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Abstract: An addit ive  realignment model is designed and tested 
using the recently developed del s ta tistics, part ia l  correlations, 
and multivaria te  regression analysis. A path correlation model 
measures the effect of p a r ty  identification, the voters images of the 
parties, and several salient issues on central Arkansans' vote 
preferences for  governor and president in 1980. A strong inter
relationship between economic and international issues is 
identified, and the powerful association found between party 
identification, issues, and linages of the parties suggests that the 
increase in Republican voting in 19SO m ay  have been the result of 
a realignment of the A rkansas electorate.

Since the late 1950’s and early 1960’s, political scientists 
have scrutinized America’s changing electorate, and a debate 
between two theoretical explanations of voting behavior, 
dealignment versus realignment, has developed within the 
discipline. Dealignment is a process in which traditional 
political party coalitions dissolve without new allegiances to 
parties or coalitions of social groups with parties being formed 
to take their places.1 Gerald Pomper, one of the leading pro
ponents of dealignment, asserts that the American political 
parties are dying, and that the electorate chooses candidates 
mainly on the basis of issue positions.2 Paul Allen Beck also 
supports the dealignment theory; however, he believes that the 
postwar socialization process caused many young voters to 
avoid party affiliation, and instead select the nonpartisan status 
of Independent.3

Realignment, conversely, is a decrease in the proportion of
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the electorate affiliated with the majority party and an increase 
in the proportion of the electorate identified with the minority 
party. Walter Dean Burnham, one of the original supporters of 
realignment, identified three realignments that have occurred 
over the course of modern American political history.4 The most 
recent of these shifts in partisan allegiance was the emergence 
of the New Deal Democrats in 1932.

After the Democratic Party reversed its position on the race 
issue, Southern white conservatives became logical and ripe 
candidates for conversion to Republicanism. In Arkansas, the 
Republicans appeared to be gaining ground with Nixon’s land
slide victory in 1972, but by the middle 1970’s Arkansas’ elec
torate reverted to its traditional pattern of Democratic solidarity. 
In 1980, Republican victories in the presidential, congressional, 
and gubernatorial races renewed speculation of a realignment 
in Arkansas.5

The results of a survey in central Arkansas revealed strong 
evidence that economic and international issues were closely 
linked to party identification, partisan images, and candidate 
preferences.6 Moreover, these variables displayed a moderate 
amount of interaction and reinforcement. To test for the occur
rence of a realignment among central Arkansans, this paper 
presents a model developed from a vote choice model designed 
by the Survey Research and Voting Behavior class at Hendrix 
College.7 (See Figure One.)
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This complex vote choice model was developed to identify 
the magnitudes  and directions of the major variables that may 
have exhibited significant influence d u r ing  the 1980 election. If 
a rea l ignm ent  did t ranspire ,  it may be visible in the simple 
correlations between (and multiple correlations among) issues, 
par ty  affiliation, images of the political part ies  and vote choice 
The effect of these four variables,  therefore, can be tested by a 
rea l ignm ent  model such as the one i l lustrated in Figure Two.

*There were four issues: (a) C a r t e r ’s handling  of the Iranian 
crisis; (b) C a r te r ’s handl ing  of the Afghanis tan  crisis; (c) gov 
ernm ent  defrayal of health care costs; and (d) military spending

Only the two international  issues, (a) and (b), wil be substituted 
for the issue variable  when part ia l  and multiple correlations 
are  given.

22



The Variables
The dependent variable in the rea l ignm ent  model is vote 

choice. Since vote choice can not be directly measured  — the 
Australian ballot prevents tha t  — an indirect  measure  is needed 
for vote choice. Pre-election candidate  preferences as expressed 
in the 1980 Hendrix  Central  A rkansas  Survey will be used to 
measure vote choice because they are the tradit ional  surrogates,  
and their predictive utility in the Hendr ix  survey was excep
tional.8 Candidate preferences for the office of president  and 
governor represent  the vote choice variable in this model 
because the num ber  of undecideds on these two offices was 
small, and the Republican Par ty  won surpr is ing  victories in 
both contests.9

Party identification is an independent  variable  in this 
realignment model, and it is measured  by the tradit ional  survey 
questions and the seven point ladder  scale used by the Survey 
Research Center (now the Center for Political Studies).10 Histor
ically, this variable has been the strongest  predictor  of vote 
choice.11

Party images is another  independent  variable,  and the 
respondents’ images of the part ies  were identified by asking 
these open-ended questions: “W hat  do you like and/or  dislike 
about the Democrats ,” and “W hat  do you like and/or  dislike 
about the Republicans?” After analyzing all of the responses, 
two dichotomous categories were constructed: one category 
contained those responses with positive images of the Demo
cratic Party  and/or  negative images of the Republican Party,  
and those responses with positive GOP images and/or  negative 
images of the Democratic P ar ty  were placed in the other 
category.

