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Research	
  Ques(ons	


•  Does	
  the	
  ideological	
  congruence	
  between	
  a	
  policy	
  and	
  the	
  
poli(cal	
  actor	
  adop(ng	
  it	
  play	
  a	
  role	
  in	
  shaping	
  responsibility	
  
a7ribu(ons	
  for	
  adverse	
  consequences	
  of	
  the	
  policy?	
  

•  If	
  so,	
  what	
  is	
  the	
  causal	
  mechanism	
  that	
  may	
  account	
  for	
  this	
  
effect?	
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Research	
  Ques(ons	
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agent	
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outcomes	
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{Policy	
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The	
  "Nixon	
  goes	
  to	
  China"	
  thesis	


•  It	
  is	
  oRen	
  the	
  case	
  that	
  a	
  change	
  in	
  policy	
  is	
  brought	
  about	
  by	
  
elected	
  officials	
  from	
  the	
  party	
  that	
  tradi(onally	
  is	
  opposed	
  to	
  
the	
  change	
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The	
  "Nixon	
  goes	
  to	
  China"	
  thesis	
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Period	
   Case	
  

1889	
   O7o	
  Von	
  Bismarck	
  established	
  social	
  insurance	
  
1914	
   Asquith's	
  Liberal	
  government	
  led	
  Britain	
  to	
  war	
  in	
  alliance	
  with	
  France	
  
1972	
   Nixon's	
  visit	
  to	
  China	
  opens	
  the	
  door	
  to	
  its	
  interna(onal	
  legi(miza(on	
  
Early	
  1970s	
   Nixon	
  boosted	
  welfare	
  spending	
  and	
  dras(cally	
  increased	
  environmental	
  regula(on	
  
late	
  1970's	
   Hawkish	
  Israeli	
  Prime	
  Minister	
  Menachem	
  Begin	
  returned	
  the	
  Sinai	
  to	
  Egypt	
  
1980's	
   Socialist	
  President	
  Mi7errand	
  of	
  France	
  priva(zed	
  some	
  public	
  sector	
  func(ons	
  in	
  the	
  1980s	
  
Mid	
  1980s	
   Populist	
  Paz	
  Estenssoreo	
  ini(ated	
  profound	
  market-­‐oriented	
  economic	
  reforms	
  in	
  Bolivia.	
  
Mid	
  1980s	
   Labour	
  government	
  in	
  New	
  Zealand	
  undertook	
  a	
  radical	
  program	
  of	
  free	
  market	
  deregula(on.	
  
1989-­‐1995	
   Populist	
  president	
  Carlos	
  Saúl	
  Menem	
  launches	
  a	
  dras(c	
  program	
  of	
  market-­‐oriented	
  reforms	
  in	
  

Argen(na.	
  
1990s	
   Peru	
  under	
  Fujimori	
  underwent	
  profound	
  market-­‐oriented	
  economic	
  reforms.	
  
1990s	
   Social	
  democra(c	
  par(es	
  cut	
  pension	
  generosity	
  more	
  than	
  other	
  par(es	
  
Late	
  1990's–2006	
   Tony	
  Blair	
  ini(ated	
  a	
  fundamental	
  restructure	
  of	
  public	
  services.	
  
1992	
   The	
  rela(ve	
  difficulty	
  of	
  the	
  Conserva(ves	
  in	
  curbing	
  social	
  spending	
  led	
  them	
  to	
  resort	
  to	
  tax	
  

increases	
  instead.	
  
1996	
   President	
  Clinton	
  abolished	
  welfare	
  as	
  we	
  know	
  it	
  
1990-­‐2003	
   LeR-­‐wing	
  (dovish)	
  Israeli	
  governments	
  were	
  much	
  more	
  aggressive	
  in	
  applying	
  an(terrorism	
  

deterrence	
  policies	
  
2008-­‐2012	
   A	
  sharp	
  increase	
  in	
  drone	
  a7acks	
  by	
  the	
  US	
  under	
  the	
  Obama	
  administra(on.	
  



The	
  "Nixon	
  goes	
  to	
  China"	
  thesis	

•  The	
  economic	
  theory	
  regarding	
  the	
  NGC	
  (Cowen	
  &	
  Su7er	
  

1998,	
  Cukierman	
  &	
  Tommasi	
  1998,	
  Krueger	
  2000):	
  

(1)  Poli(cians	
  in	
  such	
  cases	
  are	
  likely	
  to	
  enjoy	
  a	
  more	
  favorable	
  public	
  
reac(on	
  compared	
  with	
  comparable	
  policies	
  and	
  policy	
  makers	
  in	
  
congruent	
  cases;	
  

(2)  In	
  such	
  cases	
  observers	
  tend	
  to	
  infer	
  that	
  the	
  policy	
  mo(va(on	
  was	
  
to	
  furnish	
  an	
  adequate	
  response	
  to	
  environmental	
  constraints,	
  rather	
  
than	
  to	
  sa(sfy	
  ideological	
  preference.	
  

