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research design asd ihetea®tiowgmeaepphlaccdsl vi ews
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proposal soweomenpagmuenmnts si mil ar geaear itohwosrel do f t
gom metnii n(kcerfsan@l Srokhn 196628 6HFRdyd sildf®59g27Bei t
1979; PogmgehilBwWRi; 1A9 9s3o;n uksepledd 1a9 9159 r ger eac ad e |
centered on nor mat £¥mei dkof g ughelenmamaccra bamtd d el ev
ref nsEx ggmhes of contwepnpormrtainrygdwgirodchras cy and cor
ref ormst hogsed ud(E2 ORRGpe@20dd 4,, HEIo)Cane( 20,05)
YuntKe€ 005 ,C20rQezrpad 8Q) DO (y2®Xk6; Driygerkdle Mi*zc ht
2QLAr £t hy®i0,08JabE2 &g, Matt{4bhc08N20neP8Ti nnevel:t
(20,12pchabfidpchwa(rdl@ p earngd ( ZQIMia) e emdec ar gument
opposing gl obal democopaseynmentdempoelr@h®e WwWowo kb
Raw(2001: BaméBAaO06G3I133)2Mi(1210€lr0 ,, S RO @001 1L 6L65)
and Ri29d4da&p..chllBénce, ogkrabgl dd@mebetesnr i zed as a
of i f &weynpy20 In5:11R) dn el atsher

Whi mest academic wor k onatgilwe,al mareynoclIr aicr
letantuare empiriblhaéeé Bodsobiual asmemnmwmitsi famacd i n g
by Mowaki ni sh contrhdédutowmmatakad!|tode mocrat iwhi dif ih
consi doenres ofif t he dpatdtadadee mturea Iti | anmstpdom amr 'y wor |«
pol o(Mbc svkcO B8B:) Hersi st s etstsantesndt hdwefmascsr atiinc def i
wor |l dcgpodiismmuah soci al schémMovichsiick a2 0phh IBIB&S o p
on to dtelveté drpak wofokevaltung t heuehkieanthedEn

not abrpet satttaa ekxepyl oermepi r i cal claimtemnmat dhee gl Kt

! Some sholars who advocate global democracy explicitly reject the proposal of a world state
(e.g. Held 1995:230; Pogge 2002:178; Caney 20051286juablyfor mistaken strategic reaso(iili
2015) Others who advocate a world stéteg. Lu 2018 or world governmente.g. Deudney 200&jo
not necessarily call for global democracy. However, in general, there isicaghibwerlap and
agreement between global democracy and world government/state ad{@cat€abrea 2001, 2006,
2014; Wendt 2003:529, 2015; see alsoebeliman 2014)
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as intern@tg®&eadldatGreardoe2 9 Hi scoand 0 R®ha’ird o
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ot heonsetaban reaki asphDedemonksancd0odaylumengds
(I'i ke onalmer curlriemitt esdedldyiaeisct)es iosn  a viainl atbhlies s
case the r es ¥Whtsa eSwfr vtelye aWwodr |tdh & t H wneoene alm 9\Ba | aur
2004. Ame h b eaowbbiedb adonhet very spgtriomtgs arsibaumar y
citizenrse aorfe ndahweai &s c(opuer manent ort usemprortalreg ) L
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gl odwad nsas chp drilcaur nor mati ve environament ilcaad ot
as a world citizen which poopuempapihpgaocdnlh
appatcon of diversity,ana meomme sttivadibgssu sveec i a |
as a perceived responopbsitityetthoeh amogrelvde.h yA ccool
denomi nat or ofs tthe stee tmaexre misnmadpfodtiadt das s t he
f ocunsorecad s mo p t ,a nwisinede fedang p boEoy wheveby Iiuman

being has as gdm buwlltfisrmaottrear .gnEiatd 6 2.n dTOh)bs eha s

Pag@®#40



Wh

o on earth wa gitasn dg |whb DPhitlh ebsyi sFar sa

co

acC

andluti esareéehfbeéel i sw

W o

SC

co

empirically

t h

co

Ga

pe
Af

nNtrasteegglalws t ihcosimopok Gaédr erai 2@18)Y he c¢commi

eec¢re pol ofi aabl obdbabl order undentwheghl at

g

ci ti zen(sPoxfg ea . MBrIi2vetrEsxatl a nr

rk f oncupsoengyh ood lat onf saudngld o rpegodl enbs @d s mopol i t ani

hol ar s hagvleect adgetiaqy iprevwepdteibga amtsitt wdies on

smopaolinitamsebhatt hpgsgns t o addr ess.

To the best of r eny i skonossi\uahtlBe dsgt @ th utahreh iwc h

i nvestidatpaedl i wewadr xdti egnl t dadnd dderm ow

e wake of &ogkdeWadt pludad sphawret s o f7T ttohoek wor |

nsider aibmerlopopavolsd ¥ gme ntWei ss. 2100 9t)hi s ¢

on

tcounpduct ed |Irsedguwhlraorugpomlut the 1940stlaemdUN950

oul dembh@gt e needi tt oa madkr | d governmént medt@h

]

cent 26% opposed) in 1946 itno W& Gorer2&nhs)

]

ter di sappeari ngn, bethhiendiedirehae r @ ftrioa e tCaumk dati

t h

ddls immast nucdg nt he ©UBoading that sue@paodrrtonf obrd t

(v

go

emerged f ol l owiWagry t hseitorr saty aiopbh |trsideasCod dd t a ki

interatbei h steb extmmde b s.Ih@Fmo rp rienvifiioh h @ee ,n i ium

rvey, eGdalrleuspp camddketnht es fanaoostt aiimmpso rf or t he Uni t

t ruepg,d n gvedp mefintbe ar \Bbbver nment 0 as (dmad | afp

t eornmaAs soci ati on 2009: 8)

tf
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wolud probabiwitrlejebéendeciFdgdlOée EA exposing
di screpancieenbenae¢eonondidf feews on the propos

At the tngieheofGlwrbiatlFoGmalglcE€®@Pels Mmmi ssi oned
t hrsauesr ey s chirems pdladwer eedashmomhgr s, aboucotr tthhee r
creata onmemafeapi onal organo ztaakenbiwndihng hede piow
i ssuecsl ilmaktee changety.walnFi2@®RiPlepPH®ee®GC resul t
showehdt an internationalyatevagedofh@lcmpeat
organn,zawher eas 240 per c eamisdt rtehecen@at dn(e@l obrad e c i
Chall enges Foumdathieoa2i02MBiAg @ e 540 n casyj an
i nt eoran a b@eo f 721vgnedr ceere reportdedpposesupper
respeg¢ctGi obhl | Enges Fo.unkyanm 20hie®C lofding s ur vey
(skEeieg2? €p55 amtiimtnearln average ofhe&y fpetrrcemdgl y
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especially 1intrihliugimegl eosh atthreoys ail n dsiucpaptoer ta f or
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Overalll, t herefoxiest idimdé fomshVetyt epeii el @aedsi coaft ee

wi spread support forgliommdotcamt i eN eqrmssl figdsssa b § .

3 Thesefigures are not basedio Sy n o v agtablé which reperted unweitgld averags.
Instead, the numbers are based oromy calculations, taking the arithmetic mean of the country results
published by Synovat@007:9 10) to calculate the international averages.

4 These figures are not reported by GCF, but based on my ownatiog| taking the
arithmetic mean of the country results publisbgd5GCF(Global Challenges Foundation 2014)
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bdglonand adberno>s t hesecsdiunlg esn byped hridrost iatt utiit and
cosmopolitanism.

Besi chaég idbati ons t o schallasrolfy pdgeabdatftiiecsaIn a shi
First, fact owvi 8 tdseimoscty tagikyero#@sit e chyiilmmgui ry becau:
alwstohem t o undéeiroom, aradtdbeatxott enhtai di, v ez edst oagsupe
or oppose demoobati gosetomams emly grt utdhye icsu rtroep
ageesturpgiomti ssde | uteisdavhet her paanrd ifeosr gwhoibcah d
advog @ar o ppvosuiltdifob eistafgwytitoe p.urrths v d for pract.i
i nt @emmdtiorgant aasi shudy and ds iaeg epmigkseretutrge It h
onthe pwdceéiegi ti matciyt wtfi csrusc:h Wi il dka teegsdl pp b Ivioa
(or oppooeictuireent i nstitutionakrasat i pantamhanog,g @ f
my di sser hatwi orag fednomss a f dl @gacttttiep y @a u dirae (otri ng
under miménger cei vedl obeagli tg asa&iyh dobfw ewner | bef o
del vingreshhtes ahd i mbd i £ausd phnesgaenh cbeypt ual i zi n.

t heorpiendpdtig t udeaeibnagd al daecnyo. ¢
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2)Theor y:dulandiawini gl o & s | democracy
I n ¢hapgtceeiantheatd 0 t he bestgdotfh emyf ikrnsotw ! eexdp |

t heiogfeilta nrekwof or mo d e | i anrgd atpaidaad fp @ In heatt tcieamw d e s
achsiwib hestpoc gl obal,a demame waiyk t hadtl eshoulpdlbéd
attitudeasonand nacot hveerlAlfi tsleerfi € n &a n g ad ehprtsschoarlfe lom
democracy andi mast i ¢ eioteisdin fiy adafcdtt i t odegl obal
democnadsyeecion,d tphae t tihrsgetcdtrin@®so r i z e sb @ hhien dd rs weelr

attiBasemrd .t hi s my amleevaarsk ,f goMel sotw sppe cesludna b € y
undewypedd t i t udle sgl tobomdcy , ¢ @blic hl me dra t they have
considered the dpeao rbsuits tweonutp deotateitvteul.d e Boh edkoe ist
atttuidieasy i md | ubeyp e e dtheloeen wi r on mend ad h f a@thma sent
peeNGOanmo!l i eriecsgwellap asle pe olpome.Thbeuptokemat e me
behi nduaihdawviidtudes can broadly be Amahteggdr i :
v a lrueel ateerds dofiewvgpd omhad y ldax ptlatautd etss,itimtmangol i t i c
tdorsgisde e mnpauntd out pat i mamtsiidmpart ghnet ,deis.ier.e tf
greatudparct i civpoartlido npuidini t hies be h e e peoctte nvteinaels se f«
g obal institutions hanh gactbd r erg enidmiya tt tr samethea t i o
actiaomedsi bobgditipeepgkebbyddg@about gl obaandgover
feasibil it ycocnocnesrindenrghd ghiavdhibsal ceyy mpeopt ades ant e
weakly posoppbive e ha@lndriod i vsilaecotdowar dgadrnsda gl oba
dematrzaufbdbnecient hemmayshaffepsbpong enough
political Tao/psod chieesn cserst e xlpd afr edt Whapheosetic
framewoskedtiigpltbel ow and further el aveoweg ated
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lguestiexmspgrneg tthedarn inlgsnpol Olyi v ehldjugedasoni ng, fo
by sithpgdyparticipant commeneihsairveygt pedmijedsi a
topiGllassim 2019; Ghassi m anAr cPhaiubddi gCa®Ia@nr a G
202a0nNdekgmitnhienhgavi ot esf epseyoexpeerei mentve of t
st uTdhyu s , patterns obserhvaevde pilend pgreenl e rivait eea enge, W i |
e. g. regarding the driversdembcr aady ,vi whakh a
i ncor pnotroatneyd tiheor et isc awa yf,r a medwo rnko.t slj ra lstd uitma k
peopl edbs hlmbtth evre st Lersetepienr immye ntlsd ovdin <thi twwtue an
t obown approach; | iadmsso dma sge arpyl eadss tompnr st a
motivations, ahboepypmempdbaghngs wel |l

Thead i n this chapteatiwme hfbdl tpwasm@issied al
i n subsequenmhtyg odeheaypotnedr st h e isscsoeprg alat di t o moyyaddante @
t hfei r st expl oran ogly odfeameoomea vacryk atttsiedl fdbke ol etnidc
expansrehi aedenemi ri cal ,iehvaatleuratcihoanpt er s of t
and in fultoréepssiud] e€hapters oFevecahlpughpsd
empiriablbédiefeavs psathtat fdreatrinvee present framewor

i nt er rbedtavtieream sy i duabcgaopaat dietmudes and peopl

That wdy polsitti cal paretnveenmaasntaalp oisrsfi Ibd een cseo
atitudes, as weéehteasi pespie@ds heottiomgrenxtde o f
assess dhalwl podonsequenti al public preference

Tepresdmtpt er i s swshluedgium ey adeffiomnilaofg t he
Aatt iatnidd e ©od al od efnoorc rtahcey p u rITphes e exft etghpied t hteu d
nat ur eviadfuailndaitti tudes on gl obal( deMmdxg saicyalb:
study -aotfutdfetiescdh heor i zcee,t hceo nesxiisstteenncy, val ence,

attimnaddes | &i ngness tTohfaiaskaec tpiodn tdicsadiuwsasaetsi omo

Pag®#40



Who on earth wa gitasn dg |whb DPhitlh ebsyi sFar sa

of individual agt obaddesdiefaracdnyg eatcg ma trcisecs hisnafsl u e n

genandaeeeinovi r onmentoalprfoxetman e movawebamreferr i

interesemndingomas | i ke polietaiscdli | kngwhedgefan

21)Cor e cantdeipttusdes and gl obal democracy
Before deelvhegdiandcusbsi amantotudesi wi tdbhares

democracy, tathild sbhest itcdhhre e&sety 4atewienso dfl orb amy i

democbLamheg by conceptual ithiengra&tsteintt u dsd sudfyorb

psycholemginsatls woS&ksi lobgyi amtasScwelnlceas recer

t he fliretledr odt i oA |l a tRteyl tabkel dodnmead as an Aeval uat i

cognitions ancaedafifne ated ae X (@@ atreom caamOdlo@PRjr3d4cstl)d n

Psyclological studies generally dwt differentiate between the formation of and changes in

ati t ude s, as 0 ne worefinemenis of exising ones\amd Isincésibdsumedn

that the processes leadito attitudinal formation andhange are equilent( Drkuma n an d

Lupia 2000Di Bé&k hAandnipartant idea in the backgund of my inquiry is

the concept of sociological legitimagghich goes back to the seminal workWgber( 1 9 6 8

[ 1 9 22dological legitimacyin our contextrefers to the level gbublic acceptance of the

exercise of authority by @olitical regime?® Delving more deeply into the partieulkind of

sociological legitimacyrelating to political institutions Easton( 46 5,  differénfiates

betweenfis p e c antlfi @ i0f fegimeesoppd, i.e. referring either to viewslirected at

certain policies or at the réme as a wholeWith regard to global governance institutions,

various scholars have recently drawntbes classics taeconceptualizéegitimacyin the

context of global goveanceas the popular belief that an international gani zati onés ¢

*Thismustoe di stinguished fr om dénotess nrad dohjeetivél £ g i t i I
conformity with certairstandards of governan¢Buchanan and &hane 2006)
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of authority is appropriatéDe | | mut h, Schgl 2&19andalTablbeg an
However, their workbegsthe question: What aboytotentialgloba governance institutions?
Do peoplehave attitudes on such proposalsha first place? The present study builds an th
works cited above to explerthis question.