Two economic and two international issues were chosen to 
represent the fourth variable in the model, issues. The two eco
nomic issues are government  defrayal of health care costs and 
military spending. C a r te r ’s handling  of the Iranian  crisis and of 
the Afghanistan crisis are the two international issues. These 
four issues were chosen because they had the highest  simple 
correlations of all the issues tested with candidate  preferences 
for president and governor, and because they showed definite
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potential for being in terre la ted  with the other three variables 
used in this rea l ignm ent  model.12

Interconnection Between  
Economic and International Issues

Before a t tem pt ing  to dem onstra te  simultaneous connec
tions among the four variables,  the interrelationships between 
each of the variables,  especially the economic and international 
issues, m ust  be demonstra ted .  To find the degree of association 
between the economic and international  issues, simple correla
tion statistics were com puted .13 (See Table One.) The correlation 
between those respondents who supported government defrayal 
of health care  costs and President  C a r te r ’s handling of the 
I ran ian  crisis showed the highest  degree of association ∇l = .27 
p<.001) am ong  any of the pairs  of economic and international 
issues tested, bu t  all four of the relat ionships tested were statis
tically s ignificant and moderately supportive of the hypothe
sized relat ionship between economic and international issues. A 
tenta t ive  conclusion, therefore,  is th a t  the economic and inter
national issues tested are  interconnected by an underlying 
ideological dimension, and tha t  many other economic and 
in ternat ional  issues, such as priori ty  of government functions 
(schools, housing, protection), U.S. acceptance of Cuban 
refugees,  governm ent  gua ran tee  of jobs and/or standard of 
living, and international  t rade  protectionism are similarly 
in terre la ted ,  al though probably not as s trongly.14
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Table O ne
Correlations betw een Economic and International Issues

Economic International Statistic/Coefficient and Probability
Government defrayal of health 

care costs 
(all to none)

Government defrayal of health 
care costs 

(all to none)
Military spending 

(less or the same vs. more)

Military spending 
(less or the same vs. more)

vs.

vs.

vs.

vs.

Carter’s handling of the 
Iranian crisis 
(good to poor)

Carter’s handling of the 
Afghanistan crisis 

(good or adequate vs. poor)
Carter’s handling of the 

Afghanistan crisis 
(good or adequate vs. poor)

Carter’s handling of the 
Iranian crisis 

(good job or some mistakes 
vs. many mistakes or poor job)

 ∇ l = .27, p<.001

 ∇  l = .22, p<.01

 ∇ k = .23, p<.005 
(using chi-square)

 ∇ k = .14, p<.005 
(using chi-square)
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Bond Between International Issues and Partisanship
Naturally,  both the economic and international issues 

should be examined within the framework  of this realignment 
model, but  extensive, t ime-consuming hand tabulations of the 
d a ta  prevented all four issue questions from being substituted 
into the issue variable of the model. Two issues were selected on 
the basis of their  s t rength  of association with candidate prefer
ences for president  and governor in 1980. These two issues. 
C a r te r ’s handling  of the Iran ian  crisis and his handling of the 
Afghanis tan crisis, exhibited correlations over twice the mag
nitude of the next highest issue.15

To test the bond between each of these two issues and parti
sanship, simple correlations between C a r te r ’s handling of each 
of these two international  crises and the respondents’ images of 
the part ies  were calculated.  (See Tables Two and Three.) Both 
correlations, ∇ k  = .55 and ∇ k  = .50, indicate s trong associations 
between international  issues and images of the political parties.

