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e a o g 1 e s R Since county boundaries have shifted since 1860, we use an area-weighting method to map data from the 1860 Census onto county boundaries in 2000
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How contemporary demographics could explain on contemporary or individual-level factors in explaining o B
° regional variation in white political attitudes political beliefs rather than on historical forces. Yet Key him Da ta e nt It I eS
‘ In contrast to the arguments above, much of the political self was aware of the importance of history in the context of material
a I a S e S O re S e a rC a a science literature points to contemporary (not historical) slavery when he noted that, in the years leading to the Civil 2 . _ 2
forces as providing the explanation for why Black Belt whites  War, “those with most at stake—the owners of large numbers We analyze three county-level outcome measures, which come from the Cooperative Congressional Election Study (CCES DATASET ), a large survey of - . E I -
nservative on race. By and large, the literature has of slaves—were to be found roughly in the same areas as 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 10 80
II ” interpreted Key's (1949) work as suggesting that whites con- present-day black belts” (Key 1949, 6). We now turn to ex- g
. Ext r a Ct te r m S ( S u rve temporaneously become more conservative when they are ex- ploring this historical link in terms of regional variation in Amencan adults (Ansolabehere’ 201 O) .
posed to the high concentrations of African Americans who Southern whites” attitudes.
y , live in their communities." The high concentration of African
Americans in today’s Black Belt could contemporaneously
threaten white dominance, resulting in whites actively choos- HISTORICAL SLAVE DATA AND CONTEMPORARY .
1 S a m p ‘ e I ) -t h a -t O-fte n e s S aation caifal belcfs today. The lirature  PUBLIC OPINION DATA We pool CCES DATASET data from the 2006, 2008, 2009, 2010, and 2011 surveys to create a combined data set of over 157,000 respondents.
e o o supporting this idea, known as “racial threat,” is vol Our main explanatory variable and proxy for slavery's
For example, Glaser (1994) finds evidence linking negative prevalence is the proportion of each county’s 1860 popula
o ° white attitudes toward civil rights or African American pol tion that was enslaved, as measured by the 1860 US Census. s - . 2 ol 2 5 : .
nﬂ iticians with high concentrations of blacks. Giles and Buckner  Although counts of enslaved people were taken before 1860, In addition, we also investigate individual-level black-white thermometer scores from waves of the ~American National Election Survey (ANES pATASET )
a C C O a n a a C I a I O n S (1993) find a relationship between black concentrations and we use measures from 1860 because they represent the last
white support for racially conservative candidates such as record before chattel slavery was abolished in 1865. In ad c n Ow e g e m e n s
. . Devid Duks (thows findings are owens, chllengui by Voss: (e, i plasies Woie vy ol Jo e Scneniions from 1984 until 1998, a time period where the ANES both used a consistent sampling frame and included county-level identifiers for respondents.
[1996]). This literature, however, has not considered that period, during which slaves (not land) were their main source
a n d S e Ct I O n S Of a rt I C ‘ e S slavery could be an independent predictor of contemporary of wealth; after emancipation, mobility decreased rapidly as
attitudes (apart from its effect on contemporary demograph white elites became increasingly oriented toward landowning
ics), making it an omitted variable in studies of racial threat (Wright 1986, 34). If any local legacy exists, we would expect « . . o . .
W  doe 1 I ta o 1800, Slate ot bl vt After restricting the sample to Southern whites, we have an ANES DATASET sample of 3,123 individuals across 64 counties in the South. . . .
( M h d Other aspects of the contemporary local context may also shifted since 1860, we use an area-weighting method to map | h I S m a t e r I a | I S b a S e d O n
e t O S W e re O u n affect white attitudes—for example, income gaps between data from the 1860 Census onto county boundaries in 2000, u p
¢ o o blacks and whites, urban-rural differences, and other con enabling us to estimate the proportion enslaved in 1860
textual and individual-level factors (eg. Hopkins 2010; within moder-day counties.* Figure 1 depicts the data. Over- This makes the ANES DATASET more restricted in its geographic coverage, but it contains valuable direct questions on the subjective evaluation of racial .
° ° Oliver and Mendelberg 2000)." A final category of explana all, we have in our data approximately 4 million enslaved
. tions concerns white mobility through the twentieth century. people, constituting 32% of the Southern population. W O r |< S u O rt e d b t h e N a t I O n a ‘
re I C C u S O I I I e n I y y p e For example, it could be that more racially conservative ) . ) groups
whites have migrated into former slaveholding areas, while Outcome variables measuring contemporary white
racial liberals have left, thereby creating a regional pattern in political and racial attitudes o o
We analyze three county-level outcome measures, which
Data) at the sentence level e S B\ sanshi : nt prty identificaton quest Science Foundation under
ey s we mote below Southern davery b corelated with contemPoray (0GRS, a large survey of American adults (Ansolabehere e construct our partisanship measure from a standard seven-point party identification question on the CCES DATASET .
from the effects of contemporary black concentrations ' 2010). We pool CCES data from the 2006, 2008, 2009, 2010,
2. Early studies showed, e.g., that modern black concentrations pre and 2011 surveys to create a combined data set of over
° dict white support for segregationist candidates such as George Wallace ra n t 1 9 3 O 6 4 5
(e.g., Wright 1977), raclally hostile white attitudes (Blalock 1967; Giles . . . o . . .
® Eva | u ate Ca n d | d a te e e et S R o TR s All CCES DATASET surveys ask respondents whether they support or oppose affirmative action policies, which are described as "programs [that] give g .
1956), and higher incidence of lynchings (Reed 1972 divided among the counties in 2000 so that the proportion of the 1860
ome work hs highlig! i anection between slavery an populatio ) 860-county i that is assigned to 2000-county j is based
these contemporary factors (Mitchener and McLean 2003; Nunn 2008; on the size of their overlapping areas. This approach produces estimates . . g . ' . . . . . . "
d . . . O'Connell 2012), While these papers siggest that slavery might aflect con-  and resultssimilar o those provided by (i) O'Connell 2012) (r = 0.986), preference to racial minorities and to women in employment and college admissions in order to correct for discrimination” (2008 CCES).
' ' l temporary attitudes indirectly through contemporary factors such as eco who uses an alternative interpolation technique, and (ii) a simpler method
O C u e n tS O r I n C u S I O n I n nomic inequality and prosperity, we find below that slavery has a direct effect that relies on matching counties by name. See appendix section A for
on contemporary attitudes that does not work through these channels more information on our approach.
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