In studying individual attitudes toward global demamy, | assume that people can
form views on hypothetical institutions ia similar fashion as they develeoigws on existing
institutions, especially if sin hypothetical institutionslosely reflect exint phenomena. For
example, Chinese activists mayrdefully conceive of andargue for \Wskrnstyle
parliamentary democracin China, even though their counthas arguably never been
democratic throughouts history. The idea of a Giese democracy mayonetheless be
supported or opposed by both Chinegezens (who would stand to be ditly affected by
such a transformatn of their country) and people armithe world (who would not be as
directly affeted, at least under the assution that Chinesdoreign policy is largely
independent from the county 6 s domestic pnoa sintilar daghlion,theet r uct u
assumptiorthat people worldwide can form casignt attitudes on global democracy seems
justified T especiallywith respet to my conceptuatation in the present study, as the
envisioned instutions constitute relatively strditforward transfers of weknown
governance arrangements from the dotice® the global level. Let me elaborate dgfining
theconceptoff | oleanocd acyt hbeseuof the present inquir

Numerous awthemptbdvdo caotfgdobiatze dem® c v

proposa&l sliiteepd.urBill er 2010r;, Danndg w®ahrhei dBeli
Archi baeimg-Ar, c Kiobugi , a n dS chMhaorl cthee t2t0il1 420 IK28y);per 2 (
Al | of these schemad i emat kimmdaoyepgpommd b Idy mi

call ed GAf r ecdhei rbaul goi et fawo.r | @ 0 1gRo)el A rtrdn D ©

AcometiohO®l hgtvérth neotel al 0of 2 @1 )b al deéemecr ac)
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classificatory@84dhtelmes ododchmwtéit @easpaofimi ndma
statedo and diecnooscnpapcotan t 2 Wwh 6 rt h ot hhearv ea uttrheoart e
separates(sategbsebe Kulyhpeemptr2e1 iXdy f ocu®fks on
course, there ar e avlard eonuosc roatthi ecmapiri dopdosscaal f se gwhoi

as fnint er g(odeéerdng nefindteal |iOKeuryapteire @2p0olsSt)mp8eh alot e

N

014 )Hkovvers, stttuidy concentahklty st loen hwihsatt o riisc aalrlgy
antdh eioc antolsyt consequwdntpirolpotsyap ©or gl obal den
Gl obal democraopgalinstitsSorcmnmaynind i deaftiume
worl dior dvhoilcihcigs on gl obeal c hiasnsguee,s woirkled cploi
i nternatiitoynawowslead umul tmi matde | byy bteh edewcerrl doés c
democratic inesbatutlieovmrd . aflih dthietd golnbad pasites @ i 6
envi mborsgovernment aand ht h ¢|Dolnagtw ebrfet vhle hent  a |
Mor eover, t h@max o micsedi pniciteo ni ti st teems e e BSkhepsuldd
democraecer tiossuescotheghomatnt sA200604b8B8Y8B) Cab
Caney, nEi Hatbeir mas, Hel dRe eMdar cahnedt t Wed nBsgygarree
codeired advocat esomdl issutc hmoad ed o noéfK ugylpobOalls ; d e r
Zsrn ZoOh&leptualizing globalcodameporladyni watlt
presenwtrgsbbdyt anaunsgtostt egttbl i ¢ atti Thiatesi s n it

people are fousdrbogsuppoonasfichwebmbay dexmpec

® While constitutionalist global democracy advocates have had notable practical success in
recent decades, ewith the establishment of the International CnaliCourt(Struett 2008)one may
argue that NGOsainanding access to specific internatianstitutions in the name ofeinocracyhave
constituted the politically most consequential global demoeraleyed activism in recent years. My
focus on constituticalist proposals here is not meant to judge whiold of proposals haveractically
beenthe most consequential. Insteady choce to concentrate on constitutionalist proposals is due to
their historical prominence and thefreoretical transformative pa@ntial. |1 thank Mathias Koenig
Archibugi for hiscomments on this point.
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endor se Aweaker o gl olaal weé o c(rparceys wimedd i ¢ s aal s
proposal s) .

Two itnisanmdwnted eof const mbotrtmodall® séespgpéobal
salienthefidsesal gfi ggtoibtalt iebestouvah as a wor |l ¢
the proptorsmigeof gl obalondodwker naanwaertiftdnnsg 6 W eirt i r
academic debat e,prtohpeo smad s tf opr ogniionbeashd deel & cnt oar a
series of Faldtki a(n®% 9S%,r alus®BOh e 2t0Wo0 aut hor s sug:t
of a global wauwul d amempt e svéam tcdnt encet lwo rd nddd ga pcp rt a
in prtdpan to popul atgi arhesipzreisn,ci tph les fadki per
institutional bdalandesevcvapaamde,glwhich has thus
t heor atnicdell eprof foneselesntBymmehe2@b®eolLei ne
2018)The secondofsatomeati teteimemyatmpsods agll obias ol
tansf esavienrgei gnti es ttoutswmmsantao i omal poinst i of
goveemtm whi ch woel dobepaesponsiabl gl obal i ssuce

recentesxafmpduch a prDpda@BHBWIEDOIiand vtahnecf esdp hbeyi t

earelr gener-&Wiwi bnadcfegass el | 1 9aLA6c)El nstfeomn t
cr eat igdnodmafle ran ment |, primari |l yritokscomaged kye
W e arnpso. Most gl obal democracy model sstobohufi an

el ement s awodtehgH®In® s1995, 200200Bpggabrena,; :
Mar chet.ti 2008)
It irst hwohi | e tpa bil owea sntiioghatoen t hese el ement

j oi nlthley.e vareal se easons ¢éosseafhi pol iFtiircsal, ipmrt

" As elaboratedn footnotel, some scholaradwcatng global democracy explicitly rejea
world state nonetheles$eaving significant overlap and agreement between global democracy and
world governnent/statgoroponents
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democratiwhat hem nataine mialteinadn alo occurersddquent
Si mul t abwerecaps | ynt egr ati on comnsWhitlud eisn ke istau ti ie
European Councihlawwengu iCroemdmissisgminié cpast poeead
Eur opeiaaameélratr lhas only in reegents te@nt Dodakirne c
thereby arguably |l eading to aamr B(d@iarhi daemio c
Borg&n 2A0sls6u)mi n g otcheasts etshe fprgl o bmalc rian we @it d toino n
al so occur asteqauleln)t,n gilittnw es(sitifing atigutihe expect ec
for such pr owpwanged hree fgdromsal a pwlod itche Fwar ledkésm
be nsoupeportive of rermati oeni of amt gl @ btah ®@pa@ag!l i am
recommendaqpltdmgpel oni cal i ssues | i ke peace and
pl agcree at er emphasitggaeam elsdimdll i gobweghé&sate ciom:

effectivelay tiscshkiless dlike cli masecbohaoibeeders

by democratically elected representatives or
Second, i rewedteidgatpirred eptelhmeecss fWietrke nrte d aergd
exetci ve instituteldoysalt eelesme mtgs f 0ep qn &t eir ea It

advocampwr geuwt |l y pursue diverging strladg etgh e s
Campaign for arAsN eP{d2l dyh Zapne a d vhoec ad setda btl i s h me
transnactonal ehstitutiopagkesr Fpeasdat atojge a@lp
greater emphasi sasotnr otnlye saumpe athiadnsecwénb abf ghn
201 @pc;h Gl obal Chall engdduBouedat broenm@d s évaiptl h
respect toofda hwormplrbpparli ameet nmeamdt as g arbatl e |
al luoswo gauge which of Y hpreéapth# g r@e@@Essmipsuer s u
to be more effective I n mustering public sup

Last blug asnditi ghtl yi sitmmpvodrat aantte s upport and

cocrerning fully a@abndembaotaopamosdgel gltohb .tehe se
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|l egi sl atmako ehement of a gl obal parl i ament
government. Thipsesi scanstrieguenobhglypstdeal abdl a.
t he moesgu ecnotnisal proposal (pampaamdnt tlmyyiogbye
it s)el fHence, theiapdti oteed] semotsdacpobobar et nhtirsa tdel s
t he ceodmbrisnt i t uti onall idsdmad adreaac yofi machgelmoibreg n & av «
gl obal governmentt dwurenetcd | e dlvae b eaenedn elx e c
institutional el ement sdeéemoctrhaec itelse o rwe amaly pe
coefl ati ons bet weuedne si ntdoiwairddu at heatrtldi¢eaarme naf aan
government , S e plahraatt eil sy, awehdi @ jleo igmhtelgy®od r eas on:
that certain peopdeswpmudrdt bae gnloelsdhiprnw aare | gtlaorbe:
governmeht, bfyorn temrstancecgt oyleomdll dvemamarya ceyx
endor semshhtatthut i andi pepwpr awkillye gl obal democr a
to rejetcitt btoitdingd nisndiivhisdual |y as wel | as jo
22)Nat ure of gl otbtailtavdddersact a oy s a
Beforengheotent i al dri ver sacof viiredvisv,i du afli
tota&blish the nature of suclHil8Eéohcegdgesofl fin
attitludaga,e t hateumarw gltadqgeided ebisavon gl 6bal d e
once fiarlsmmge&loynsi stent. @BlAIed opn nexins tdiarscgh , |
peopletavel poowalidnednstituti onakabs, gbabaltl
weaklly tshoen argue that many peopledelattivel g
| o-vo st poln h@glcabalacdéemocr aedy (i nthetels dstg mtomag ep
pebeds attitudes ar et,akdrebanph ac tldiakrealtsiumddh eams nae

or voting fofskieplipr @)yt i cal party
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221)Exi st encied wal iantdtiivt udes on gl obal democ

Let me begin by outl iemicreg oniy winhdecosdeyl e@re t
attitudes with rcesagaycthitso sgelmo méall fedlamad us eis 0
Conveldl9@ods fotrttbvehsiabnyetman¥yl peapl al dohe
hol dattthiet udes t haveyhesy eaxp(rlE0A0aielystEsr t hat t
statedr befanndafid uales 0t opa snitohnesy whe lcah¢ gproen dneontt sh
in any meaninngffdle7 vagd8iCroautcéca | Wh -a nwhhbiltaec k
modoelof public opihion bDh whecpopokapeon has
beliefs on jeaecpgarmaitawlrgr wsuldaet itohne hraess tc oonfip |teht:
attudes on thepsamasqgwéasthonwnraruyr.veeayn d comlsyu rfvrec
applieselthie @amoduestion on gowuer nmertiale emart
Amercans bet weemiel @ % @iaans dia bofl ltbilhieed & Ic hrast t he da
very wel le omaesntnsa noyn rt h e ppoasnetli osnwiotnc hplaiihde iqru e s
po.l |After excl udi nui nteheatptoistsu doisn d lit ye hoal pgyee ni ”C
concl udehse tlhaaatge part rodndohne fslauncptl uea teirlenrse i r
SUppoebksleyr ved mu et slkavtdintemdes @s Whitl ei e uds s
how hi-s nwHiatodd e | perf or ms owshiehg ergesgtairodn st, he
i ncdat e i n passi nagbltyh amha ntyh asr hga ddertsseheapfe Idgbr b | ac k .
white) pecthtoesnost antet ipteuodpelse 0 sir.eel.a wtiheaih vs ob ¢
rathehan comploert eelnyt icrdefsyin srteaensdtibml OHeQ: plsi7ed ul | vy
chse to i || u-antdrw haittee hmededl awikt h respect t o
government &@lgumat keh beeanwes et oi tsuicsh wiotnhp | reexf
shhj ect s -dthtaitt idheosn®d t b e G adewnenr s e WOs7dOo |1i7t4di)c s on

such compyl eax emo lwiher e mauwnma pleyo pHactl tdivdfwridogns @ r? e s
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Whimaeny acadleenlii evedtfher pdddadcedhatdhat ttl e
interest in wokrydopiohi omncaeretmésiusclhh a sh ast h ipfetoepd
nownsee hold rathegl cbak i gAfl &dati rcsai,nedwssiBlodrng v a @
(198%8%ked whether i t didenitnidaele dc atnrdui ed dttbldast fipra
audi ence od emhigoaartttédse v f t hei rt oelfeocrteoirgan pcoalmpcayi ¢
argad phhdtit iadnudienst errenlaavwigoomnaslavai | abl e and coghn
t hat theeipwddicl paenrcdi éésiprieakesabet eviagreys pon
i ssues in retbat ehesti 089 |ce asn d/fofedt cehibchh et p
1989)Si miil lae | i, Cc wWé@B&ir ps t hat th[ccduntirzieenss drne
i nf ornmegdl colea 10 amslu fundealsda mmamwpi iye laantbe drequ e s
al so Tiabragsueeds on eal e eamnt witothatlr apmaknli imcn f or ei gn |
i s generally quitei stabl Whi lceo htehmeniadganadimad la
a hypothetilal peo®pGeadtienlis’d @sudey afreell y wi t hin
wao lpdl i t i csnmalyhws,k: To what extementds sBegar o
t he exi sae@&micreglfould rmptutbi t udecss oanp pwor Itdo pvoileiwsi
democracy as well ? Atsemdateire $haise mitgit ¢ sbteeiteanm cau is
the ti met bihd wond infg t esenasiss udgr t he pr