Table  Two
Carter’s Handling of the Afghanistan Crisis 

by Im ages of the Political Parties

Respondents’ images 
of the political parties

Carter did a good 
or adequate job

Carter did a 
poor job

Positive Democratic Party 
and/or negative GOP

84.4%
(81)

29.4%
(15)

Positive Republican Party 
and/or negative 

Democratic Party

15.6%
(15)

70.6%
(36)

____

Total 
(N = 147) (96) (51)

∇ k  = .55, p < .0 0 1  (u s in g  ch i - square)
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Table Three
Carter’s Handling of the Iranian Crisis 

by Images of the Political Parties
Respondents’ images 

of the 
political parties

Carter did a good 
job or made 

some mistakes

Carter made many 
mistakes or 

did a poor job

Positive Democratic Party 
and/or negative GOP

81.9%
(86)

31.3%
(16)

Positive Republican Party 
and/or negative 

Democratic Party

18.1%
(19)

68.7%
(35)

Total 
(N = 156) (105) (51)

∇ k = .50, p<.001 (using chi-square)

but further analysis is requ ired  to infer th a t  s trong  connections 
between international issues and part isansh ip  exist. Usually, 
party identification is a much better  and more stable indicator 
of partisanship than are  images of the parties. Hence, tests for 
associations between each issue and the respondents’ party  
identification were performed. (See Tables Four and Five.) The 
reasonably s trong associations found, V/ = .41 and V/ = .25, 
reinforce the hypothesis th a t  the respondents’ issue decision
making process included part isan  dimensions. The relationship 
among international issues, par ty  images and party  identifica
tion is fu r ther  buttressed by the association between party  
images and party  identification, which is V* = .32, p<.01 (using 
chi-square).16

If a rea lignm ent did occur in central Arkansas, the ideo
logical dimension th a t  logically connects issues, party  images, 
and party identification is most probably conservatism. Con
servative Democrats and Independents may have shifted their 
party allegiance and vote choice, at least tem porarily , to the
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GOP. The im por tan t  question at this point is how much influ
ence did the respondents’ stand on international  issues, their 
images of the parties, and their  par ty  affiliation have on their 
vote choice for both president  and governor?

Table Four
Carter’s Handling of the Iranian Crisis 

by Party Identification

Respondent’s 
party identification

Carter did a good 
job or made 

some mistakes

Carter made many 
mistakes or 

did a poor job

Democrat 72.4%
(131)

28.7%
(37)

Independent* 13.2%
(24)

20.9%
(27)

Republican 14.4%
(26)

50.4%
(65)

Total 
(N = 310) (181) (129)

∇  / = .41, pC.001

*Independent category includes Democratic leaners because both 
traditionally vote as “functional” Republicans. (See Wolfinger and 
Arseneau, 1978.)
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Table Five
Carter’s Handling of the Afghanistan Crisis 

by Party Identification
Respondents’ 

party identification
Carter did 
a good job

Carter did an 
adequate job

Carter did 
a poor job

Democrat 82.4%
(47)

61.5%
(72)

36.3%
(45)

Independent* 12.3%
(7)

18.8%
(22)

17.7%
(22)

Republican 5.3%
(3)

19.7%
(23)

46.0%
(57)

Total 
(N = 298) (57) (117) (124)

∇  / = .25, p<01
*Independent category includes Democratic leaners because both 
traditionally vote as “functional” Republicans. (See Wolfinger and 
Arseneau, 1978.)

A Methodological Digression
Partial and m ultip le  correlations will be calculated to test 

the group effect of the th ree  independent variables on vote 
choice. As the reader  may have noticed, the correlation statistics 
used in this study are  not the trad itional proportional reduction- 
of-error m easurem ents , such as lam bda, gam m a, and Pearson’s 
r. The del statistics ( ∇ k , ∇ /, ∇ n) used in this study are  deviation 
from perfect-association m easures which are  com parable  to 
each other, although k, /, and n are  for nominal, ordinal, and 
interval data, respectively.17 Two conditions are  applicable 
when considering the del statistics; del n is com parable  in 
magnitude to a Pearson’s r when the association between the
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variables is linear, and del n magnitudes are comparable to del k 
and del l magnitudes. Since product-moment correlations (i.e., 
Pearson’s r) assume linearity, this study, therefore, assumes 
that all of the relationships here are linear, so that del k and del l 
values may be substituted for r values in order to compute 
multiple and partial correlations.

In addition, good causal models include these three ele
ments: (1) “a finite set of explicitly defined variables, (2) certain 
assumptions about how these variables are interrelated caus
ally, and (3) assumptions to the effect that outside variables, 
while operating, do not have confounding influences that dis
turb the causal patterning among the variables explicitly being 
considered.”18 This experimental path correlation model 
assumes, only for the sake of this exploration, that there is no 
two-way causality between any of the variables. Furthermore, 
this study assumes that the four variables utilized in the re
alignment model operate within an isolated or “closed” system 
which does not take into consideration the effect of any outside 
variables—indeed quite dramatic and heroic assumptions. Yet, 
in fact, a newly designed and tested dynamic model depicts how 
the campaign and vote choice—internal, not external variables 
—can modify and reinforce (in a circular fashion) prior 
orientations, i.e., party identification and issue stands.19 Thus, 
the assumptions of this realignment model are relatively plaus
ible, but they do not exploit the full complexity of the inter
relationships.