•  Both	
  of	
  these	
  claims	
  have	
  not	
  yet	
  been	
  empirically	
  tested	
  (but	
  
see:	
  Cameron	
  et	
  al.	
  2000).	
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•  The	
  ‘triangle	
  model	
  of	
  respnsibility’	
  (Schlenker	
  et	
  al.	
  1994)	
  
[Since]	
  “responsibility	
  is	
  a	
  necessary	
  component	
  of	
  the	
  process	
  to	
  holding	
  
people	
  accountable	
  for	
  their	
  conduct”,	
  accountability,	
  as	
  an	
  evalua(ve	
  
reckoning	
  requires	
  informa(on	
  about	
  three	
  elements:	
  prescrip/on,	
  event,	
  
and	
  iden/ty	
  images”	
  (Schlenker	
  et	
  al.	
  1994:	
  634).	
  

prescrip/ons	
  

event	
  

iden/ty	
  
P—I	
  link	


I—E	
  link	
P—E	
  link	
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Responsibility	
  a7ribu(on	




•  Exis(ng	
  research	
  on	
  the	
  emergence	
  of	
  poli(cal	
  responsibility	
  is	
  
consistent	
  with	
  the	
  iden/ty-­‐event	
  link	
  –	
  the	
  role	
  of	
  a	
  par(cular	
  
poli(cal	
  agent's	
  perceived	
  control	
  over	
  a	
  par(cular	
  outcome.	
  

•  ‘Control’	
  is	
  typically	
  opera(onalized	
  by	
  ins(tu(onal	
  a7ributes	
  such	
  
as	
  divided/unified	
  government,	
  majoritarian/propor(onal	
  systems,	
  
and	
  degrees	
  of	
  coali(on	
  complexity	
  (oRen	
  referred	
  to	
  as	
  'clarity	
  of	
  
responsibility’	
  –	
  Powell	
  and	
  Wi7en	
  1993)	
  

•  Its	
  consequences	
  were	
  shown	
  for	
  retrospec(ve	
  economic	
  vo(ng	
  
(Anderson	
  1995,	
  2000;	
  Lewis-­‐Beck	
  1988;	
  Leyden	
  and	
  Borrelli	
  1995;	
  
Powell	
  and	
  Whi7en	
  1993),	
  and	
  responsibility	
  a7ribu(on	
  (Rudolph	
  
2003).	
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Responsibility	
  a7ribu(on	




Responsibility	
  a7ribu(on	


•  Alicke's	
  (2000)	
  ‘culpable	
  control	
  model’	
  concentrates	
  on	
  the	
  
freedom	
  of	
  the	
  actor	
  to	
  “effect	
  desired	
  behaviors	
  and	
  
outcomes	
  or	
  to	
  avoid	
  undesired	
  ones”	
  in	
  the	
  forma(on	
  of	
  
responsibility	
  judgments:	
  

–  Voli%onal	
  behavior	
  control	
  (freedom	
  to	
  choose	
  acCons)	
  

–  Causal	
  control	
  (unique	
  impact	
  on	
  consequences)	
  

–  Voli/onal	
  outcome	
  control	
  (whether	
  consequences	
  were	
  desired/
expected)	
  

•  Mo(va(on	
  is	
  associated	
  with	
  responsibility	
  

•  Mo(va(on	
  can	
  not	
  be	
  observed	
  –	
  thus	
  it	
  is	
  inferred	
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Responsibility	
  a7ribu(on	

•  Blame	
  valida/on	
  processes:	
  The	
  tendency	
  to	
  view	
  people	
  

rather	
  than	
  the	
  environment	
  as	
  the	
  prepotent	
  controlling	
  
forces	
  behind	
  harmful	
  events	
  (Alicke	
  2000,	
  Gilbert	
  &	
  Malone,	
  
1995;	
  Jones,	
  1979,	
  1990).	
  

•  The	
  “tendency	
  to	
  assimilate	
  behavior	
  to	
  expecta(ons	
  suggests	
  
that	
  people,	
  who	
  behave	
  in	
  personality-­‐consistent	
  ways,	
  will	
  
have	
  difficulty	
  seeking	
  mi(ga(on”	
  (Alicke	
  2000:	
  569).	
  