From t he fhriessteonrthiocafndpupbc our s enean waordl dgl @d
democlthedyuaow®xpectati onsxitncdgesgr dpiunbgl itcheat ti tud
isswdirst, most people currentlInyevdea nmncootn sh advea ¢
i dea df dgelmonBcercaocnyd., i n psruiensc iaprlee ,a cscuecshsiiibsl e t
possibly even mosWWItlh ahne ydduaryi. n goettdhseeppeli anli sr @
by one, after brieflyg aboapithbeéahitahgeo rggll cabaadln

dmocracy debate
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Dur itrhgedtmie ntcieemttury wor |l d g o(vGarbnrneernat 2fi0hle0y
debatoauthealproposafowvér mmegntobwmer e repowbltiedl! vy
di scour se. Schol arpi haveatnwrn ed tdhde a tnredddy w@e ntt i

A[t] hroughout t mMpo&9#40FPt dthe dvhteo Unda atktideger i od

radi o, or watch newsreels awdr mmeWeteos s.o 2t0O)
Mooeer, publicednabusesasmheewaoch!| d,j ndotvii datail 1
ili ke HRilrstrai n, Bertbd@adamiRasseeéel | asdsAbres

citizemel tadteijdmapwel m@md express stewsgWyt hef es
t o exinstteirmgat i onal UONgBari aztattda o2nM4A;] kG lit dtheema 22D
Nonet el en0d ,élde aibdgvleeodoaii eernmntm soon di sappeared
Curtain, only to reemerfal li nofal the ev Alehileleiars & f
constitwayonahbistit i secohbeptheavlliyzecdoi med c
demoyo alcear s nmab Isatnocoepg evé ®@s notions of a dem
However, si nc@o ltdc eWasguhcdnd @ no ¢ihdeebayeer i mar i |y be
di scussed i n scchiorlcalrelsy, arnadt haeat itvhiasnt amodt i v at
wi despr eladdesdoadise tdau rr-WWigl they doaoys.t Fromt hédi s b
gl obal démdaecedawexepct at iloeasncoef froeé t he presen

First, sigtebahedemocemicy delate kas tleargd
oscheland activists, most citizens have pro
pesumably neavweorutt hasgeh®fi tc i s entirely poss
noneshetlevel op such i deashhbeyr t & ednsaipaetidiedfn Es p
when i deas, goods, and pegdmlineed sepss eenmbdl ienvge rw of r:
goveemtm ordeglco maaly gamdetl y-Aset thed andn may ua varne
to some. Nsounsept ehoedl j ebshsa, t | evo r ddicewpheaovpel enever cons

idea of gl alalcodhem@ed rudashy szeends eh,e rngo snto tp emoapvl ee fAinm:
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attitfiude.s ounsitoanb Igd owiad W al te momadya engoct e Vhealvegp ed an
at t iat ugdeetl

Secontdhecagsd ent of the world government he
coul d be neottiovpmitce stalpaetls i d@d gls sdelmt i s, the is
accessibbétad thasae bof <citizeostidhi beagaguafehy
gl obal gover nan(cZersn i pBil rirdEdn mc,ih aaanid oEXd@KIeh at Z ¢ r n
i s, i Esitshei & htrrnuaehli ohatst i nuei ons have beco
contemporary (p2o¢grin,i2c0ai8r)eo pmmde ecsfr esfuch 1 nstitu
potenti al Imasismets eMoarsevotchreemi ng ntheart e ptu bilsmn cs uch
deplesn in part on the | evéalk o0OfFfopdl| sbcglaead@aalo mp
democraeymaebbeaw®@maddyter decades of eisncr eas
|l ndeed, (AMD@hithgdt ed t batirmhpt omgh teldas devel opr
genui ne Bdadgiinmuibdreg .1i9m 0 &, there werel isiigoaf i
educatengaegmatch i n Western denfoblcarlatcoi.ne sRioaomodd f e r &
eveimactéor diyagstutmptabiomaeny peopbée ydhwd dentilews o
gl obal democracy (dersaiudseh dhegk a vteomdemeyeire v e
peopdreesumambyeevtv banp odddWliln ggglbokbearIn me ¢ ohhleg day
anwoufiadr mpani on whemuitnfsaurstasc r @lp ga.d vtohbrgawy g h
NGOsr stlddieenten t hi s s ensuendelv edktotpistduant hgdto b a
democr acynaypwhiecniie agiiyt e consi2st2e Bdr  smec Semd
preval enttleédt iaambhubhadeso. However, i f t he exp
Sect2i.®2n 3)arkeelloaw gel vy not borne out, i . e. I f
i nconsiwst ednd bgvli edemocracy,ddnhlae¢atsewd abyi codes

respect adqaetimufdast non
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222)Vahee of individual attitudes on gl obal

| f t he pirsopastbpiemdai mdgftult udes on gl obal
(pot enetditoinlmpay woWhlaedarr:eeop!l ¢edis Bhi$ regard?
technically speaki nugal swhaatt awahl eenoc et hdeo iidnedai voi
in other woedpecwwopkdple to be rather in fa
nowayBr?2awiomg survey dat,f rafmarriecuesntc oyuenat r i es,
proposal s, usiomg wao ir lidieedguacnet egxupeescttiat i ons abou
people worl dwide attach t Adsnprtoepdo d dalesoirfyamr ogdglL
c hpa er , surveys coBn@an d it dileadb aly Cthtad | Bnges F
particul ar, athe & hb evibavrmee rc20hW& i n countries ra
Sweden t o t h(eGlUWnbietSecda nS t2a0t0ebs; S ylnloevnagt ees 2F0o0u7n; d &
2014, 2017b; ComRes and Gl obsahlo wChanhlalte nmgajso !
worl dwi de ar e genadrearalty ci mprfopwaesral cli rsuichb als
a world parliament and a pBaweerdf udn stulpesaen ag u
suspect that majorities around the world sup
as well, ng.prhegosdli niof a gvimabdgpaméntment a

Al t heu g Bstuirnvgeys do noteidierhe cctolnys ta d durtd sosn atl
democracy as conceptualized here, the tria
worl dwi de mayoBlsecih a combegisattiiovre aafn dv aerxieccwst
democracy pr oMho d &IB€ hao Bweolw .wi despread suppo
gl obal democratic proposal s, the surveys of
Suppo sfuoprr anati onal e Mgcuteised g e amtgh it atmagmr i t
worl dwi de wo wlld cazuappyo s gainglitnét r i gui ng contr ast
emphasis on the worl-wwngle matiuo gaainicged @ouh a utih

(Norri sl eahn2add Lt Bihlgn cdhgedpectsemgeomt eri ntuitive S
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cont empwtr ao Apiotpaurliiaseth Ibvhawikde suggests, on the
democratic pidpasisgbteh iawguwl ¢ at her | w ppadyanrti i n
across tThheuswo naivde.rmm at i opa@lliitsitci ans and parti e
wor |l diws eiesonabl e tcossnogpwespatmalas such as a w
and gl obal government wouwlrd Hridsseiitsv ei nsd egend fw hce
| muts saure myeaxtpect Bt rmhy r ooyreas wintds adhe . ne x t
paaddr esse(Ssedi 3e Gtoiadad n

Mor eover, as noted 1 nwdlhlest iiemdgir csduur cvteoyrsy wo
i Nt endpddr et tvlee sdibiehi nd peopl ebds vileiws .s ulpnpdoer et
of gl obal democratic proposals cannot ,be pro
lsuspect t hat p epmpd regdlism lgad t i dveenso cfraarctys shnrew ar e
prewentoif a thwhdchwowhsd wpwaespmabldy i vee pehnao
vi edwsrt hg -WwWalsytl opaVver nmenRurhtehyedraynhel ®2w,3()bee S
del ve more deeply icbot e mhpo patstgiittpalvbsd radic igvli eorbsa

democracy

223) Consi stency of individual attitudes on
Il n this section, I theorize thagenéendl vy d
constent in that people are mostly capable o

My t heory t hucse nrtersaplo ncdhsa Itloe nghkO p@iscedd t bhya t C amawne
political attitudes exmpmrdsdMomelygspreiChbawgar égr
claims that many people do not trul yolhdldd t h
haventtalke opposite st ancsbte bwittainmita qgaa éelssi pir by a Ipic
to the | ack of intertempor alCosntvaebo sl e ltud e sn tmnh

many individual s6 expresved sp adyiet iaaorttad ailund epsuodt
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which are void of me ariomgephathiciomaede St eowgr
democr abycsruistienrg on of intertemporal stabilit:!

Il n contrast to Conver sieabos tshteu doye s ttefioefr emyi s
noang It édyacto)nt ai ni ng quest i oHhassweovne rg, | otbhails ddeoneosc
t hatconte meaamedodf atti tudi nal consishtoemncyfudgd
standard set byl Cwowled bat gomjc efpadoutata it zi t ude
consiissuprecY boenet oused bygAC€onhhiensese bel ow, ther e

with Coeovrecsespet wdltitziattuidonm aldmgyo rsd iugitye ragd yns d ro

these shortcomings i nudetsowao mtegddochr@dit yidned i v i
begin with Converseobds <criterion of i ntert el
consi sntemelyt ichrasssesonabnakys in 2014, 2017, al

Chall enges Foundatdvbdodveea ykesdienptt mphsgy worlt heir
toward the establishment of a supranati onal
deci simesmelsatiinngrtnati onal security, world po
(Gl obal Chall enges Foundation 2014, 2017b;
2018)Whil e there was some variation in attitu
roundottdpo(sspetllyy due to differences in wor
attitudinal changes), the international aver
poll to poll, standing att 7/01 Red8rcsepentt tiimelR Q14
Fi g2 @p5Bi g2t €p5,Bi ga2pe 55 Overall, the result s
ofr el athigél yi nt ert eempar alhiust EbnV etoypsdsSoboEOICHMS,

peopleds attitudes toward gl ®bal democratic

8 Of course, oneauld counteri in accordance with Convere @870)fi b | -andwh i t e o
modeli that such high interteporal sability may also b possible if one part of the populatibad
completey stable positions while the other part maingginentirely arbitrary views. However, as
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I n oofdert her s ubsitsatnetnicayt eo ft hpe ocpolnesés at t i
democratic proposal s, Conovempledme mtsasreys sanemrIt o ¢
attitudinal stability would be t6Gi ten amigelil
var i ations i n woersd,i ngs d ctomeat rfireas covered,
Foundationds survegyesmay beiaogshchéen tde & oal e
there are only a few cdmpapabteldsbawogyms Ben pm
by the wBeB/&r ,Hdan contrast to the Global Chal/l
referread BSoprnamakxeontive institutions, t he
|l egislative pdopecal | =ice & oims otf hel eUN,gGeEher al
establishment of a UN Parliament nexti ttho t he
proportionabndephesenght {({ GbopasSsami 2O0OHBg ISyw
Gi vemditfhfeer ent s ub stthaen tBB/G rfeoscuulstess ar e t hus 1
t he GIl obal Chal |l ewxgehsi |eo utphdedotidsBo& . U NMoRaerdl i a me
direct elections of UNhoGeackradp@Acerstetmbbg guided e
t hGd obal Ckhoad rl deastgiemnedfss gUB €pl;Bi gl T €p5)0, BtBICe
podth a gl ommtavli t ha mplriogproe tiicom adi spelpayeed ndtartong
di fferent natHiognapl e pd)2.b | Gicwen steke scarcity of
tamgul at ifdre,ntt heempdhiases!| iod @wianilam!| datpaab and
results of lexinytoitng sswmrbMays$h, the consi stency
democracy based on extant polls alone.

I n additi on stadbd o v baer daymporroea ctheel | i ngd yt hwei t h

consistency ofatndigi demplmeaiyn ta sikd etei mérat e xt

Converse himself implies, attitudinal consistency usually comes in shades of grayhathiack and
white. Ithank Mathias Koenighrchibugi for hiscomments on tli point.
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attitudeéeranaé.l yF ocro htelrlidsn agvu eont (Coodngvdedirismeth i s
time on his work regarexpgcatdrtdepdendemanise s
vi ews that fcorhmbpht ef ofy at em. Converlse =esp
i mportance of educaites oar é ngédnesr aklgpymemrt et ch@an
citizens in tHeirmreadasdnsft aytstednscati on i s wh
and make connections betwedncabseptacts anh s
and athei s©ime.l aSiimme hd pso ares noedwevatdedtpdonpl
attitudes are also |l ess consistent. For exam
an ideol ogi cadéd yc ocronheecrteinntg actot mfblue i eofnoeaye t h  a't
deducé hehantorsed ctiltiinzkeinhgtr eéfhvaotele duecsat etdh e
cohetrteemitr views would be on average.

I n this veinhh tespatentogdo edls madg mdver ac
deemeodhsi st ent ihttfh et haeryg uameingma od fi v csh el ams sampag
opposition toThbkobadedémoogaagsumption is th
spend much of their émomer ddy nknadgr aealbatued gil ©4
coheveesti n thhot rppgartgduand asp g iyt ihamanw e presu
to defend their views in the face of the be:
much as.Tpheegeejfltoiret e t h@aendreavlebs orbth &ttt bmyat 6§ bud)
focusesypooeflibwdati on about gl diRali veéemho oma dyh.e
democr acyt hidee éoldPtlogl iitnn cal Theory and I nternatic
that are typically asatotcuce ,diiwwedrt ddrdktad de
to whhehviews of citizens align with such e
peopleds attitudes on Ilgwboabdlteldepmettd e yviae ws

of el i telsodswlchsaaelgol ars and activists.
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Of course, there are many arguments in su
but not al | pro and contra argumentsitare ul
respectivel y. For I nmtwraaacye , adnwho d &t ess@ mfe oachul so b

motives such as ovdrecagmi nRgo gweer ha2ddb 0RO heot yst s
procedurally motivated to enable the politic
making from the | peag¢g. tdeltShedigoadorplayl, Iwehvdle s
mai nly fear the preosapeat cofnspaluietni¢cea Ig fsv idRdalow ra
2001, 36} her s ncotnhcee nptortaetnet ioal t hreat of cul tur
democr aitNesagsh aounm. 2006 : 313)

To be sure, certain pro or contra gl obal
in the otlakBemwekhoampd peaomdayg support gWhiblaé de
ack nowlil etghge proglpeltdal ofedi stribution of wealth
constitute the wd@iClod d s)ewihbi&thtO@nm ba | majomrd c on
democrrppetgntessee Scheuer®ameazst fipgtymeer t ai of gl c
democracy (ien. gp.riintcs ppet ent i al for ensubutng i
still rej ecntegi hMtehdeadg e oo pviibhallgethacret 1795, Pogge
Howevexpect t hat such agreements between acf
exception rathé&€hat hias,ptehepa s sddrneagr a lhlay hol d or
arguments in favor of tohe posiatieonexhantt aey

than arguments for the opposing Vview.