Path Correlation Analysis
Path correlation analysis requires that partial correlation 

coefficients be calculated between all possible two-variable 
combinations in the model. In this model, there are seven differ
ent combinations of three variables (each of which requires 
three two-variable correlations) due to the substitution of the 
Iranian and Afghanistan questions for the issue variable. The 
directions and magnitudes of the partial correlations for each 
combination of variables are given in Figure Three. Both of the 
international issues and the images variable reflect a high
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Figure Three
Partial Correlations for Three-Variable Combinations*

*Since the partial r’s, and mul
tiple correlations, are not based 
on product-moment correlation, 
the analysis-of-variance tests 
for significance have been 
omitted.

degree of association with vote choice. Atypically, party identi
fication has a comparatively low correlation with vote choice, 
but this can be explained by the fact that salient issues and party 
images tend to be sensitive, leading indicators of a changing 
electorate, whereas party identification is a more rigid, lagging 
indicator.20 Party identification lags behind other indicators 
because of the time needed for the reinforcement of the associ
ation after the initial vote choice has been made.21
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Figure Four
Path Analysis of Four-Variable Model (a)

Figure Five
Path  Analysis of Four-Variable Model (b)
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Since partial correlations measure only the relationships 
between the dependent variable and each of the independent  
variables separately, a multiple correlation is needed to meas
ure the explanatory power of all three of the independent vari
ables simultaneously. The multiple correlation coefficients for 
both issue questions are presented in Figures Four and Five  
along with sketches of the path analysis and the partial corre
lations. With Carter’s handling of the Iranian crisis as the issue 
variable, the coefficient of determination (R2) is .37. This means  
that the three independent variables explain 37 percent of the 
variance of vote choice for two offices, president and governor, 
in addition to the variance by chance, which in this case was only 
7.1 percent, due to the great number of candidates on the presi
dential ballot. The multiple correlation coefficient is reduced to 
.21 when Carter’s handling of the Afghanistan crisis is substi
tuted into the model. Both of these correlation coefficients 
indicate fairly strong associations if one considers that this 
realignment model is predicting the respondents’ vote choices 
for two offices instead of just one. For example, suppose that a 
respondent’s candidate preference for governor is known. If the 
respondent’s party identification, his images of the parties, and 
his stand on Carter’s handling of the Iranian crisis are known, 
one may be able to predict the respondent’s candidate prefer
ence for president with approximately 51 percent accuracy by 
using this realignment model.

Conclusion
The realignment model described in this paper has several 

significant strengths which have not yet been delineated. First, 
this empirical study is based on individual data, as opposed to 
ecological data, collected from registered voters in central 
Arkansas during the two weeks prior to the 1980 general 
election. Second, several of the most important variables influ
encing vote choice are identified, and the interaction and 
reinforcement among these variables is explored in a scientific  
manner. This realignment model is also an additive model 
which can be reconstructed writh additional issues (economic, 
social, domestic, etc.) to test their influence on vote choice. The
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relationship between party  identification and vote choice does 
not appear  to be very strong, but  this association probably 
would be s treng thened  if the cam paign  variables were added to 
the rea l ignm ent  model, because par ty  affiliation is strongest 
through the candidates  and their  campaigns.  Finally, this 
model increases one’s power of prediction. One may be able to 
predic t  37 percent,  beyond chance, of the e lectora te’s vote choice 
for both pres ident  and governor by knowing three  important  
variables.  If candidate  preferences for governor are also known, 
one may be able to predic t  about 51 percent  of the vote for pres
iden t—possibly enough to predic t  the winner!

This rea l ignm en t  model also has several l imitations which 
need to be pointed out. The rea l ignm en t  model presented here is 
strictly an explora tory  model which does not consider many of 
the complexities of the vote choice model, e.g., two-way 
causality, outside variables,  and controls for other effects. 
F u r th e rm o re ,  this model deals specifically with da ta  collected 
from centra l  Arkansas ,  and its predictive power cannot be 
extended to the s tate  level without ex t rem e  risk. And finally, it 
rem ains  to be seen if the rea l ignm en t  identified in this study is a 
p e rm a n e n t  effect or only a tem p ora ry  ad jus tm en t  among the 
centra l  A rkansas  electorate.
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