Social Survey

Fear of Others

4

.680

Battery to capture sense of loss
of identity. Developed by Ipsos
2015

Abortion

1

Single Item

Proxy for social values.
Question capturing whether
abortion should be illegal or
not. Developed by Ipsos to be
administered on online polls

Govern. intervene in
economy

1

Single Item

Proxy for support for Big versus
Small government. Developed
by Ipsos 2009 during healthcare
reform debate

American Dream

1

Single Item

Forced choice question on what
more closely represents American
Dream: work hard or melting pot?
Developed by Ipsos 2015

3
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The five ideological multi-item scales employed here have good
measurement properties (see specific question wording in
appendix). They all are unidimensional; have decent convergent
and divergent validity; and have Cronbach alpha scores ranging
from .537 to .924. Cronbach alpha is a commonly used
measure of reliability which is essentially the average inter-item
correlation. The simple rule of thumb is that a scale with a score
of .6 or more is a robust measure3. The Authoritarian scale is a
relatively weak metric; that said, it is still in the acceptable range.
Of the five scales, only the Authoritarianism scale is
borrowed in its entirety. This 4-item scale was first developed
by Altemeyer4 and later adapted by Feldman5 and employed
on the ANES. The items focus on child-rearing practices and
have been shown to correlate with a wide range of politically
relevant variables.
The remaining four multi-item scales all are Ipsos adaptations.
Nativism is a 5-item scale which taps anti-immigrant and
nativist beliefs. I borrow and adapt several items from the
GSS and World Values Survey. Populism-System Broken
is a 5-item scale. Its objective is to capture voters’ underlying
predisposition towards populism. Here I define populism as
support for taking extra-institutional actions to fix a political
system which is perceived as broken. I adapted this scale from
an Ipsos poll on Latin America populism conducted in 2005. I
call the battery of questions The Caudillo Syndrome: people
believe the system is broken; rigged against people like them;
and only a leader willing to break the rules can fix it.
Worse Off than Parents is a 6-item scale intended to
measure one of the central tenets of the American Dream—that
one will be better off than their parents. I adapted this from a
single GSS question.

3

Finally, Fear of Others is a 4-item scale developed by Ipsos
in 2015. Here I was keen on tapping into the relative sense of
identity loss and its impact on political behavior.
Additionally, I will use three single items as controls.
•

Abortion ➡ whether the person thinks abortion should
be legal or illegal—a proxy measure for social values. We
developed this item for our online polls in 2009.

•

Government Intervention ➡ whether the person wants
more or less government intervention in the economy. This
item was developed in 2009 during the health care reform
debate.

•

American Dream ➡ forced choice question asking
people what more closely comes to their notion of the
American dream: is it more about working hard and
getting ahead or about being a melting pot? Our own
research has shown that this measure correlates strongly
with being a Republican versus Democrat.

We analyze the impact of the above explanatory factors on
three outcomes, or dependent, variables:
1. Support for Trump in the primaries among all voters;
2. Support for Trump in the primaries among Republicans;
3. Likelihood to identify as a Republican. Here I use identity
as a Republican as an analytical control and benchmark.
Ultimately, we are interested in reproducing, albeit imperfectly,
voter decision making: what factors, in other words, are more
(or less) important in determining support for Trump? To do
this, we employ two separate estimators of impact: (1) logistic
regression and (2) Bayesian Network Analysis6.

DeVellis, Robert F. Scale Development: Theory and Applications. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications, 2003. Print.
Altemeyer, Bob. 1981. Right-Wing Authoritarianism. Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada: University of Manitoba Press.
5
Feldman, Stanley. 2003. “Enforcing Social Conformity: A Theory of Authoritarianism.” Political Psychology 24(1):41-74.
6
For a good read on Bayesian belief networks see Pearl, Judea (2000). Causality: Models, Reasoning, and Inference. Cambridge University Press. ISBN 0-52177362-8. OCLC 42291253. Also Spirtes et al: Causation, Prediction, and Search, second edition (2001) by Peter Spirtes, Clark Glymour and Richard Scheines.
ISBN-13: 978-0262194402
4

4
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Both models estimate the relative impact of each potential
explanatory factor. Bayesian network analysis, in turn,
identifies the inter-connectedness and causality of the
explanatory factors—using a very exciting proprietary method
developed at Ipsos.