90f course, it is theoretically possibthat the global democracy attitudes of people in one
Afcampo (e.g. advocates) are emnbbaldempcdaepldd® poee
for broadening political participain in global wlicy-making), but that people in this camp waul
di sagree with most other arguments supporting th
for world peace). Howeer, mypoint here is thatin general, advocates of global demamy would
support arguments in favor of global democrdcgndthat opponents would endorse arguments against
global democracy to a greater extent and with greater intensity than argunoéiie respectively
othercamp. | thank Mathias Koenrigrchibugifor his commets on this point.
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It herefore expect individuanas hwhad aotdtv cuptpe
posarnd which a&x paenrdt peaodtiitvicsatl t heorists cons
democraclgexpebkitl @weopl e who rpyemmaghypybiah deea
that are considered by expert gdemoacryae Icfo ntshisst

the ¢c¢dadherwspect to the attitudes of <citizen

seen as fAconstrainedo in a (di9fidlgasrot,heinaes t o
i ndi cat iewrenadfl yancoinnsti stent belief systemsmt | nc
t hanewadleuaft i ont ertempor al attitudi hhke baabr |
Convéd9a&0)yiomd ertempor al attitudinal stabil it

position that i s Thatl eids ,wistchmemunceh ctoammtmenp!.a u
vi ew ycevaars withooh abowmki hg wmw being abl e t
posifflinom.ontrast, the assessment apirnodpiovsieddu ahl edr
expressed attitudes are baclkwhdi cbhy ovnaer owas| de
average, rerxepleactte two tcho a particular stance. TI
st aboifl iatyt iapupdrecsa c ht hseu g gaet s teesdt ahbd e poetlid imgst § h @ d e
My pr oposedt haesrseef sosatketntitdr gat sacdo nas i gsitweticm@ oi nt
unl i ke Qqolmvaerps eobasc h whi c¢c h cepvvaelru attiense consi st er

Ovrdaypon devedxpaextnthadel eetatively consi :
gl obal democracy. The precedent -WWI ¢nacsksalpub
gover nment heyday, the rel atiemcenctonysdagsrtsengly

wi despregddbaglro democraanoyr g atpteiotpddkeswor | dwi de,

10 Throughout this dissertationn use female pronouns by default, unless the gender of an
individual | am referring to is male, in which case | use the ap@tepponouns. In orderat prevent
grammatical confusion, | dooih follow the @ntemporary trend of using thigkrson plural ppnouns
(e.g. Atheyo) as referring to an individual
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intertemporal stability of the GI obal Chall e
supranati onal organi trtaheynaliloandtiebatr phpdat
worl d are haedorawaydinkbéiproposal of a const
|l east potentially so, given that thedliaak esf
t hat mo s t peeod | e \hacnesaiddredveed yt he i delmye such
inclinatioanndev eplaospsea talbyo r a2z .e2C @i hnv eSfescetl pyg n i
exposure to the idea of gl obal democracy, i
corresponding arguments from the normative
attitudes toward globas$i g€ exntnrda tvig atlmaraessitny f a c
ableobhsi stently substantiate their support o
t heir vi ew,ndoountl yg uvaasriy bet ween arguments i n
be saadldd tcdoehmsti attalt udemoomagy.ob

224)Strength of individual attitudes on gl

Building on my expectations regarding th
i ndi wil dball democracy atti tsutdreesh,g pthboipsle kel ct i or
si mpd itfeirems, omaevweaayk einotpsaoinomg obal democr acy
attitudes may deppot thiev e oppossabad sFancsisiednu snle o v e

t hat molsav egeemgegveear d of or thought about the i

t he-Quoolsdt War di scourse has | argely been | i mit
lassume causal | i nk aignees abnedt weetetni tdtied iiesbashiotasteti roenr
one thinks about an issue, the-vetsangéheosedt
oneds view on an issue i s, the more one thir

nowadays lkawesi develthl tsloee teixgnaea@ders t o hol d r el :
attitudes on gl obal democracy after being ex

the first tivenei f Hooyexpaksiant yons in this cont
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The standar d apipamd ehp dnoaithithzeior i dii mal stre
envision a continuum from strong support to
and ambivalence in between. Wi th oreespepensdr
be strongly sdeaowbrivd gbvehement, while anc
such a proposal. Whether or not compl ete amt
position, and thus one thatal megati ®nt heasriaz a
amonglas e hweCe9 a0 gues for di ff eretnttiitaud enggdo ba
gennely ambival ent ats atededd Otphearn odncdrsi
exampl e, by a ADondt KnowoO response in sur Ve
compl ete attitiwdi mplerambional enrzeca ulb W evgpumigd d | €
2012)Thus, while there is no scholarly agree
analyze compl etel yneaantbtiivtalh ceend) aitn i t eedensi € for t
boad agreement on the bipolar di fferentiatd.
particular view, as wel/l as the existence of

oppostition.

11 Another way of establishing attitudinal strength may be by evaluatingxteat to which
people htd or support global @mocracy views oarguments as proposed by political theorists, i.e.
analyzing which proportion of such pro or contra global denacy vews is endorsed alongside
expressions of support or opposition regagdifobal democracy. Howeresuch an approach wiol
arguably equ® quantity with quality, and thereby miss the mark of evaluating attitudinal strength
which is a more qualitate thanquantitative concept. In other words, an individual may hold very
strorg views on attitudinal olkicts like global demwacy and yet nadubscribe intensely to many of the
arguments supporting her position. For instance, someone may be very edradeonthe threat of
cultural homogenization as a consequence of global detization, even though slimes not share
otherp e o0 p | e 6 ears sonaeraimggylobil tyranny or wealth redistribution. However, her concern
about cultural homogenization mag so pwerful that it leads her to strongly oppose proposals for
global demoacy, whereas a person wisanorebroadlyworried about wealth distribution and global
tyranny i but not intensely sd may reject ideas for global democracy more weakly.tiis
hypot heti cal exampl e il lustr at e sudes engglokmlbdenosrdty n g t
should at least nobtely be based oavaluating the extent to which arguments and views pro or contra
global democracy are shared. Indeed, as dgsml abee (seeSection2.2.2) sud an approach is
arguably more appropriate for addressing the co
| thank Ray Duch and Tom Hale for their comments in this context.
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225Wi Idrnenss to take politiagl action on gl
Attt desamecome politicall ycaupsepdeentoi dlaken
and the stronger individual atti{Kdesnack, an
Petty 1995Chak &glny 103 ; Ki ndersni2@lXgR @ 1 me Pet

begin by defining and concePadluiatliicza lngeares eeqgw

relate to the impact that actions takemg by i
more than just theoredewmet hihmkiwnd.l iRhygmtelseasr m
peopl ebs readiness to invest scarce resour c¢

pursuit of p,olbrnoadll ylodefditine dvegelshgar di fferent.i
| ooovo sthiagnkdso |l iatcitciaolns whi ch differ in terms o
require. E xcaonaptitess aorfe leoxwr essing oneds pol it
signing a peeketjiomromposhengt pokditaifcpall msme s s a
consi der scuocsht aacst st hhleoow do not require indivi
ot her scarce resources. | f people are will.i
commnhent somédotunot ivesims pPpimls certain politioc
broadly defi niegghostn aocochtoidast ,i nlst ance, donat
political cause, partici pati nigng na apoplkiottiecsatl,
categori zehisguecth baecctasusae t hey require peopl e
|l i ke time, money, or a ballot. Given peopl ebd
etc. ), lToax pegt igt ivaedili pald uvsiedeu arhasr eak B i -koesity t o
action -¢d dhsaatn dd¢ tgiho n .

Agai n, referring backWWiadltobheVvVpr amedenthey
hi story has demonstr-bhaeeddtpmebipbiecapoabi hlog .
wi despread wi l | iponlgintecstsabm dm kel achoaslt ldye mocr ac

rel eNv@Ghst | i ke the Worl d maegeomlle sdi dMoivie meme |,
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WWI ( Bart a ))20T0Me worl dwi de campaigns for the |
and the Responsibility to Protect (R2P) in t
of such nmwhvierhe ndirseew i n part on pub,l iaghshuoppor
thewgre mainly driven by NGOs i n (SaBder7t; wi t
Struett 2008; Bel lLlamyg @0 &adanl e egmitse 2per@dsjketnd
ongl obal deanmwccaaygeptiupalt i medhialhaceeri zed by
di scussions apnrdofridleataicvtellvyi ald o Wwaifitf ioarats s, mroa te hmes
This tiesmyexpweltalbtoweemiser ni ng the strength of
gl obal demoer atpfl &2t dmosntotpenamave very strong at
It seems reasonapledbi wghssemeéot hat pesopo:

wi fdand indeed pdattatbudioalsetdrienwgth. That i

on awegn giissue are, the more |ikely one is to
pree$ «oénte his means that the stronger indivi
more | ikel ygosmalyitsi ¢@l t ad&®ipgn siint isounp ptoor tg | cofb ac

S nteypothesi zed above that |dcembccyp @aorpel endst au
str bemxgpect that most people would not be wil
gl obal democrati zatilomi tddnétnbelammcses ®©F i ndi
political action magt belh,poilfi tt ball yaf Eensem

di stributions (as $subthbhCodygkcErsegd 1 h @hapt

i s notel yosistsiowi ated with individual willing
t hen my nexnp aaditmnasteixa 1 s not borne out. That I
political action is not associatedcwnthr hihe:
gl obal democracy, then the supposelbehlaivnkrbet

does not seem to exist with respect to gl oba
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Fi nalhd yrreltati onship between attitudinal S
|l eky vardes$ferent contexts. For instance, as
ohttstadea particular issue, their willingne
di verging political culttruireess. ilnn tthhea rp rreseretc
t hat while an individuald wheantoycsri Bt congltyyop
willing to participate in a street protest

equally strondbugl oipposednt myi Bi may only be
| oawvost acti on ofg aamtomeytmoaugsaliyn ssti gtnhie i dea of &
t he political culture of her country accep
circuen&Namet hel es $e x percita ntelmaatg eqgi v e nippeoolpiltei ¢ al
are nmnkekrpalte®e political action, the stronger |
including global democracy.
23)Dr i veglso boafl da&tmoictr adcgs oanrsd a

How do individual attitudes on gl obal den
var nian ivimhheence and strength of peopl ebosn attit
gl obal ®emMbsr aeyxtion exploreant hehaomgataibd gl
influencing individual g | dFb & ) di df ef nieoacer eat cbye t ant et ei
geneatnidco eeinov i r o Mfmaentoals as the two principal
influences on peopledoimpotbtl udcag ahoseuded a
democr &Scyyo ntdheori ze i ndval dasshaei hwwer engai 1 & @t

proxi mate motives for persndnalctThiotsdll yv,delmoa

12This example illustrates potential linkages betwegstesnatic infuences (e.g. here, home
countries), attitudes, and actions on global democracy (see S2&)on
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primary condarn iiomdinwi dwalt oglsobal democracy a
of gl obal goveanamdeoddanld dceormoscirdaecry 6s f easi bi |
|l do not claim that all factors outlined

peopl ebs a@lcoyb aalt td e modcers vaintdh hagc tsicoonpse; onfo rt hies pi
to empirieealyl ya sapsds edsttsii ea It hemimbwaghk substant
subjected to empirical tl exssthiemgsieayisd ualbhsee qgu eorutr
for exploring various aspect sand aimgdri eva sdeura |
t heoretical and nenghiibss evgediendtetahdpt ers del ve
interrelation bet weey 4dtntdiitvd daisalamd opalli tdieareo
extent to which s olvimeiodaallt gira)r tci oeusl d aa fsfoeccito i
in this respect, and to what extent peopl ebs
on t hbealr dydmocr(axege af H7adyualrelsse &r et i cal fr amewo
i FRi gl(rYand explicated in the foll owing.
23.1)Systematic i nfl uenenevsi:r oemmeentsti acl afnadc tsoo c
Lemebegin by briefly cogemeteifd ngnthe posey
attiturdegl deomdhacr acy. Il n recenvi wiednobkar it hwedeb
whet her and to what extent genebai cathpretgudes
Al ford, Funk, and Hyi bibighd iAB T 05 ;d, Smintdh ,Hi ®Xbli en
Al ford, Hat e mi |, Eaves. Whinlke swmah Ha bpr opgo i
i ntuiitmpvealwyoime! es,c hol &rse albthe shedledsuch as t wi
demonstrate t hetgaemmar eénatv ei nopna cotn etdlsa pel gt i c a
Hat emi |, Funk, Medl|l and, M& e sf h nSiilnbgesr g ,mpMayr ttihne
attitudes on gl obal d e mb t ubayn ypeatgopuhl ediaded lspo. b e

Whil e theoretically posgéebhédeiapdsi ofrigdingd
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in this regard olfi etshibse ysotnudd ytdhsen esotponprer aat t aq
soeinovi rohmewbabh arnet emoirned | ess controversi a

There ar e, o f p ocsossi mbekéaov i croounnnt el net sasl i nfl uenc
political attictopdeds vhewsdi agncer 8oago gl o
environment al i nfl uencesnf mnmaginmeamndeifmadiedi dasa
whet her from personal acquaintances (e. g. 1
personally (e.,g.l ceaeilrnbiwaddt ies ( eisssdmmpe aobfl yt he m
salient ones in the:carstreomtd opfe egrlso, b aNG Qlse, mopcorl
nati ons.