•  Driving	
  this	
  logic	
  ‘in	
  reverse’	
  suggest	
  that	
  behaving	
  in	
  
contrast	
  to	
  expectaCons	
  may	
  act	
  to	
  dis-­‐validate	
  blame	
  (un-­‐
discussed	
  implica(on	
  in	
  the	
  psychological	
  literature).	
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Policy	
  congruence	
  and	
  responsibility	
  
a7ribu(on	


•  Thus,	
  behavior	
  that	
  is	
  incongruent	
  with	
  expecta(ons	
  is	
  more	
  
likely	
  to	
  be	
  accounted	
  for	
  by	
  environmental	
  constraints	
  (vs.	
  
agency),	
  where	
  as	
  congruent	
  behavior	
  is	
  more	
  likely	
  to	
  
accounted	
  for	
  by	
  agency	
  

•  In	
  the	
  context	
  of	
  policy,	
  we	
  expect	
  incongruent	
  policy	
  to	
  elicit	
  
less	
  responsibility	
  (H1)	
  

•  And	
  we	
  expect	
  this	
  effect	
  to	
  be	
  moderated	
  by	
  inferred	
  policy	
  
mo/va/on	
  (H2).	
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Empirical	
  analyses	
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Assessing	
  the	
  
causal	
  

mechanism	


Tes(ng	
  the	
  causal	
  
effect	
  of	
  ideological	
  

incongruence	




Empirical	
  analyses	
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Assessing	
  the	
  
causal	
  

mechanism	


Tes(ng	
  the	
  causal	
  
effect	
  of	
  ideological	
  

incongruence	


A	
  survey	
  
experiment	
  in	
  
Israel	
  (N	
  =	
  402)	


A	
  survey	
  
experiment	
  in	
  
Germany	
  
(N	
  =	
  1508/794)	
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  analyses	
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Assessing	
  the	
  
causal	
  

mechanism	


Tes(ng	
  the	
  causal	
  
effect	
  of	
  ideological	
  

incongruence	


√	


A	
  survey	
  
experiment	
  in	
  
Israel	
  (N	
  =	
  402)	


√	
√	


A	
  survey	
  
experiment	
  in	
  
Germany	
  
(N	
  =	
  1508/794)	




Empirical	
  analyses	
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Israeli	
  experiment	
  
September	
  2011	
  

German	
  Experiment	
  
August	
  2013	
  

Policy	
  domain	
   Foreign	
  and	
  security	
   Labor	
  policy	
  

Ideological	
  axis	
   Hawk—Dove	
   Right—LeR	
  

Type	
  of	
  poliCcal	
  agent	
   Individual	
  poli(cal	
  
leaders	
  

Poli(cal	
  par(es	
  



Experiment	
  1:	
  Dovish	
  and	
  Hawkish	
  policies	
  
in	
  the	
  Israeli-­‐Pales(nian	
  conflict	


•  September	
  2011:	
  fielded	
  in	
  the	
  context	
  of	
  the	
  “State	
  194”	
  
campaign	
  

•  Web-­‐based	
  survey	
  experiment	
  
•  Six	
  experimental	
  treatments:	
  2	
  policies	
  (hawk/dove)	
  X	
  3	
  

poli(cal	
  actors	
  (hawks/doves)	
  

•  Reported	
  responsibility	
  a7ribu(on	
  to	
  the	
  PM	
  for	
  the	
  
consequences	
  of	
  the	
  policy	
  (Cronbach	
  α	
  =	
  .78)	
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Experimental	
  condi(ons	
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Lieberman	
  
[Israel-­‐Beitenu]	
  

(H)	


Netanyahu	
  
[Likud]	
  
(H)	


Livni	
  
[Kadima]	
  
(D)	


Dovish	
  
policy	


Hawkish	
  
policy	
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Lieberman	
  
[Israel-­‐Beitenu]	
  

(H)	


Netanyahu	
  
[Likud]	
  
(H)	


Livni	
  
[Kadima]	
  
(D)	


Congruent	

Dovish	
  
policy	


Congruent	
Congruent	

Hawkish	
  
policy	
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Lieberman	
  
[Israel-­‐Beitenu]	
  

(H)	


Netanyahu	
  
[Likud]	
  
(H)	


Livni	
  
[Kadima]	
  
(D)	