Logistic Regression Analysis

Why is Bayes Net cool? In cognitive psychology parlance,
our memory is associative. The key is to identify this
interconnectedness and causal sequencing. Practically
speaking, the ability to identify memory clusters enhances
our understanding of key behavioral triggers and allows us to
optimize messaging for full impact.

Again, I estimate three models using three distinct dependent
variables. In addition to the eight ideological variables
mentioned above, I include standard demographic variables
as controls: age, gender, education, and race/ethnicity.
Additionally, for easy perusal, I report each factor’s impact as
the percent explained variance. This places all the explanatory
factors on a standard 100% scale for easy understanding.

SO WHAT DO WE FIND?
Simply put, it is all about nativism! Indeed, across all
methods, the findings are incredibly consistent—those who
support Trump are much more likely to hold strong nativist
and anti-immigrant beliefs, controlling for other ideological and
demographic variables. Most importantly, nativism is the most
impactful driver of support for Trump. Let’s examine in detail.
Two caveats. First, the percent explained variance is a
proxy metric as it excludes the overlapping variance among
independent variables. Second, I convert logistic regression
logit coefficients to standardized beta scores like those found
in linear regression. This is a more heterodox approach but
one which is more intuitively appealing.7 Finally, output of the
full models can be found in the appendix.

7

Menard (2004) “Six Approaches to Calculating Standardized Logistic Regression Coefficients” The American Statistician, Vol. 58, No. 3 (Aug., 2004),
pp. 218-223

5
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SO WHAT DO WE FIND?
Logistic Regression: Drivers of Support for Trump
Model 1 Trump among Reps*

Model 2 Republicans**

Model 3 Trump***

White

0%

4%

11%

Degree (college+)

1%

0%

0%

Hispanic

1%

1%

0%

Government Intervention

1%

5%

0%

Male

1%

0%

10%

No Abortion

1%

24%

0%

Fear of Others

3%

1%

0%

American Dream

8%

0%

3%

45+

8%

0%

1%

Worse off than Parents

9%

0%

6%

System is Broken

12%

18%

1%

Authoritarianism

13%

4%

6%

Nativism

56%

46%

67%

*Primary Vote for Trump among Republicans **Identify as Republican ***Primary Vote for Trump among all Americans

First, independent of model specification, nativism is the most
important factor in defining support for Trump (as well as for
identifying with the Republican Party). Indeed, when looking
at primary support for Trump among Republicans, Nativism
explains 56% of the impact, with other factors accounting for
very little in a relative sense. Authoritarianism only accounts
for 13% in model 1.
Second, when we broaden our universe and look at support
for Trump among all Americans, we find that, indeed,
nativism is very important (67%); all other factors are tertiary

6

at best. We find a similar trend for identifying (or not) with
being Republican: nativism (46%); anti-abortion (24%); and
system is broken (18%). Again, in both models 2 and 3, we
find that authoritarianism only has a marginal impact: 4% in
model 2 and 6% in model 3.
Third, demographics, as a whole, explain very little of the
overall impact. This varies from around 24% in model 2 to
about only 5% in model 1. In the case of support for Trump
among all Americans, being male and white explain about
20% of the impact.
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Taken as a whole, this analysis strongly suggests that Trump
finds his strength in a Republican base that is highly nativist in
orientation. And this, on the whole, explains his support.

Model 1
Trump
among
Reps*

Model 2
Republicans**

Model 3
Trump***

Nativism

100%

100%

100%

System is Broken

90%

90%

48%

Authoritarianism

45%

25%

20%

No Abortion

1%

62%

19%

Fear of Others

26%

21%

18%

American Dream

33%

1%

14%

Government
intervention

0%

31%

3%

Worse off than
Parents

23%

3%

19%

On a secondary note, the empirical evidence also shows that
voters who are more socially conservative and with populist
tendencies also support him. Only on a tertiary level do other
factors—both ideological and demographic—play a role.

DO WE FIND SIMILAR TRENDS WITH
DIFFERENT METHODS? WHAT DO WE
FIND WITH BAYES NET?