Parents and peers are among the most stud
inflauaueoosepeopl ebdbs political Vi ews. Whil e pa
individualeaathiyl thded {( Sanderson 2010: 186), \
1992; Harris 1995) hi ghlight the isgnmpafctl| affe
childhood and yout h, arguing that it Bs in t
t hadplpeedbs fundamental mor al nor mbke xapnedc twotrhladtv,
the context of gl obal d&cdmodmddweatcteidt bde v, emw
and peers. This influencer maegxehbree sdsi rsepcetc, i fei. g
gl obal democratic proposal s anudk ht haesr etbhye aifdfee:
attitudes; itohrg hiinsf Irheesmoedtico@eid td t hr ough t he st
or peers o0nmaat thiretsuatexs] etdoheadt he i dea of gl obal
concerning world poverty, climate change, or

Advocacy by NGOs conssdein?vesoamenhhal i mp
peopl eds polPol i tatsatlstttphoesniadte sSN&EOs ao® uhfidos mopc
avagnatr deo agent s( Yopfi ¢2l0olb2an o Wtawoklti iBe i N vari ous

fieglrdasnngi ng from Soci ol ogy t oi hPauvbel ifco uPnodl itchya tt
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and civil society movemenhtdhewi eke ¢e eppunblimoce a
opinion in both developing and d(eveslllompuetdh camn
Tall berifgr@am2060) i nfaBireulclhea,ngCar mi chHhaemhonandghenl
(DawWMiug dained, Gar ndtzt 20lt)nmde (DgreamaenjMatdt eao 2
t hper e ceomtt e x t NGOs | i ke Democracy Without B
Parl i amentary Assembly, as wel |t haesinthtrheel | \Wo r
organi zat i ocno n taernep aulraes gnala iodfe ngol corba ¢ Y aapao gacy o
a UN Parliamentary Asdteamb| yBo2d led sl d2eOMed e avd ¥
Movemielnnstitute for .Gt bbhal eRpkctytBAafi8)NGOs
especisagllloyb atlh edsepneocci rf@ ccy eormet@igasitliyt ut e | mport ant

peopl ebs attit wddeos riaetyatl dtace gt hged oedbxatlent t hat

contact with them despite their | imited reac

Nati oonlailt i g al parties are a fr eqsuceenitd y s
environmental influence on thelciveil dpale nadtstaiht p
mobilizaficén Chepbel |l , Conversea,chMidalbert e aa red
t he eehée pm@mirw iessanatcui nfl uencing individual a

politicalamomgeatkserbEsur onietahr( Hpedlpiletcita®dlds de Vr
Stoeckel 2808; Kibncal , Mar.Wi nhh, ragdr @robalpe o |
d e mo catatciyt wdaerst i s arhamo lpirleisaantaibd rye fhfaedc tl iitnt |teh e

wortlhdus nhcaptol i t i eal wpalt dwibdlec | hya vdee yrioasti ctnil o &

gl obal denMooerbbgel ess, theorists consider pol
democr at Arzahii mwg i anaithde lthed0 1) cal i nterest
role of parties in global democrati zation,

theorize and empipoiscablepnvevahmaene alt hi eafl uer
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democracy at trigtreu ddeest aiil munc hsouf stehg use nstt ucdhya p(tseel

5 t hOo)ugh

Last but n esttiabbeesssda ci al |y peopilceoinss tah d md ec c
i mporstoeainovi ronment al i nfl uenhtciec aMi t dt trietsudeecst,
including proposals for gl obal democracy. T

home country may systemat i casltlayn caef,f edcitf fheerre npt
have distinct duwmlatlwreess airre whmpdhha sd eretda t o di f f
di st ianrtehieomiob eriadndiamiddual i sti c ori en-tvaits on o
t hmeore tradiotlileccalitvarsds prevalent(limghkt adleaEsa
Wel z el 2010;. TSuamdgc sl t20rla8Bl) dli €éver ehaes pbt ¢
stronagctismpon <citizensd politicalimaditvitddalsi s
societies may prierf ewhiac hp odiiftfiecradntc uMiteuwpeoi n't
are openly debated before any daesi i mmBEenseo0
col l ecti vi gptr ecfoeurn tameisrars lemayd | ess opmeakiyng onf
procCeuslst.ur al amidf oehemcesy st emat i ce vweay itahtu so nasl s
affect peoplebdbs views on global democracy.
One noteworthy aspect about othhe dreanowclirtad i
proposals is-naheoewai denariatoss in peopleds a

of the aforementioned BBC surveypobmpbheéi ona

represédyaobvapheb620peé)ycent of Il ndi ans were b
proposal, while onl yndeheéemeamdemtdod gidreipg s erec
2 52 This swsatoopgatroesasiation indicates that

Cc o u Htervye | maki ng rsdsanaresanter olffescepédaigpmtpbab s u
demadice @af orms t han peaopslk e iFeorro m nostt haenrc e, I n th

mi ght be partly expéapoiase atstsefyo I lliowes :i nl nad iraenl
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unitmay tend tonbelgt@bal t Mahreli onavoeantéd blke t t er
presentlans hwihperridra stihg assntssur vey mi ght have f

considerations of thelndnanhsohbsscpmpar at
e creation of a woobwe plhdrme faiment daentoyt h
y partly | ean toward rejecting such an i de
ample illustrates teeavpobemenahl ef hétuent
aract eransattiyopalll api on si ze) may have on a
ciotropic interest in tzhel.bzmefiheodsysonema

may thereby have on peoplebs attitudes an

I gLr &y..

More gelhbual expect syswematdcfteftatenats
ward gl obal democracy. Besides cul tural d
u A tervye | vari abl eosr, gee.ogp.olridgicmd tpyopnver , whi c
obal d e mo cHoarc yicnastttaictt tdesens of democratic
re prone to support gl obal democracy due
ucational isa sitestialnld imedt hem; whereas <cit
untries emaiyal alble dlessess supportive, since gl
cline of their nationés status in téad worl
a result. Once again, these exmawmmplnene nitlall u
ctors (here, peopl ebs home country, speci f
di vidual values and ingegreaesntdstheeresochetir
e gl obal power st ateby @feotpheids aocumnt ugkes
obal d esrieceqgia @&py.

Overlxlolncl ude t hat by Iliving in a particu

stemaenei soomnidnuteaniceis tbhati eaffd eckndwleedge,
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nt eirresttlse glbobaktdemocratic proposals and t

ehavior i €Qompreheespeety assessing the pot
hardcttea cs, and being able to dis,tingguishe:
urveying numerous nations and gathering | a
i ssertation aims at a wide gl obal gesogr aph
arts ofisekbe Swol)sdyrst emati cal H y eaVUaelcuast iinsg bce
his studyds empirical i nquiry.

23.2)Pr oxi mate moti ves: |l nterests and value

Lenmtenow pr ocmaidn tpr a>hiematiendnovnttes| delmo ada c
ttitudes,vail usdseipotsteantt imdy | mpact peopl ebs v
raw on PdlhiefThrei@ally |a ntelenrpa tru rcea | studies in Po
Nt ernati otnoali dReenktaibhioys tt s immpg a rvteasn f or peopl e t
|l obamacy. I n line with the goal o f t his fi

easonably compr ehensipve x d mat easf dnecrn v a§ peb,

attitudes with mag<ye ¢ tnwaooddvegniscorbsail © edseansatc easn d
(Dembtk h and Schlldi pghualish ede iy oh . t

Setifnt erest is oftear cofmsideireiddaal pol i ti
empirical evidencé¢ Semarshiasadr €gakd 1in9 & nphitexCecdomc
of the | egitimacy oufti,@ndé k(@ 2nQgkodvieirlinaarnicye d inssc
Autilitariasnaftpthear s ak dwedrpil veedrd t o/fii swsc o mmo n
di fferentiate between fAegotr opi(cloe-Bensdk fAasnod i ¢
Pal dam 2WHW&rneas egotropic interests refer t
benefit, sociotropic intereststrefl adegnoupm P

f

e

eels to belongwnt op,  eolghanthteiro,fl)aicn or der t o

gotropic interest, the (ekRepekegdriwvbenebst i ¢
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for sociotropic imdfeirtesttes ,a agr dex pwecaledq b e ef
cet fBal

With regard to gl obal -rdeelnactcerdatfi ac tporrosp ossla
feature as potenti al considerations in the
(200dssAUmes shared lilndoenrs€lsit 5e e t-aweicdsn | tbhle arnes t
the world in a potenti al gl obal parl i ament
representati spl abadbekdrleathd & ea@adresiedsdr at i ons
t o i ndiividdbwanha taitan wi th regard t wengalyo beaxlp edcetm
an individual f,rwchro thtodp e g b dbba waes8 bat hhh@ms equen

wor |l dnmatdexre cdhil st rt het iwark ei mf gl gbdilo peomo ¢ atell

ianldneoward the creation of gl obal democrat.
worl d parliament. Conversel,whoay par sdrm fsmudr
mat eri al | yencse ao fc ognlsoebgauh n dl ew@rcIr dwii doavtpiueé di st r
possibly be more |ikelfyrtohapp®Oseyaglehslbheenm

wemag x pecitntseerldst to be a potent motive behin

Leme now proceed to the secooatlesvmawhni chat
potentially affect peopl evasl.Gési daudepsy ¢t owlaod
public opinion studievalgeegrahicypabnsgirdeer p

politicék.agtt FSB8yU@@EHR,Nn KO8t zer, Power.s ,A Raatl hubeu

13The boundary between interests and values can sometimes be blurry, of course. For instance,
in the case of a sociotropic interest in the henet of oneds nation, one may
nationalism. Generally, however, | refer to isis when considerations of personal or gtoenefits
are the key motivations. In contrast, | use the ephof values to denote considerations wipassible
personal or group benefits do not play the decisive role, since a certain position woukhb®/takin
the absence of such benefitthank Mathias Koenighrchibugi for his comments on this point.
1 This example illustrates how a so@avironmental factor (i.e. national living standards) may
affect a sociotropic interest (i.e. an interest irntaaning the national standard of living) and thereby
attitudes and actions with respect to global denoycra
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may be defined as a standard or <criterion f
rel evant obf egautisdi ensgj Rae&klela o.ais F109r6 8e)x @ mgnag e c t

t hat person who subscribediitygy mbed ohiskwe@lpyyft
affirmative action | aws suchinds mggmdereveguo ta
advocate byuah gluawg fomnwveemat homps, vatgnicgg
protetsa Si mi |l arly, eixthh ¢ hep e@ewiafsiearigetmkeatal | y exp
tdrive iatdtiinaindbuesstca waamaé gl obal democracy.

To begin with, t her @l waoruel dc eerxtpaei cnt ctoor eu nvdae
attitudes towardigkobaedadle mamyaapd .cdsmospol
individual positions on global democracy pro
hold a democr atoiacTydeaeto | iosy,y Imoexp ébat t hat t he
endorses proapdestacsacdpyr dgpemdMds on whet her an
supports the democratic formtofwogbdesemelntpl &
for someone who is opposed to the idea of de
gl odbearmoccyr. a

Second, attitudes on gl obal democracy ar
Agl obadesmae gl obahiemt i as coime itghtaito s @rhe di s S
(e. g. climate change) are inher gntlpioci esarmdn
worl dwi de scopas defywicbbadimest ¢ he making and

pol i citesamnmmadilunldeevrelcert ach. €bhakhatrida n 2 0ALN2, 2 (

15 Note the difference to the soeémvio n me nt al influence of a coun
quality mentioned abovésee Sectior2.3.1) The immediate driver of individual global democracy
attitudes is the proximate motivéap e r sdemagratic ideology. This may walland in opposition
to the values that arggstematically instilled at the countigvel. For instane, a citizn of the United
Kingdom may prefer absolute monarchy as a form of government, even thougleshe & democracy.
However, the point above wahat, on average, democratic countries m@e likely than non
democratic countries to instill demmatic vabues i n their <citizens and he
democracy attitudes and actions. | thardeddlina Milewicz for her comments on this point.
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angliobalist, howaws rpaotlmayl alalg ledceigi s inhopr i nci pl
to a strongdéliefrinoniRalbks v @amMé@i5dg mtuys al so
proposals for gl obyanlo rtdeammoscnpaaticim@iyahin ¢.h 1 mp |
Third, cosmopolitanism is commonly vVviewec
for globalsdemecgacw®r chi.buQois neorpd | Heladchi In9 5 )s
political phil osophy cosaliyt,t each dt @pgejreedlicdlizt:uha8
49) meaning hbhmadmrsakthelri vhmag nations, for exal
coecneVerffooe only their compatriots, for in
appears to be compaeBbltemwdi hensamy iseabltyfi b b e«
i nt egaesBay2@msgues based on analyzing gl oba
Schwa(rltx®da)tuheeor vy . Pogge specifies that mor al

upon our ¢aongdacutpioann tbaurr, e f f criwtitdi o noa lo(odhcsly g \uecst

1992: 49 my. elmpdheaesdi,s) cosmopol i tans may bel i e
d e moiczatti on of gl obal institutions as a mean
fell ow human beings worddwindbe maThue, raasams

reflected empiricall yleixmpegéadpl|heaiss ¢ant & g mhauldee s
democrati c, gl obalist, and cosmopolitan an
gl obal democracy.

