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Research question 

• Stability of political system dependent on its people’s support as well (Weber 

1980, Pickel & Pickel 2006) 

• Similar reasoning regarding welfare state orientations (e.g. Mau & Veghte 2007, 

Svallfors 2012) 

• Unclear, if and how welfare state orientations affect general political support 

 

 In what ways and to what extent is people’s political support dependent on their 

welfare state orientations? 
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Political support 

• Different understandings of political support dependent on research interest and 

theoretical perspective 

• “an attitude by which a person orients himself to an object either favorably or 

unfavorably, positively or negatively” (Easton 1975:436) 
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Political support 
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Review 

Studies taking into account non-democratic/ non-political factors mainly focus on: 

• Economic performance and evaluations of the economy (Armingeon & Guthmann 

2014, Erlingsson et al. 2014, Kotzian 2011, Yap 2013) 

• Income inequality (Anderson & Singer 2008, Krieckhaus 2014, Pollack 2004) 

 

Some consider effects related to the welfare state: 

• Personal gains from cash benefits in Uruguay (Manacorda et al. 2011) 

• Personal experiences with the welfare state in Sweden (Kumlin 2002) 

• Welfare state policies; unemployment generosity in Europe (Kumlin 2014) 

• Welfare state evaluations in Sweden (Huseby 2000), East Germany (Finkel et al. 

2001), Europe (Lühiste 2014) 
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Welfare state orientations 

• Welfare state orientations are not evaluative only, but multidimensional (e.g. van 

Oorschot & Meuleman 2012, Roosma et al. 2013) 

• Analytical distinctions of welfare state orientations driven by objects of 

orientations, e.g. goals, range, outcomes 

• But less systematically in terms of modes of orientations, e.g. perceptions, 

preferences, evaluations (c.f. Jasso & Wegener 1997) 

Uwe Ruß, The effect of welfare state preferences and evaluations, 24 September, 2015 



8 Uwe Ruß, The effect of welfare state preferences and evaluations, 24 September, 2015 

Source: Roosma et al. (2013:238) 



9 

Welfare state orientations and political support 

• Preferences and evaluations as main dimensions of welfare state orientations 

(Roosma et al. 2014) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 The higher the preference for welfare state engagement, the lower political 

support. 

 The better the evaluation of welfare state engagement, the higher political support. 

political support 

welfare state evaluations 

welfare state preferences 

+ 

- 
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Welfare state orientations and political support 

• Preferences as “normative benchmark” or “yardstick” towards which the actual 

welfare state is compared 

• Preferences are assumed to moderate the effect of people’s evaluations 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 The effect of welfare state evaluations on political support is more pronounced, if 

preferences for welfare state engagement are high. 

political support welfare state evaluations 

welfare state preferences 

+ 

+ 
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Welfare state orientations and political support 

• Discrepancy or distance (Δ) between evaluations of the welfare state and the 

preferred ideal degree of welfare state engagement is expected to decrease 

political support 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 The higher the discrepancy between welfare state preferences and evaluations, 

the lower political support. 

- 
political support 

welfare state evaluations 

welfare state preferences 

Δ 
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Welfare state orientations and political support 

• Taking into account the actual welfare state context 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 The more encompassing the welfare state, the higher political support. 

 The effect of welfare state preferences on political support is less pronounced in 
countries with a more encompassing welfare state. 

 The effect of welfare state evaluations on political support is less pronounced in 
countries with a more encompassing welfare state. 

political support 

welfare state evaluations 

welfare state preferences 

+ 
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welfare state expenditure 

+ 
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Empirical approach 

• ESS Round 4 (2008) 

• Eurostat country level data 

• N = 28.795 

• 21 clusters (countries) with an average cluster size of nj = 1371.2 

• Principal component analysis for construction of attitudinal index variables 

(political support, welfare state preferences, welfare state evaluations) 

• Hierarchical linear regression analysis (mle) to test hypotheses and construct a 

parsimonious model of political support 
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Construction of indexes 
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Construction of indexes 

contrary to 

expectations 

polsat 

weleval 

welpref 

redpref 
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Are Europeans satisfied with their system? 
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Europeans’ welfare state preferences 
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Europeans’ welfare state evaluations 
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Europeans’ welfare state discrepancies 
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Welfare state discrepancy and political support 
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Pooled linear regression (OLS) 
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Interaction effect 
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Effect of preferences across countries 
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Effect of evaluations across countries 
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Hierarchical linear regression (MLE) 
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Conclusions 

1. The welfare state enhances people’s support for the political system – both 

objectively and subjectively 

2. The better people evaluate the welfare state, the more inclined they are to support 

the system in general 

3. But this depends on their expectations of the welfare state: the higher their 

preferences, the more difficult it becomes to get their support 

4. However, it won’t work to “give the people what they want” and expect them to get 

their support in return: People seem to stick to their “welfare ideology” no matter 

what the actual welfare state context 
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Limitations 

• Perceptions of the welfare state 

• Eligibility criteria, welfare state effectiveness 

• Multilevel-SEM 

• Missing values, number of countries 
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THANK YOU FOR YOUR ATTENTION 
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