Bayes Net Analysis
The simple answer is yes; we do find similar trends. It’s all
about nativism!
There are many versions of Bayesian network analysis—all,
though, attempt to determine the underlying multivariate
structure of the data. Such approaches, in turn, are
simulation-based and wouldn’t be possible if it weren’t for the
advent of cheap computing power.
I employ a proprietary approach developed at Ipsos, known
as Ipsos Bayes Net, or IBN8. Like other Bayesian network
approaches, IBN is a simulation-based method which
performs hundreds of bootstrap samples. Ultimately, the
model tests all possible interactions among the variables and
then estimates the impact of each factor on the dependent
variable controlling for all other factors. The IBN impact
measures are like unstandardized regression coefficients and
can be thought of in relative terms to determine the size of the
impacts.

*Vote for Trump among Republicans **Identify as Republican
***Vote for Trump All Americans

Again, for easy perusal, I have set Nativism at 100% and all
other factors indexed to Nativism. So a value greater than
8

100% means that the given factor has a greater impact on
support for Trump than Nativism. In contrast, if the value is
less than 100%, it means that the factor has a weaker impact
on support than Nativism does. Additionally, if a measure,
let’s say Authoritarianism, has an impact value of 25%, this
means that Nativism has a 4x greater impact on support for
Trump than Authoritarianism (4=100/25).

Egner and Timpone (2012) DRIVERS ANALYSIS AND SIMULATION AT IPSOS: POV Ipsos Science Centre, August 2012..

7
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SO WHAT DO WE FIND?
Bayes Net: Drivers of Support for Trump
First, quite simply, across all three models, nativism is the key
driver. Support for Trump is, indeed, a function of people’s
degree of nativist belief: the more nativist in orientation the
person is, the more likely they are to support Trump. The same
relationship, in turn, exists between identifying as a Republican
and Nativism: the more nativist, the more likely to identify as a
Republican.
Second, system is broken is an important secondary
factor. The more likely people are to believe that the system
is broken, the more likely they are to support Trump. In the
case of identifying as Republican, system is broken plays
only a small role, in contrast to the logistic regression results.
Abortion, in contrast, is a much more important explanatory
factor in identifying as a Republican.
Third, similar to what we found in our logistic regression
analysis, Authoritarianism only plays a weak secondary
role in explaining support for Trump. Note we don’t exhibit
demographic controls here, but the results don’t change
substantively.

drivers causally. But, given the impossibility of this in practice,
crude approximations are all we have, and all we often need.
Specifically, IBN employs the PC algorithm9 to identify the
causal sequencing of the different explanatory factors. These
variable clusters or sequences can be portrayed visually in
maps which make for easy intuitive understanding.
In practice, these maps represent, imperfectly, our belief, or
memory, clusters from a cognitive perspective. Practically
applied, they provide insight into which ‘hot buttons’ to push
and how to sequence and frame messages.
Here we look at two Bayes Net maps for models 1 and 2.

SO WHAT DO WE FIND?
In the case of primary support for Trump among all voters,
quite simply all explanatory factors work through nativism.
Put differently, those who support Trump do so because they
see all the issues (big government, social conservatism, the
system is broken, being worse off than parents, etc.) through
the lens of anti-immigrant sentiment and nativism.
Nativism Drove Trump Support in Primaries
Anti-Abortion
Primary
support for
Trump

Neuro Nets
Our Bayes Net approach also attempts to identify the
relationship between the outcome variable and the explanatory
factors from a causal perspective. Of course, any analysis of
cause and effect with observational data, like that found in
most polls, is a crude approximation at best. Ideally, we would
love to have a controlled experiment in order to isolate the key

9

Anti-Big
Government
System is broken

Nativism/
Anti-Immigrant

Fear of Others
Worse off than parents

Authoritarianism

American Dream

Spirtes et al: Causation, Prediction, and Search, second edition (2001) by Peter Spirtes, Clark Glymour and Richard Scheines. ISBN-13: 978-0262194402
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When we examine the neuro map for identifying as a
Republican, the logic is more complex. Indeed, both social
conservatism and small government both have independent
impacts on the likelihood of someone identifying as a
Republican: people who are more socially conservative and
believe the government should be smaller are more likely to
be Republicans. These results reinforce both our practical
understanding and academic research on the historical drivers
of identifying as Republican.
Nativism: A Key driver of identifying as a republican
Anti-Big Government
Anti Abortion

Identify as
Republican

System is Broken
American Dream
Nativism/
Anti-Immigrant
Worse off than parents
Fear of Others
Authoritarianism

However, our Bayes Net analysis identifies a third and more
impactful dimension for identifying as a Republican: nativism.
Specifically, those who believe that the system is broken, the
future is bleak, and the American dream is dead, all see these
worries as an anti-immigrant issue—strong Trump territory and
one which he has helped shape and frame.
For me, the key is whether this nativist dimension is preexisting (pre-Trump) or something that Trump has molded and
framed. Only an historical analysis of public opinion data will
shed light on this.