Lemenow moewendboe proxirmdtae edalcwersi der ati o
motivate individual gl obal odenPcalriatciyc adt tTihteut
principal argumentative st rpanmndsandnaglt obmaé ntda
That hiemewschol ars primarillay eedmplhasi der @itn mpu
gl obal democr acy,enatrfaée r -@miheahcapEhStcadoanr p f 199¢
Hel 9689986 mi nal work i s a prime example of th

mai nt ahaéeéd gl obali zation has |l ed to a situat
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rel evance to peopl edoghlddi Il ¢ viloilrv eadt t dbrees o mavrcke ya
i nditpact i ci pation by i ndi vikdeuadlrs(hl $3g, H20 @ 8 X
Acos mogdemocracyo is the way to remedy-1this
mak iTnhge.y t hus f ocruasl osni dteh eo fp rdoecneodcur at i zi ng t h
t hrough whi crha kgil og atl a kpeod ixclyace. A adpipfafcéhr e rst

to concentrate on instrumgeotatbasbsglidealatdem
coul eérgedol ars I(2I0O®@2Pa(g2gd05and Cabieba 2020
primarily conceive mefangl dmavMarde mder aeecnyd a0 f g
overcomi ng Wwohrelyd apaogweer ttyhat amorien sdteinmowtriadn s
useful or indeed necessary tOt lHtearcktl ee amraing/t sf «
and highlitgmelgatievepot@emsequences that gl obal
t hpprospfectul tural (Namesdannuimz@2tOiOeom e3nl 3ghe b akar
tyrdmmawl s 2001: 36)

Il n patato scholarsodédlarpgpaementhatvei steahnesd

gl obal democratic proposalmugt aarned aolustop ugr icnocnis
That i s, t he more people believei cyphaf ngr eat
needed, and/ or the more they believe that

addressing gl obal hamkgl It erteyg@md rdei &k»p e&€d ti mah em ct
creation of gl obal democr apeacpliensdrid ut¢ dlOWiSNC
pot entdaanld/iomr wiud tpaud mer i t s (ofr glvemalbed e moer ¢
democratilzeabunnempyoduct i,vet hilewoltehsessex pespeth
endorse the estabti,e hasnedn tt hoef nsou ceh |iirnesdtlaytetdh e

ref or ms.
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23.3)Condi ti oniPmod ifta cctad a skdn ofwel aesdigbei | i ty bel i
Finalt lygeto nga l framework includesntdiwoi iaat

attitudes and act:ifompsiagn igcladabbadm odnelgndodedrealc yg o v

especially its alleged undemocraticnghtalmact ¢
feasibility of gl obal democracy, which are i
attitudeicntalmaoyb be associated with its desirtr

pol iti clahi sacd udosseecsi & foint i cgkeankdeawi 6dl ity bel.i
conditioning factors in turn.

Pol ikknocvalliesdgaee central efongpelpitti oalt hat tsit uud g
It is generally defined as fAthe range -of f ac
trem meyaDel liiniCaarnpd Ke.etTehre 119%%3e:l1 0)f a persond
is determined bagbitlhiit.yye .f atchltdo rgamuaetske srsodtgpmi t i v e
secompp,or,tuiniid.y the provisimotiofatineor mati o mgd
desire(ltwskiemrnh987; Delli Carpini and Keeter
2014.8Maphvytdaes identifi ed faancdt amrass ss unehd i aas aesd
influences on individual ability, opportunit
identifying links between such factaansd and
palti cal (PebaviConverse Z86Wer NEQ@®W2an DOBIBIE Cal
1993; Althaus 20089 n(vVHIE)gpht eX@nNP) e, refers
educati oar tpbohsairtgiuvee fassoci at iloend gbee tawnede nt hpeo Icio
of peopl ebs politilPIBshelsi @afhsa;t avhd | 2a lplodri t i
people more |Iikely to receive messages (e.g.
resi st messages that arei spioems.i stent with t

The role of polditviicdau a |k naotwtlietdugdee ifnorinmat i or

in the context of the | egié&as$ ma@ll lofmu.ghVeibtahl 8
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regard to global democracy at-dayugleshalpegppV e
(Del |l mutipa2®16ualareiggendd drsat iicn gssmaoyr t lce® mespeci
signifiFoantonsetemapect that greater awareness
Security Counci l or dd eéhied iBytertitbont iwWormo daef i nett
conanmntindivi dual attitudes toward proposal s
i nternat iTohnaatl issy,stoenm.t he one hand, awareness
power i fapeem@alt oor ganitzrait ppearp | entesy fdoersi gl ob
democracy. On the other hand, becoming awar ¢
strenmnpgtehnfeer ences for proposals such as a worl
suppoaft i yedehs. Conversely, ahcewl @ cdhget hef cauua
governance system may trigger or strengthe
advant agreest s b§ toasiteespeci al |y among peopl e who
consiev elditot i c al knowl edge aaoat iperop|l mdg aBhust oc
attitudes of Dboth supporterMoreaends pegpgdneaemtld vy
expect that greater political knowtedeartoul
respective atti tcytloevee wenr ,gliotbh anha yd eaMoscor abe t he
knowl edge conditions the attitudes eofecsuppor

With regard toat beababtapiotohgeéctrcabf gl obal |

considerations of i ts teadiimidoivtiyduahd att ke
willingness to act. Arguments and assumpti or
gl obal democr atil gatherogddisalus sfi roengpu ebrett ween scl

ot her conmnee.ngt.at bakk and StrausfAsrcdhodlgi NR@O1
Theoretically, fcme amapjeadagagluce bdaseparated f
consi détGatabast -Samnd hL 2Wfad@red hel ess, i n practi

f optract iacragbuinmeinttys i n di scussions about the d
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arguments frequentl gr m&tev gf oor ecci md oirtcieorn.he
gl obal democracy advocal ed b dairydd Hanlski s2 0 0oz
opponents usually empdag. zMi liltesr i 2ZnpX &) t i cabi

Si mitloarsgbotaaehisbtudes and actions on gl
associat edi eviedgmgtdhieisr pbalct i c atbei$lbist yt. ha hsd dseteudd,
respondent commen{ &hassiamr & hshh @w utlplr oty @IEM® ) son

such consi dea aidriodnis ¢ gonfnpeecot pel desbsmesns s aeigmg t he

o
(¢
(9]

i rabi gl ohal demdbronavmes , pseopondibdti N wi t h
critics who argue t hiamp ogsesoibbedlte d eehaiopkr eobaypi ezcatt, i
given the enormous duspamiopttil eksvi et Weem . t h e
economic ways), the | arge size of the worl d
conseqgpuoesnstiibiylfei cul ti es i f gl obal democ Dathi za®o
2004 ; Ny e ankKklo;le a@r0adnst; Buchanan i#dnd ; K&eharme e
2006 ; Mi ISluecrh 2a0 IgQgm esnctusy s akdsder nci hgi (b2wOglil , wh200 1 2 )
mai nttannempiri ctahatgrfoantder s | i ke cul tur al ar
wehb territorial size may make gl obal Ildemocrtr
expect such f eatsyi bidd e staytbi@onmss ptoapbendbpE detbisit tuld e s
toward gl obaMidemocmngcychol arlldy sduepbpaotretsi,v ec iat
may deem gl obal democracy more feasible, wh |
consi deirablte.l ess v

Moreover, feasibility conwiildleirmdn®wsrtdmoud
or against gl onbianlg dtehnaotc riancdyi, v iacsusaul readi ness
probability that such ac,t ieobnp ¢pyeieaglad d ya rsy prpeos u
democracy, but do not think Ilteleasti vatied ,posac

as mhgdhansi der such actions a waste of their
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t hought to bpeecdvpobeat est mcghtobe more willing

i f such actions promi €en viefr gsedynyemfnfe iim tolpe ofs

democracy, but does not deeen liesd eaft akleraad i
agaghesbal demowhatrieaastidnan opponent consi de
prospect, she mdytbetmkeepmbtivaak action t

becomi nglemea&l i wg. may expechotthwpgmawrdt bppgaietsis
of gl obaliidemdaroangyer, the more | ikely or fe
to Gne.ohber hand, though, it may also be tha
bearing on -t-éaet wo fulail md imdiipdoort gl obal democr a
are oppmd emot on both equally.

Thi s commycdliusdceuss si ont od x ptlihoee afi icnay  folhn@a one wo r
individual gl obaTo deuwmoma rsiuzsep,&tctt i tt thchd d ens0 S t p

toward gbobaty dame currently underdevel ope

supportive, but not vamy =towdmp.nmendradud atch
systematic influences under | yiadg diemicwiacwal
infl uences are theorized to motivate interes
whi ch | consi deort i ves proxi magt @peopl ebds attidt

attitudes ar e, the morethkkelbys ghmeywnargd oba
democracy. Such attitudes and actions, in t
beliefsasiimitthe yf @f Cdlaph &Ir sd 8o ertalaytsa pBeur s

expecttat ieonqps ri cal testing.
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3)Research deshgadsankdndi vi dual attitudes o
I n order to test the theory and expectat.i
surveys on nationwide sampl es i n Bra=ni |, G

col | abwirtaht itome survePNndam@aa Gov i n August 201

respectivel y. Thespcesead tchappernci pal me t |
suewbBol l owjng thaborate oovomptchescandoftber d
guestionnaire. Lastl vy, I explain how | condu
3.1)Onl ine surveys

Il n recent years, studies based ednd oonfl iPnod i

ScidmMvud | i ni xDPr uekman, a.ndWiFtrte etgdhee 2vpatreladyiof f
and nmolrlee sitnt ernet heohoeondiongsof onJlaintdeesur v
emergence of online | abor markets such as Ar
gaedh access to | arge paolpanafs potoemddiitailgmesdyf v
pri mary pdlelviaryg dateaasne ,2 Oalnddh Dy ,ucekver more r e
ben turning toorohdri nteo swalviegat @ nt heir theori
and/ or (bNeahradvii o201 4)

Whilenensurveys can be iy naolvsao ibveea ra ncde rptraoi
First and foremost, researchers need to keep
form of convial aicte @& awmet ey diverse opetoCon
onl i ne sutrtvems elameadns breaitrhge rr anhd @imloyn sperloebcatbe d
sampl ing, as surveys wusing traditional met h
based on online sampling usuabkpntatinnet oben
popul atmodatki tamaddi t i onalleidSseaiweryhtsadnpi n or der
t heir representativeness for the gener al po

ideali zing surveys usingdigradidi abdnadf. mRedam d s
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the | argest pololpipegilgaigeincaes!| yiavemded8e pterdea
1997 to seven percent (iMarX@h7 208 hre mc B8LHe pe
1997 to six percasnd Kdm medty8 ainnd tHhhAe s e gd20éabop
have arguably |l ed to a convergence in the qu
sources. Nonet hel esmal rRellaatricClomap @ r ianeidvadet o h a
bar in mind thabtvodhbehgi sampfesnternet users
composed of contributors from more technol og
segments liopbodtandedevel opi ngmamguhetandeso Insi
biases i n btand nte s@aenpam@esng respondents to my
it has been found that average American wor
intrtovand | i ber al thagemaler pg@EeB &mkem ® kya,n sHU e
Lenz 2012; Goodman, Cryder, and Cheema&a 2013

Tingley 2015; .Whidagmdeds ead .c 20 1166 amel i or at ed

met hods do not provide a remedy in cases wh
included at al | i n an onl i nel iswirnvge yi ne nrvud rraln
devel opinghcounaccesswi o the internet.

How serious are the bias problems of onli
recent studies have demonstrated thatn treat
survey experiments usouwmlgd clmenvenail e debtassceamp| €

surveys aswowdld bgeshfarvdaBodrr abas and Jerit 2010;

Mul |l i ni x .etHeanlc.e,2 Gfo5 nyt het phay tfsocus{ Chaphetr e
57) omlaimp@greosmi se ta deodtstl eratsitng poi nt . Seco
that online samples are far more diverse tha

di sci(pHamtesn, Randr, 2a0nldl :K3gc lkBtearupsines . g0 13 p mpl e

undergraduate students which so of $lker nhaonr,m
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Buddi e, Dragan, End,f ameflRilndeys sbh%9)can be

despite bigseamuinhas,r | w@ipenf otrhtiiocso msiyh oiuHn qgdui ry em

online survey experiments. Lastly, depending
itpossi ble to ameliorate potent iasadtidmidazsbowves L
Progress in s$he¢ls tmatd |dimnsy feems | i ke YouGov

good enough to be cited as sourseseovewnati om
that wuse traditional nteltsh oidns(,@eec iga n @ md .warktl oy\

Anot her problem associated with the met hc
that resedmnuanherkse ¢ ailc@ottarbolr attloe ywi de@emeexper i
of their studespdedthatcans, acceas® the surveys
device connected to the dinftfeédimsttit, a ctthieoyn sma yGe
online surveys thus pose d hteh gtr orbd pno f e n trse s
e. g.bstoy ba ng tr e@dunfefnyt,s Smiotphe,r | TgeOrSh)alnm amy <stnuw¢
| empl oy an (Goedmaneamnydadsen@#iOtlBg nno tdiewal tciensg
pebe to tpiayn add enhey haer esuc omyl etlinchag dad iqtuiad ni ,t
checks all ow ,mef otro lediasvi@iéneg unoghe and | ess att
my anal ysi s( scefe tShee@tritedsnul t s

Why diodaductc online surveys rather than r
met hods such as random telephone number di al
di fferences between thesevewst athmds padrnt 8 iri ¥pea
rates in polls wusing traditional met hods hav
are budgetary reasons of cour se. Commi ssi on
Gall up and Pewsaoadts of etPbwan ishtehammlddget s of
researcher s, which is probably part of the 1

avail able surveéyHawe aer(,s efer Seelcyt i amwnmai | abl e da
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Wolrd Val uygsl nQurevhar t , Halez glf ,er Ri Mmldewaa,p, We't
20L4)are nofovemy ,psseipnrockee st hey rarely contain
democracy specifenal bgedThariRwCaPywe £tneOBMBICc
and the Gl obal CH &I10l1etn g ex0 1Fdy n d@a mPes and
Foundat iaon 2XIlc8&)pti onal i n containing guest.:i
they also do not ful fild]l nMy..2pparti cul ar needs
For my purposes, online surveys indeed b
met hods such as t-edapboneatsesuvivews, bacéocus
surveystearesubdted than othertr matdnedst bk d @a teends

espondents correctly, d.igk.e bQuaddiragmstspast al

met hods, online surveys are a very i mpkrsona

p

a
e
e

(0]

(

arries signiForcaaxammiuptuytsfanccee i nt er vi ew se€
el ephone surveys, research has shown -that r
er bal acts of communicativwm kiyaseds,eran ke werr e

espoondf o nmande ewirtes ear c(hDeurféfsy eextm@dltnat2idadmss) e

'l ow me to mngi mimfequikestli ead, i .e. reduce i
ffdcStanaer sodn32xcphsld hce this study broadly c
s wel |l as the drivers behind themntstofsdat

O be abl e toegakaesitragtaitsbtenecnatls si gni fi cance of

eoplebdbs prefhamamtcesi pd>oe pool s, online sur
moamft datta are tar ge o mwaotu@itvheenr tnhet hods | i
xpersi,mene¢l| epheoyne, sdmdcef and er vi ews ar e i mpr
Xpensive to conduct for such | arge quantit
nline surveys asabhe, masd eseufitabépruraptiesd
Cobanogl u, Mor eo, and Warde 2001)
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32)Choi cwer wdy scountries

I conducted my surveys in Brazil, Ger man
cobbrmation WwnthuDyn@a6f6d anovekdiwmistth eY®UWKGo v
My selection of survey countries was based o
considerations for choosingthe W8rvey Behbkia
UK fits iniwethbithselsewdrnted to poll countrie
in order to maximize t he ¢gSeochpanltl gdeenceirdael di ztad |
both devel opingtringds diewemppeamploendmgadtos pot
on peedosplatti tudes regahididgrgltdlkalsakemodr gaoaye
international politics, I wanted my sampl e
di ffer eretgiausd.tdhi ven its poheni sabueelr ed @engaarcac
and popular attitudes in this respect, Il ai n
extents by t he -wiunrgr epnotp uw ai vsem Bafrfouuldngda tt hceo nwsot rrl ac
i mposed practdrmrcadr nlirnegd trseagnueil g. sczes and tra
which restricted the feasi bUastsliyz,e foofr nsyu bssa
met hodol ogi cal reasonsn Iiny asampl|l d otrothe dem
di vertsea msntorfuctthuer es of their political | ands
Chapter Si x.