Incongruent	
  Incongruent	
  Congruent	

Dovish	
  
policy	


Congruent	
Congruent	
Incongruent	

Hawkish	
  
policy	




Manipula(on	
  Check	
  and	
  the	
  Experimental	
  Effects	
  on	
  
Responsibility	
  A7ribu(on	
  –	
  Israeli	
  Experiment	
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Experiment	
  2:	
  Labor	
  policy	
  in	
  Germany	


•  25	
  July	
  -­‐	
  19	
  August	
  2013	
  

•  Labor	
  market	
  regula(on:	
  Liberaliza(on	
  (R)	
  /	
  Minimum	
  wage	
  (L)	
  

•  Coali(on	
  par(es	
  

•  Random	
  assignment	
  to	
  four	
  experimental	
  treatments:	
  2	
  policies	
  (leR/
right)	
  X	
  2	
  coali(ons	
  (CDU/CSU	
  &	
  FDP	
  /	
  SDP	
  &	
  Greens)	
  

•  Inferred	
  policy	
  mo(va(on	
  –	
  ideological	
  or	
  prac(cal	

•  Reported	
  responsibility	
  a7ribu(on	
  for	
  the	
  consequences	
  of	
  the	
  policy	
  

(Cronbach	
  α	
  =	
  .88)	
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Experimental	
  condi(ons	
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SPD	
  &	
  Greens	
  
(L)	


CDU/CSU	
  &	
  FDP	
  
(R)	


Labor	
  
liberaliza(on	
  
(R)	


Minimum	
  wage	
  
(L)	
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  &	
  Greens	
  
(L)	


CDU/CSU	
  &	
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Labor	
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Manipula(on	
  Check:	
  The	
  effects	
  of	
  experimental	
  condi(ons	
  on	
  
respondents’	
  subjec(ve	
  likelihood	
  of	
  policy	
  adop(on	
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2,2 

2,4 

2,6 

2,8 

3 

3,2 

3,4 

3,6 

Right coalition & 
Right policy 

(n=191) 

Right coalition & 
Left policy (n=198) 

Left coalition & Left 
policy (n=202) 

Left coalition & 
Right policy 
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  li
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n	
  

One-­‐way	
  ANOVA:	
  F	
  =	
  93.62,	
  p	
  <	
  .0001,	
  n	
  =	
  794	




Tes(ng	
  the	
  causal	
  mechanism	


•   	
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Experimental	
  Effects	
  on	
  Responsibility	
  A7ribu(on	
  and	
  
inferred	
  policy	
  mo(va(on	
  –	
  German	
  Experiment	
  	




Media(on	
  Results	
  with	
  Controls	
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-2,5 

-2 

-1,5 

-1 

-0,5 

0 

0,5 

1 

Mediated effect 
(inferred policy 

motivation) 

Direct effect Total effect 

Total	
  effect: 	
  -­‐.927	
  (p	
  =	
  .069)	
  
Direct	
  effect: 	
  -­‐.346	
  (n.s.)	
  
Mediated	
  effect: 	
  -­‐.582	
  (p	
  <	
  .001)	




Current	
  conclusions	


•  The	
  two	
  studies	
  provide	
  support	
  for	
  the	
  hypothesis	
  that	
  
ideological	
  policy	
  incongruence	
  elicits	
  less	
  responsibility	
  
a7ribu(on.	
  

•  These	
  results	
  are	
  consistent	
  across	
  differences	
  in	
  na(onal	
  
se�ng,	
  policy	
  domain,	
  and	
  types	
  of	
  poli(cal	
  agents	
  
(individuals/par(es)	
  

•  Based	
  on	
  the	
  German	
  experiment	
  it	
  appears	
  that	
  this	
  effect	
  is	
  
moderated	
  by	
  inferred	
  policy	
  mo(va(on.	
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Current	
  conclusions	


•  The	
  findings	
  provides	
  empirical	
  support	
  to	
  the	
  economic	
  
theory	
  regarding	
  the	
  NGC	
  thesis.	
  

•  The	
  findings	
  demonstrate	
  the	
  applica(on	
  of	
  voli(onal—
behavior	
  control	
  in	
  the	
  poli(cal	
  context.	
  

•  Incongruence	
  between	
  poli(cal	
  agents	
  and	
  policies	
  affects	
  
reasoning	
  processes	
  of	
  observers.	
  These	
  reasoning	
  cons(tute	
  
a	
  heuris(c	
  inference	
  of	
  policy	
  mo(va(on	
  of	
  poli(cal	
  agents.	
  
Lastly,	
  these	
  inferred	
  mo(va(ons	
  play	
  a	
  role	
  in	
  construc(ng	
  
responsibility	
  judgments.	
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