10

Conclusion and Reflections
So ultimately what did we find?
First and foremost, the basis for Trump’s popular support is
nativist, anti-immigrant, and America-first in nature. All other
possible factors are secondary or tertiary in importance.
Put differently, Trump supporters see all the ills of the world
through the prism of immigration and its perceived negative
impact on their lives. Trump, in turn, has offered himself as a
solution to this problem.
For the primaries, Trump’s nativist wave has brought him the
nomination. What about the general election?
I believe that the central question here is: can Trump ‘water
down’ his nativist message in order to be more appealing to
the average American voter? AND will he be credible enough
to the average voter in doing this? The general election will
hinge on his effectiveness in this reframing effort.
Second, many analysts understand Trump’s anti-immigrant
rhetoric as really a symptom of a more profound problem of
globalization and the corresponding economic dislocation that
comes with it. In this context, immigration and immigrants are
the bogeymen for populist adventurers who take advantage
of voter fear and uncertainty about the future. From this
perspective, Trump, Brexit and Western Europe’s right-wing
parties can all be understood in economic terms: immigrants
are perceived as the cause of long-term economic uncertainty.
I believe that this only tells part of the story. Indeed, the
demographic data also tells an equally compelling tale. As of
2014, 13.3% of the US population was foreign born—totaling
45 million Americans! At no time since the turn of last century
has the US had such a high percent of foreign residents.
Historical studies show that spikes in foreign born have

Jaret, Charles. 1999. Troubled by Newcomers: Anti-Immigrant Attitudes and Action during Two Eras of Mass Immigration to the United States. Journal of
American Ethnic History, 18(3), 9-39.
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correspondingly resulted in increased nativist public opinion
and restrictive legislation.10
Additionally, the 2011 birth cohort was the first in American
history to be more non-white than white. This is significant, in
my mind, because it reinforces among many Americans the
profound demographic changes at hand and their impact on
cultural identity at the level of symbols and meaning.

Republicans and Democrats were about equally likely to be
nativist. Nowadays, Republicans are almost twice as likely to
hold such beliefs compared to Democrats (see table below).

Finally, many also understand Trump and this more global
nativist phenomenon as new and on the rise. On this point,
the public opinion data tells a nuanced story: support or belief
in nativism is not on the rise. Instead, it has been relatively flat
lined or even been declining over the last 20 years depending
on the question wording. Pew data suggests that long-term it
is on the decline as Millennials are much less nativist than older
generations.

Ultimately, the key question here is what nativism means for
the Republican Party. It is too early to say whether or not
we are witnessing a wholesale party realignment. I think not.
That said, in the short to medium term, the nativist backlash
could have profound effects on both the Republican Party and
American politics in general. The exact outcome, however, is
still to be determined.

In political terms, whereas nativism was a non-issue a quarter
century ago, it will increasingly play a role in the political arena
for the foreseeable future.

In the long term, nativism looks a losing proposition as younger
generations look to be less nativist than older ones. Between
now and then American politics should be a wild ride.

That said, nativist attitudes and anti-immigrant rhetoric
has become more polarized politically. Twenty years ago

Question wording: ‘When jobs are scarce, employers should prioritize hiring people of
this country over immigrants’

70 Republicans
63
57
55
55

64
60 Independants
56 All Americans
50
50
45 Democrats
42

1995

2011

Source: World Values Survey 1995 and 2011; Ipsos 2016
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APPENDIX I: Logistic Regressions
REPUBLICAN
Variables in the Equation