I n order for my survey results to be as g
I sur veeydedt onekeed cul turally arcde,gedaderlapdrbtsaasrnl

resul ts across al | the countries that I sur

18] thank the Department of Politics and International Relations at the University of Oxford for
acepting myapplication to conduct thesersay experiments in the context of our departmental
collaborationwith YouGov. Through this collaboration, the UK was -petermined as one of my
survey countries.
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sults to other countries around emeedvori m.
rticular, by itsPopt deuasaeshiwetlolr yasunalesi g
stination of slave trade from Africa, Br a
rkedly different from(Skedmbhelr2 OOt wi @el
gl-walaz el cultural map af Wbhek dSwueavledye sdvahtiac,h B
classified as part oflghkbacat andAMecbedn?2
a continental Western European country, v

an Brazil and Japan, Germany is stil!l di f

<

efBultlyr ookl R@PI1Oh) aet20daMea sWelfzy Ger many as |

tural sphere that tdha,eyag adina BdPg tou Aetsrtya nwi tE

turfaérences compared to the other countri

terion of cultural di(WMer sbphyand BeénegnlnekH air®

o

We2@&0Dassify the country as part WK the

d UShee categori zeVWelbfeld mg) bbobhohgiamg t o th

D

akingpheukt ut dluss di f fnegr icnogu nft rrraye sg darap Iree.ma\

turally similar i n many ways, not | east ¢

gl ophone countries hay€rdwshéencandaKduarag

us provide for additional diversity in my
Given potentially systemat i c adidf fdeerveen coepsi |
untries in thledbralcadegmadas aitmndincatodd gat sev

(¢

t2i.8n 1) ai med for a survey sample that wou
s stilolw maliavtoimae Isyt alndar ds, t G{ GOP) Dpmestapi
man devel opment i ndex (HDI) scor e, Brazil

urftUny t ed Nations Develtdhpment fRrogmagmf 2 @ M9 X
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UK, aen dUS hwéni alhl acl assi fi ed naso meev ecloaupa d i @rs
commonly use@tbhe nWaorclad oB/ank Group 201

I n order for my results to be of greatest
wanted to include relatively powerful <countr
power odt athguiUSes eno f u(rHuireme;leliMoIn@Geda tribe® 0 thd )
briefly explain why the other four countries
members of the Group of Seven (G7) ., e@dri magny,
ecamo powers worl dwildye .usveod eiorveirg atcomsmoinn P ¢
as the Composite Index of Nati onal Capabili
wi el ded by these three counthr imoss,tutpooeMeiung r a €
of the worledctii(vSei2riydleronrle%®giia;t W . 2 Das) |l vy, Br az
r etliavel y power f ul country, especially on tF
geopolitical power is illustrated by 1ts men
is further €E€VINECedawhdkehkyg eattheranks ad$ ul heosiinxt
of the wothe Ilms20¥yy2ar for which mecoheé&s tame
of wniCtoirmgl ates of War 2013)

Il n Iligbonbémwawar pWwi mg gpapul i sm around tl!
potenti al rel evance t o lopdainmeodh st ca bsoaumtip rgd ochoau
affected to different degreesndreretshide nphdmaom
regarded as (lkoe opritrhee axammt r-wisreg amalp uvii cst
wor |l dwNdarer i s and atn gtl heeh atr it.me2SOeddo)mwadr li yt,u nByrsa z i |
amagnthe prime examples of «coucnanrti eenapatvheartyfar e
riguhtng populism around the wdrltéehegdhaarewaindle
Jair Bol sonaro to(Hhat &r eande Plohwerrdn, 2 28@h%ey UK

amorhger tpmary examples ofbyopotrsespohatacsteani
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| east due to the result of t he mRi0da 9B rgeexietr a
pr ot aigboenciasmhe Pri me Mini ster. Four tiwlh wha | e P
still i n power disbhmemoni mecoh-wimggspdpeayrsght
his rhetoric markedly ds flfieke Trwomptaoamad Bl s
ri se to power icno nldtaeprdpre uparn e daecdkel saistahimbe ar ound t
( Mar k 20 1In6d; INwogrlreihsalriate 201s®) of Japan thus arg
instanctgvh ngf popul i st victories in Brazil, t|
t herif@ght Alternative demt GSGeednathizga @pclPpepaal ¢
recently. While the AfD had bectohheee fae rprodd tp ar
of only a minority of around 13 péiZcemt iamdr
Caow 201M8dreover, the AfD found itself exclu
fedandlase | evels at the time, since the othe
coalitions( swee HeTtgOmmdZAR DGOr) many was thus argu
by thwewinggpopuli st movement around the worl d
Li nguhiosmoigcenei ty constituted another crit
sampl e. T hwiass parmit taenrt i ofno r practical reasons
consequently i mited capabilities t o trans
Unforltwnatlkis criterion pr ecdaiuretdr ioetsh efro rp ondye
sthc as | RPWMdilai,bppihees, or South Africa due to t
practical di fficulties inl ptriodnusi ngdesnuffhei e
constraints. I n contrast, tyh ea r feo udrlelrcioeulena rrd ge
' i nguistic homogenei tuyn. viehastalilygy, stplokreen il a n@n
| evel in each of MmRyrsamgplesed ¢oumBrmize $ , Ger me

Japan, and English in the UK and the US.
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Foll owi nrgachese pguidelines (fHaknenss t i Bataiu
Edwar ds, Johnson, Lyberg, Mohl er, getymal . z
guestiwamnatrans!| ated into the principal Il an
knowl edgeabl e native speakerns,s ii.ne.Podurtriematl
related fields. The trans| ate oand vparnactee star ainnscl
order to identify any translation issues in

accordingly so astrtaon sallaladihwa nfgofriBgettgsu | evta |l &@md 2 0
one final transl ation based on the | agt vers
I produced the transl ation myself and had it

neai ve s phea koetrhse.r Tt ransl|l ations were composed

mysel f, using my own foreign I|caensgusawgeh s&kd | Ga
Transl| at e. I n cases of doubt abautsaghe emean
beween the two principal native transl ators

the different optionstandtmpdasdetbseons phba
original, whil e soundhe gt arsggeetat [IMoradeuoa € r p o své
established translations for questions or ar
the World VaemdedSuovept For those transl at.
by my translangr esnl y htaegsitbead transl ati ons and
of my surveys to existing multinational pol |

The English versioan gofnarmy ofiumve yx hi altlhed r e
was adapted for eachecpuwmtdrysteamnd sio fl faenrgeuda gteo
my survey in the US, the questionnaire was &
a second | amByg udaegfea uclhto, my survey was shown t

| anguageesespethevei cdenae¢ry of res
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33)Questionnaire design and variable operatio

I n this section, | el aborate omnéaihree,c hand
how | use the questions from my sutroetyedstoi g
my hy p olthhee sceisf.f er ent el ements of my survey a
figures as referenced YThhreo ugehpwe n cseu bafe qiulenw
Fi gur es( sseedcOt@inam d3 i ntendeaek trespiosndant sd exp
survey in an approxiFoae¢ iingghehsonwoeésp giin saH rraozmdl
Germany, Japands®ud(@Bgacbvbi,del y utilized onl
programming, conducting, aMys varnvaelyy ziimgt saur U
designed by mée,i ebbwite ¥odfrGioprt. ed and

331)Prtteesting

The final desi g rods urlyt eqdu gisit @@ N y@ag e n Ni see
stagest.eslt eprany survey in the fivdgitnadgdt ng:«
Spani sahnnd on r espomdentss afgedigfrfoaurpesnt aged ed.L
first staged mydevertdy Quemsanoerdef question
and-tpmperseé ed key el ements of the original Engl i

vari abl ew) samdéeathbk of survey -arleathddahdgypr el

17 Due to constraints imposed by YouGov and a few revisiomsr afompleting the
Confirmation of Satus process at the University of Oxford, suvey in the UK in July 2020 differed
someavhat from my previous surveys in Brazil, Germany, Japan, and $hé&/ldst importantly, while
the UK survey wadased on my prior sveys, it had to be substantially stes. In order to avoid
overcompliating my preentation here, | generally ugmtnotes to outline differences in the YouGov
survey.

18The final versions ofmy survey in the five selecteduentriesi illustrating all ks design
elements and functionaligé are aailable at the following URLSs:

Brazil: https:/bfreeaccountssjcl.az1.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_bkgquTDitST@®) lang=PTBR
Germany:https://gfreeaccountssjcl.az1.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_6LLRSb40n3ani®Rg=DE
Japanhttps://gfreeaccountssjcl.azl.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_0lpOCe7KIKTYGritangJA

UK: https://start.yougov.com/refviLxBVZTcqZNFz

USA: https://gfreeaccountssjcl.azl.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_1zEbKdByaFayWpf?Q lang=EN
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tehni gWielsl i s 2004 ; Wi | IBiaseexameabrntMmcd dtvehriecee®@ leh)g
resul ts, | revised my questionnaire comprehe

Il n the seceotneds tsetdagney, rlevpirseed surveynein th
cases, | sat next to sur velye r=ewsrpaomsdiweentesd agsu ets
that they had about the survey (whi ch i ndi c;
clarification) anpgr opiuegt i waby (hdkdedett pemdec
particular survey fi ttehmes i wh eerned el chal wragsy nuvwasgu reev iifc
to respPpavindé npnWisl200i0s4 and. Min | etrher01dgses, I di
compl eti on ptresteisrsg ws ukhj eoates on t he npdhionnge or
updated versions o f guestionseritnai oir dietre mtso
guestebonaexampl e.

Il n t he -ttehsitrich gprset age, after another round
l inks of my survey deor ss,ubgogeec tgr ocoufp sd,i fared eendu
in my fiveitar ghto oveuret llemel ¥y haslked veg oomh
that |1 was testing it. This wdasesitrtdemdaackrt o ¢
fielding ebedit si ovesr.e Rrhen foll owed up wi th
resgpeomt sé under staondicegtobft géobanhB8dg majlreacy

mostobpematic question types s@clR. arhes |leiadseer

understanding my survey overal/l, tbhle Césaeidt
SectdB3 o. ")espondentsdé ability to remember thi
guestions3(8e@&)hSedcdteilamevability of my6.p2Zaty v

annoyance at the el eme(hndese 0Be @teidpgeptcieo v eidn bmy
t he questiamdharespondent fatigue. -Dastitmg s

protocols arre, nbuti achudadl eeupon request.
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332 Questioneanfloamaws

The most 1 mportant principles behind my
under stloemdgeéryertal public and presented i n &
under st andabitlhrtoyu gwa se-xeeneshusrinegde o p ruét d yaphbeeapel e,
(se Se3ctli.oy principle of balanced wording i
acquiescence which is one of theaemostethtoddil e
(Alwin 1991; Krosnick 1999; .H&rozi ngqpns2®®&&;e, Olr
are often found to agree rather than disagre
may especially apply in cases where responde
never deeply contempl at ednya spuarvteiyc ualsakrs gfuoers t
opinionsighobaali sematr abgy haver omabnoystt taws e
only rardlsyeeor@eme vliegtm was especially i mportan
guestions are phrased and presenté®&hamarffaema
Krosnick, Lange.r,| ahmedn cdve rrkd fer &2i0m0ebd fr om usi n
simply raslpohdent sé agreement or disagr eemen
made the daipfihnemers explicit in the question
featmr equaarber of options between the two d
Amii mal i{ Slharedd®r. eRorali.n s2t0aln5c)e |, i nstead of
or di sagree with a swgagteosta sstea bsltiasthe meng | @b a
respondents to whadpppxgentheda hpryo ppauspaplo,r t whoirc t
neutrally as possible, without including | ea

The main question formhoi ca gqleisduirfveymaatr
i I ustFriagthefd®. ¥ n t he Dy aaRliag ls0f@2voe7y s or t he You
sur.Wvegenskr alelsypoandents to ipmoviade c@maseanswerng

for respondédamii sdwnf or miMyt rpl eaacewenst hese
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primary for mat is due to respondermtfs & uframiyl
space, and the expediency in analyzing its r
Anot her princmatli gumgtsonvéy are slider

respondents with two polar opposite stateme
i nfeagi bfl gl obal democracy, and ask them to
thesposwbions. This queftgo@ f7pa8rnfa gLik(®Ep.i | | us
299 Survey methodologists are debating the ¢

(Roster, Lucawme2 Qi Jd eaeedd,p daknt ed f i n-desgs f wam

that slider questions are not intastewvedydurl
understand that she needed to pull tthreensel i de
responsesi,ngwhiitl esopmuelwher e i n the miAnrdtbheert o p

p rtee sdtiedr not unQluearisitsrainte famat ng pos{(ononhef f &
|l ewa3 nodelaemptreed che@ieedeldindlkotdmtt stensbhied ér a
wanted to -sefecobpthenfar adapted the instru
instances indicated plausible and potentiall

(sEegBflep6Fi gt 90 Nonet hel es s, this quest

useful for certain purposes i n my surowey. St
wor dy orleaav enrg rmios | abel al | points between t
scale allows respondents to indicate their t
debate visually rather than verbally.

