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I Which country do you believe to be the most-peaceful
country in the world?

I Which country do you believe to be the least-peaceful
country in the world?

I What do you think is the position of Australia in the rank
of peace?

Overal Global Peace Index:

A composite index measuring the peacefulness of countries
made up of 23 quantitative and qualitative indicators each
weighted on a scale of 1-5.

The lower the score the more peaceful the country.

https://www.visionofhumanity.org/maps/
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How do war and foreign policy affect voter behavior?



Gadarian, Shana Kushner. 2010. “Foreign policy at the ballot
box: How citizens use foreign policy to judge and choose
candidates.” The Journal of Politics 72(4): 1046– 1062.



Gadarian (2010)

General research question: How does foreign policy affect vote
choice?

Two specific research questions:

1. Candidates’ Perspective. Do presidential candidates
equally benefit by priming foreign policy?

2. Voters’ Perspective. How do citizens use their foreign
policy attitudes to evaluate presidential candidates?
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Answer

Assumption on voters’ foreign policy attitudes (Hurwitz and Peffley 1987;
Wittkopf 1990)

The idea that voters’ foreign policy attitudes 1. are structured,
meaningful, and accessible, and 2. influence their vote choice.

Issue ownership theory (Budge and Farlie 1983; Petrocik 1989)

Voters consider specific parties to be better able to deal with
some issues and, consequently, candidates should focus on the
issues that are owned by their parties and mostly avoid issues
that are owned by the opposing party.

Can you think of certain issues “owned” by specific Australian
political parties?
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Expectations

I Voters should evaluate parties that are closer to their
policy attitudes more positively, but. . .

I They should weigh national security matters more heavily
when evaluating Republicans than Democrats.

I This asymmetry should be especially prominent during
campaigns when foreign policy is salient.

I In times of crisis, citizens may be willing to forego
representation of their own foreign policy views in favor of
more hawkish leaders.



Hawkish vs. Dovish Leaders

Hawkish leader
A leader supportive of warlike foreign policy; inclined toward
military actions.

Dovish leader
A leader supportive of peaceable foreign policy; inclined toward
conciliatory and diplomatic actions.
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Results: Issue Ownership Hypothesis
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Results: Issue Ownership Hypothesis when Foreign Policy is Salient

Comparability issue: Different measurement of hawkishness.
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Results: Candidate and Party Evaluations Based on Relative Foreign Policy Positions in 2004
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Koch, Michael T. and Nicholson, Stephen P. 2016. “Death and
turnout: The human costs of war and voter participation in
democracies.” American Journal of Political Science 60(4):
932–946.



Koch and Nicholson (2016)

Research question: Whether, and how, combat casualties
affect the decision to vote in established democracies?

Answer: Mounting casualties increase the expressive
benefits of voting by activating worldview defense.
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Koch and Nicholson (2016) - Data

Aggregate-level data:

I 23 democracies;

I 1951-2005;

Individual-level data:

I Survey data from the US (2006-2012) and the UK
(2005-2010) during the Iraq and Afghanistan wars.



Koch and Nicholson (2016) - Argument

Premises that compose Koch and Nicholson’s argument:

1. Attitudes about international conflict must be meaningfully held;

2. Combat casualties must inform war attitudes and public opinion on conflict.

Mortality salience hypothesis (Arndt et al. 1997)

Death-related cognitions increase group identification or worldview defense.

Worldview defense (Solomon, Greenberg, and Pyszczynski 2004)

The vigorous agreement with and affection for those who uphold or share our
beliefs (or are similar to us) and equally vigorous hostility and disdain for those
who challenge our beliefs (i.e., are different from us).
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Expectations

H1. Higher levels of casualties to increase voter turnout.

H2. Geographically proximate casualties will have a greater effect on turnout
than national casualties.

H3. Casualties that occurred within a month of the election to have a greater
effect on turnout than the number of casualties that occur in between
elections.

H4. The total number of casualties will have a greater effect on turnout than
recent casualties.

H5. Casualties, especially those that happen locally, to increase the probability
of voting among respondents with minimal political interest.
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Overview

POLS4039/POLS8039 Week 12



Aggregate Level Results
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Individual Level Results: USA
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Predicted Probabilities: USA
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Individual Level Results: UK
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Predicted Probabilities: UK
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Findings

Higher levels of casualties. . .

1. Increase turnout;

2. Particularly among those least interested in politics.



Final Paper Guidelines



Final Paper Structure

1. Introduction

I Provide a research question (puzzle).

I What is being explained?

I Why did this phenomenon occur?

I Introduce your tentative answer (argument).
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Final Paper Structure

2. Brief Literature Review

I Why does the phenomenon need to be explained?

I How would the world be different if previous authors did
not do a good job explaining what they claim to be
attempting to explain?

I Situate your work in relation to existing knowledge.
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Final Paper Structure

3. Theory or Model

I What is the explanation?

I Develop the argument introduced previously.

I Provide a set of logically consistent statements that tell us
why the things that we observe occur.
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Final Paper Structure

4. Hypotheses

I Empirical implications from your theory.

I Provide theory-based statements about a relationship that
we expect to observe if your theory is correct.

I How would we know if the explanation is wrong?
[Falsification Principle.]
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Final Paper Structure

5. Hypotheses Testing, Results, and Findings

I A process to evaluate systematically collected evidence to
make a judgment of whether the evidence is consistent with
your hypotheses or not.

I Are my hypotheses supported by evidence?

I Interpret and discuss your results.

For the final paper, you only need to provide ideas for empirical
tests of your hypotheses and your expectations for your results.
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Final Paper Structure

6. Conclusion

I Am I wrong?

I What did we learn from your work?

I Synthesis of key points (e.g., research problem; argument;
findings; takeaways; implications of your results for future
research).
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Important deadline:

Final paper: 16 June 2022!



Thank you, and let’s keep in contact!

Thiago.Silva@anu.edu.au
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