				B		S.E.		Wald		df		Sig.		Exp(B)
STEP 1A

auth_2			0.174		0.068		6.591		1		0.010		1.190
parents			-0.009		0.013		0.548		1		0.459		0.991
fear			0.023		0.026		0.808		1		0.369		1.023
broken			-0.123		0.023		27.858		1		0.000		0.884
immigrants		0.148		0.020		54.539		1		0.000		1.160
v22_dream		-0.046		0.164		0.078		1		0.780		0.955
v23_intervention		-0.506		0.173		8.548		1		0.003		0.603
v25_noabortion		1.171		0.161		52.916		1		0.000		3.226
white			0.663		0.258		6.603		1		0.010		1.940
hispanic			-0.440		0.349		1.592		1		0.207		0.644
educated_well		0.043		0.169		0.064		1		0.800		1.044
male			0.063		0.162		0.151		1		0.698		1.065
age_45			-0.092		0.170		0.296		1		0.586		0.912
Constant		-2.423		0.572		17.945		1		0.000		0.089

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: auth_2, parents, fear, broken, immigrants, v22_dream, v23_intervention, v25_noabortion, white,
hispanic, educated_well, male, age_45.
Pseudo R2 = 0.290
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TRUMP
Variables in the Equation

				B		S.E.		Wald		df		Sig.		Exp(B)
STEP 1A

auth_2			0.217		0.074		8.638		1		0.003		1.243
parents			-0.041		0.014		9.196		1		0.002		0.960
fear			0.022		0.027		0.670		1		0.413		1.022
broken			0.026		0.025		1.047		1		0.306		1.026
immigrants		0.180		0.022		67.185		1		0.000		1.197
v22_dream		0.411		0.176		5.463		1		0.019		1.508
v23_intervention		-0.148		0.181		0.662		1		0.416		0.863
v25_noabortion		0.154		0.175		0.774		1		0.379		1.166
white			1.049		0.306		11.745		1		0.001		2.856
hispanic			-0.089		0.346		0.065		1		0.798		0.915
educated_well		0.076		0.182		0.175		1		0.675		1.079
male			0.742		0.173		18.403		1		0.000		2.100
age_45			-0.233		0.184		1.604		1		0.205		0.792
Constant		-6.291		0.689		83.489		1		0.000		0.002

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: auth_2, parents, fear, broken, immigrants, v22_dream, v23_intervention, v25_noabortion, white,
hispanic, educated_well, male, age_45.
Pseudo R2 = 0.291
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TRUMP REPUBLICAN
Variables in the Equation

				B		S.E.		Wald		df		Sig.		Exp(B)
STEP 1A

auth_2			0.244		0.123		3.946		1		0.047		1.277
parents			-0.038		0.022		2.925		1		0.087		0.963
fear			-0.038		0.041		0.839		1		0.360		0.963
broken			0.075		0.036		4.375		1		0.036		1.078
immigrants		0.124		0.036		11.894		1		0.001		1.132
v22_dream		0.486		0.262		3.447		1		0.063		1.626
v23_intervention		0.190		0.295		0.417		1		0.518		1.210
v25_noabortion		-0.221		0.264		0.700		1		0.403		0.802
white			0.118		0.518		0.052		1		0.819		1.126
hispanic			-0.263		0.637		0.170		1		0.680		0.769
educated_well		0.125		0.272		0.212		1		0.646		1.133
male			0.203		0.262		0.601		1		0.438		1.226
age_45			-0.496		0.288		2.960		1		0.085		0.609
Constant		-3.492		1.005		12.077		1		0.001		0.030

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: auth_2, parents, fear, broken, immigrants, v22_dream, v23_intervention, v25_noabortion, white,
hispanic, educated_well, male, age_45.
Pseudo R2 = 0.174
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APPENDIX II: Question Wording
WORSE OFF THAN PARENTS
DIM7. How would you rate how you are doing relative to your parents when they were your age on the following?
(Select one for each row)
[RANDOMLY FLIP SCALE; ANCHOR ‘DON’T KNOW’]
Much better
Somewhat better
About the same
Somewhat worse
Much worse
Don’t know

[GRID DOWN, RANDOMIZE]
Overall happiness and peace of mind
Your ability to buy a house
Your ability to keep a well-paying job with benefits
Your opportunities for professional advancement
Your ability to save for retirement
Your ability to afford education

