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* Agree that political elites are
currently polarized

» Disagree about the mass public

FIGURE 3.2
Trends in Democratic Identification by Ideology among Voters
Belonging to Key New Deal Coalition Groups
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Trends in Democratic Identification by Ideology among
Northern White College Graduates
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TIGURE 3.5
Illustration of Sorting without Polarization
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FIGURE 3.4
Average Positions of Democratic and Republican Voters on
Liberal—Conservative Scale by Decade
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FIGURE 3.8
Party Sorting and Ideological Polarization by Political Engagement in 2010
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FIGURE 3.8 (Continued)
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FIGURE 3.6

Relationship between Partisan Sorting and Polarization among Voters in
American National Election Studies Surveys, 1972-2008
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FIGURE 3.7
Distribution of Voters on Governmental Activism Scale in 1984 and 2008
B 1984
0
304
o
=
=
6
E‘ 20+
&
&
104
o) mm— | I
1 2 3 4 5 6

Governmental Activism

1. Very liberal 2. Liberal 3. Slightly liberal 4. Slightly conservative
{ 5. Conservative 6. Very conservative

10
o
1 2 3 4 5 3
FIGURE 3.9
erage Positions of Voters and Parties on Liberal~Conservative Scale by Decade
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TGURE 2.1
2008 Presidential Vote of Whites by Church Attendance

60

N
o
!

Percentage Voting for Obama

N
o
.

0

More than Once A Few Times A Few Times Never
Once a Week a Week a Month a Year
How Often Do You Attend Religious Services?
Source: 2008 National Exit Poll

TABLE 4.1

Percentage of Whites Voting for Obama in 2008 by Church Attendance,
Family Income, and Union Membership

MORE THAN ~ ONCE A FEW TIMES FEW TIMES
WEEKLY WEEK A MONTH A YEAR NEVER

JALL VOTERS 1 iz 42 53 66

| NCOME
JJNDER 50,000 30 42 46 36 4
-100,000 17 i) 43 46 [
[VER 100,000 11 35 2 55 70
HOUSEHOLD
INION 16 kL] 46 [0 82
ONUNION 20 i 41 51 63

ouerce: M08 natienal exit poll
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TIGORE %7 FIGURE 4.4 (Continued) TABLE 4.3
Trend in Democratic Identification among White Voters by Church Attendance Cultural Attitudes of White Voters in 2008 by Religious Observance
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