NATIVISM:
[BATTERY 2 - FEAR OF IMMIGRANTS/OTHER]
DIM5. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements?
(Select one for each row)
[RANDOMLY FLIP SCALE; ANCHOR ‘DON’T KNOW’]
Strongly agree
Somewhat agree
Neither agree nor disagree
Somewhat disagree
Strongly disagree
Don’t know
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[GRID DOWN, RANDOMIZE]
Immigrants take jobs away from real Americans
Immigrants take important social services away from real Americans
When jobs are scarce, employers should prioritize hiring people of this country over immigrants
America would be better off if we let in all immigrants who wanted to come here
America would be stronger if we stopped immigration

AMERICAN DREAM:
DIM8. Which of the following is closer to your view of what the “American Dream” means…
(Select one)
[RANDOMIZE]
In the U.S. it does not matter where you come from, if you work hard you can get ahead.
[PROGRAMMING: APPLY CODE 8_a TO THIS STATEMENT]
The U.S. is a place where no matter your religion or ethnicity, you will be treated with respect and dignity.
[PROGRAMMING: APPLY CODE 8_b TO THIS STATEMENT]
DIM9. You said you agree more that “[INSERT RESPONSE DIM8, BOLD]”. Is that strongly or somewhat?
(Select one)
[INSERT RESPONSE DIM8, BOLD]
Strongly agree
Somewhat agree

GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION:
DIM10. On a scale of 0-10, how much involvement, if any, do you think the US Government should have on
America’s economy? For this question, 0 means no involvement at all and 10 means complete involvement
(Select one from drop down)
[DDB WITH OPTIONS 0-10]
Don’t know [VALIDATE]
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ABORTION:
DIM11. When you think about abortion, which of the following is closest to your personal opinion?
(Select one)
[RANDOMLY FLIP SCALE; ANCHOR ‘UNSURE’]
Abortion should be illegal in all cases
Abortion should be illegal in most cases
Abortion should be legal in most cases
Abortion should be legal in all cases
Unsure

SYSTEM IS BROKEN:
DIM6. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements?
(Select one for each row)
[RANDOMLY FLIP SCALE; ANCHOR ‘DON’T KNOW’]
Strongly agree
Somewhat agree
Neither agree nor disagree
Somewhat disagree
Strongly disagree
Don’t know

[GRID DOWN, RANDOMIZE]
To fix America, we need a strong leader willing to break the rules
America needs a strong leader to take the country back from the rich and powerful
The American economy is rigged to advantage the rich and powerful
Traditional parties and politicians don’t care about people like me
The mainstream media is more interested in making money than telling the truth
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FEAR OF OTHERS:
DIM4. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements?
(Select one for each row)
[RANDOMLY FLIP SCALE; ANCHOR ‘DON’T KNOW’]
Strongly agree
Somewhat agree
Neither agree nor disagree
Somewhat disagree
Strongly disagree
Don’t know

[GRID DOWN, RANDOMIZE]
More and more, I don’t identify with what America has become
America increasingly is a place where I feel free to say what I really think
These days I feel like a stranger in my own country
It is increasingly hard for someone like me to get ahead in America

AUTHORITARIANISM:
DIM15. Please tell me which one you think is more important for a child to have: independence or respect for elders?
(Select one)
[RANDOMLY FLIP SCALE; ANCHOR ‘DON’T KNOW’]
Strongly independence
Somewhat independence
Somewhat respect for elders
Strongly respect for elders
Don’t know/Refuse

17

September 2016

It’s Nativism:

Explaining the Drivers of Trump’s Popular Support
DIM16. Please tell me which one you think is more important for a child to have: obedience or self-reliance?
[RANDOMLY FLIP SCALE; ANCHOR ‘DON’T KNOW’]
Strongly obedience
Somewhat obedience
Somewhat self-reliance
Strongly self-reliance
Don’t know/Refuse
DIM17. Please tell me which one you think is more important for a child to have: to be considerate or to be well-behaved?
[RANDOMLY FLIP SCALE; ANCHOR ‘DON’T KNOW’]
Strongly considerate
Somewhat considerate
Somewhat well-behaved
Strongly well-behaved
Don’t know/Refuse
DIM18. Please tell me which one you think is more important for a child to have: curiosity or good manners?
[RANDOMLY FLIP SCALE; ANCHOR ‘DON’T KNOW’]
Strongly curiosity
Somewhat curiosity
Somewhat good manners
Strongly good manners
Don’t know/Refuse
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