The third keay dque snybpesmr ve mma(ndee ibgdxBeesp .
272 | i nclude three of t hem, asking respond
attitudes, their will i nginaets st heedi wvaecety ro nc ogm noebnal

on anry rmeadqiponse they gave or feedback regar
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for mat i s FAilgauBse2r7e®tTenck sley questi ons add usefu

survey dadmatmesevttoheyat e the quantitative resu

all owsmedyorespondent sé attliltwdlessadnotr@® fdweretph
hypot heses in this respect that | had not th
Onatt i tudi nal guestions, e. g. about peopl e
democracy, I goeon enrt a |skciyagl ties ePpgaf eQilnd, @ 2p9)8. Thi s
serves sever al pur poses. First, it does not
state even sl idihntedtindencmeéeédreadtwi sareeski p t he

it strikes a bwthoceedeawdenoabmawyngptesepsl

state slight, firm, or strong Vviews on each
t hemtwiot many ®pb&at ons, on the one hand, N
does sfiotci entl vy all ow for capturing di ffer e
respondent sé answer s. On the ot herwohuandd ,hn oitf
all ow for establishing reliable difhesreences
adj azesswer . cHHmirceisnst ance, two respondents n

conviction on a particular itsowme, sewetn, omd it ¢

may choose option eight. Moredwoves, noftfa@rghti
|l ack of a middle option. That is, while a sc.
option, responpeet st mayngmbét finteras the mi
cause a concentrchat centbfhtansweeshancal |y sl
while in fact reflecting the extent of respo
respond@mti sita sciax e i s that i tpaildtosvsad oitrh rhy

19 Due to spaceestrictions imposed by YouGov, this question format didewsture in myuk
survey.
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sti engnPeprgsi gute2p9)@nd for | abeling all a
muicthioplce quéswgiEdrP7,Tegndeé 298 which woul d
ficult to do reas®m arbypyosiiwit tlhs,qgaesnaag,,a ltleyn uos
ectegviei o its pure form (e.g. Ai mportant o
ong form (e.g. fhdmpmhdsed )mpaog taamttioo mg dirsd re
m (e.g. fArather i mportanto lonhédraaserobdbpm
ntry surveys | ike mine, It i's particul ar
i ce scqaliesal ane . Whil e words | ike fiagreeo
guages, terms | i ke oti soanesamhraaiog totrf dirswa rod gtl
notations may vary in different | anguag ¢
rements are addedotntassesahbest Hehes, ampasb
ficientl yr @dn dd e rdesatvtao iad ierdg mi ddtle engspion
nslatability into different | anguages.

I should note that | gpevindt scfal @em t me spmi
n asking about frequenci eswonfg bweohral vdi oprosl i (1
epofimtr sEaygBBeAYES2e er el ying on standard me

ues Survey which offen, iaedermod,f t@mvs@r alsy oa

ri d Values Sur.wdlgvihAasect i abmfsmpho’iOnpt2 ) snccail pel se
h instances because offering that many
uably provides | ess usefMolredeteat hett 8§ ame o
wer acshopsruiewreys makesraoymprae sabpdetes g toi npgr ed a't
ond, | deviatepbriraoam sbalpsi haoi phe ohsegi »f
re a middle response is a plausamhanfrequ

p.onksoes t ahnethe asw respondents about their ex

rich would dominate affairs in a gl obal d
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(skiegh® €p7)8. t heabohmpgderze the question as a ten.
the poor ohetlhe@aer hamdomonmr tnlkee trieah tdire tploeorot
fopoi ntThicrad,e.l devi at e-pfori mmh tsitea hmgrsia e @& s Kf
where | am primarily interested i nfa thbhiinsarayr
my questions about the percei veRli gaghepd)® mi no
anduabespondent 6s willingness to take a spec

toward a particul ar gHFiodhmll €ud;8img dif &2p9)9.pr opos a

Il n ordering my response choices, I striv
satisficing biases, intuitive to respondent
defaul t, | opt hewd it haini deabhgWwer o hmyce scal e

reduce fipri(mMaoynefctkeatndedpwcnalldDg7pPpn those s
that respondents had presumaandd thidihavmolgdn
prongattiosfice by selecting the first reason:
screen sizes of s matrotipchhotn ecsr, d e rhien gs taafn dmy dqg U e
a tepttom order fo,r woidemytdiasp gmdd dt umry sur v
Due to my preference X¥.03. Dabyoa mseproOoBi (geef S

affected by such potent galT(ashd 28 4pt)b.o nSe ci onn dnhyy

intuitiveness I ®spohmisesved rbeymgdoistémn@gerdg.o As
Aopposeod) in the case of bi polar answer <cho
numbers in the casgXrmofsnumrikdiamac tFiadomsalgnas ccahl9e
for i nstance, my qgqtaesti wfs sabneudthli hgmgleang o a
uni directional scale from finot i mportant at
Fi g8 4e28rv. Whil e | could haseomrdsesn, olptedmdiom

t hroughout my sur wey hion cwes isregl utelhecsses .ans we
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Lastl vy, it is worth noting and discussi ng
choice. The principal motivation ilbemimoecdgt hi
respon(dkernassni c k 1991; Krosni cé) Nah alyams a
demonstrated that inclwudvegsidoddteknowsponpt
t hat answer in order to reduce the cognitive

response, even thougkrotehey wboel édddKdssoskhnaewgh
Hol br ook, Berent, Car son,n Han emamon ,n gK gp po,j eectt
guestion of awwerledwgovechmeded, both a Adonot
box in past surveys, we observe that respond
comments cleatrhgy imave ad estlhat anti ve opini on
beentgfiaed in terms of a tendency (Gwasdi mit
and Paul iThaklL9)in order to premehdodoslicdiestnst
Schaeffer anid8®reosndore mBOXr3a:im9 from offering a
unl ess ireiqsilregicalsl yn the case of factual

in firm knowledge rather thaheb@gest WaedurgsuseexQ 1
t hat not including a Adondoprknwiwvbat afprtduare s
(Conversel M9myy )survey, | opt for a middle wa
choicewespahldent s to skip questiocansitmder dé&ly
approach is siwmisltarblti ehedamubfi wational sur
Survey, where Adonét knowo aopgriwieoomaosi beaeteer rcdneod e
when volunteer eWorblyd g \ée&hpuwkgdendisat iTchre A0 If XF.e2)e
i s that i n myi nc oan sseenparfaotrem iathedm at the very

this design feature of my survey explicit by
that t hegkmpeafureesd itom which they deem too se

amnswer to, even afterFiga2wepu&i glbe® p96.der i n
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The decision to make this feature explicit w
to avoid that some respondents find out abou
not, which woul d imhamyadcapBelt ol dwanhoretdi oS ponc
about this feature from the outset such t h:
guestions before and aThierdthffomoe¢ethiabalutr ¢ 4
arguably emucddpibeofofiot answering certain que
too personal. Fourth, allowing respondents n
want to respond to also increases datoan qual
selktafonanswer choices.

Finally, I should highlight t hcaotn dmoat sito nafl
requests f orFicgBmdpelp® T bins (measure seg.veHRi rsetv,e

p rteersg ishowed that some respondents simply f

actually had a clear opilnpfounl. iTnh urse misnudcihngpr
omi ssi ons. Second, such promgtag i malsplaihcdit td h mc
answers from respondents who were inclined t

t o provmodke tlheierlngleansgweesses. Third, those
and wanted to getuitchkd yu qatse tpeoeslisis knd hep Yyt asb g an
feature and thus encouraged to drop out of
dat al waqva &l ity responses.

333)I ntroductory prompt

One of the most | mpomwtasshii réldeauncd noosc egift myh
of gl obal democracy, whi cdn enoesrt o cemsspioaghedreend sb
| east not in theedeirmsfdarmathd @ur pandes esft t

20 Due to resictionsimposed by YouGov, my UK survey did not contain this feature.
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promwatshown to all Figapelpddeecminsg (¢ ®a@s Biesg ufroel | o

4 0 2p6)4
There is a debate about the idea of
d e mo c r a cty proposald far ingutions that would be democratic and
ai med at gl obal i ssues. ADemocratico
popul ation. Examples of figlobal issues

and climate change.

Some global democracy adabes propose estabhing aworld parliament,
directly elected by the world population, tecommend policies on global
issues. Instead of a world parliament, others advocate creatigigbal
government to implement policies on global issues. Yet othesaggest
forming aglobal democracy including both a world parliament and a global
government Proponents of such institutions generally agree that national
parliaments and governments should still address issues that are not global.
Finally, other peoplempose proposals forlgbal democracy altogether.

A few aspects of this prompt are worth notin
exi stence of the debate about gl obal democr a
taking myhssraégbagetscot hmy vignette treat me
of existing political p(asretei eBse.r)d doaet dvi isgyn ajthtod
which is presented | ater in the survey hence
democracy that i1s introduced here. The rest

to define the croanccyedp ti nMimggeonbdarya Idlietseoect i ng it

el ements fAdemocracyo and dAglobal 0. Democr ac)
t reepreseht aheomwor( 8chpwompuetagrn oh9 4Th e Deaxhd mpll 9e8:s
Agl obal i ssuesxod dirfmavinc & d@mo ¢ ihtke ma@ar ature on wo
gl obal d e mM&WWIr veictyh sa ngreadual ly shiftipg. docus
Russell 1945; Einsteintol 9l6ag b ad( airke gaanlgigSeoyh 2

Cabrerno2gbDébal envier.gn me&matnely ifsogsuercomi ng, 2
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Mor eover, t hvee tphorleiec vy |al ruesa dr aeitoarensa rslsyu evsi @ v ad s
(e.g. Hale, Hefd, and Young 2013)

The second paragraph of my intcodguothady
democratic proponsatesweddchnlfam the purpose

Chapter Two, the central c(oicregow e ri tshmtoelt @ ta lo.f

of gl obal democracy, nidncleuwdisngatheth e¢xeenent i
poposals split this key concept due to our
el emenes Be.dh® omr oposal of a gl obal parl i ame

woul d be composedcttldmsudghy ddieroegpdte eMor | dwi de
capacityetomma koeha tgil conbsa | i ssues such( Ral K he
and Strauss 2001; Bummel0 1ZQTLHi; s Lies ncins tainndg uBil
proposal of a gl obal gover nmepnltepmerntchewoahdg!
i ssues, dtimws tewxecempowers of the(PavidseypynedORg
Bi ermann RHOD73econd toakest tshentcomaced xpfa rod p he
FBIl I esdadhilcoh98&)onstitutes a key el emente.ign mal
Hel d ,199t%89g ¢ ha&l gagr eement among gl obal de mo

institutions should not be aboli ggHeodbhatbet I

21 The introductory prompt of my UK survey differed slightly, primarily due to a wionit |
imposed by YuGov. The prompt read as follows ($&gurel105 p.290):

Thereisalebat e about the idea of 6gl obal democr ac
that would be democratic aaémed atglobali s ues. O Democr ati géheher e m
worl d popul at i obal.issiExa@mpalrees ionft ed dipaoveityoamd | pea
climate change.

Some advocates propose establishing a directly elected world parliament and/bala glo
government, ilmrder to recommend and implement poli@edransnational issues. Proponents
of such irstitutions generally agrethat national parliaments and governments should still
address issues that are not transnational. Other people oppogbatdemocracproposals
altogether.
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areas. Moreover, it is worth notinmg odhder It d
d stinguish the three gl obal d e mo c rtaetsitce rpr o
reported that they could notemrermamidr yt{t hd
bal ance through the | ast sent e rdeeanqtahoaptoissad nse
entirely. This is admittedly a rather mini ma
concepts to the glhobraé¢é arenoprasect @d op My at at
(and revision of erewvrtoa@rsradiriaofntasl wshyesrtee nt hwa !
el aborately presented as the alternative) 1is
compar eenthed pgleebal democratic proposals to
Hencae, notamectecamenei abloe ater oent gl obal ord
alternative to gl obal democracy. |iQft ecoant $ ® n
institutional reforms and var i o(ufsr cahlitbeurgniate t\
2012b; Scholte HoWwkyveZirmasad@ks6) ng public opi
scope of inpaaipryesent

334Dependent variabl es

Therdéotweg (groups of) depempdemki adi mbbble:
gl obal democracy, attitudes toward gl obal de
and preferences for political parti ecsr.i g mil
publicoapwonrbflepgli Kecszer, amy tshtausdsy bt e2 0 bh @
one dependdene valrombhtewr At etplee aft iiirastanyi s e e
whiOQheapter Six will further discuss political
Ssurvey expeei et il9on

As my first dependent variabl e, I am int
thought about global demdcReg49 Ref3oFmdgB@mki ng

p273 Hence, I ask t hemthfoiurgshtt wahbeotuhte rt hteh eiys shu:
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they answer affirmatively, I follow up with
about gl ohay ,dedfofceeri ng fAnot at all o, Avery
Aquite a | otcoesas Neonswetrhadho he option HAnot

revision of the foregoing affirmationf of pr
splitthte nguesti on into two is motivated by my
had a@amyr pxposure to gl obal democracy yet.

respondents to cho(lsieetaz nGkll)eg rerslpyonske (q
magni tude and offering the fourouled phoanvses iompftl
t he roatshud texi stence of prior ghyoblals edpeanroactreadc
questionr’ into two.

The sgmuepnadf key dependent variables in my
the different luéegivel at obal adidvmotchr @a épca rptriocpuol s
on the idea obnad i sul Igy obahs tdemdecygiasciyba tiinveel u
executi véOnelstwumeretys .page, respondents first se

We are interested inoyr views on different proposals made by global

democracy advocates. Please evaluate eatiewfi independently from other
global democracy idedbat you may have.

This was intended to ensure that resptonmdent s
t hem, and not possi ble other conceptions of
mi ndsEeregbBexp7)dMy question on peopleds attitud
was fpplhreased ol | ows:

To what extent do you support or oppose the following proposal? Please read
caretllly.

22 This differedfrom my approach in the UK survey, wheradue to constraints imposed by
YouGovi | asked respondents to place themsebtrea sixpointsa | e bet weenlhaee endp
neverthought about global democracy beforng thissurvey today  a Irhavettiought a lot about
global democracy before taking this survey taday
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A A g Ipaslibnaeht, directly elected by the world populationrecommend
policies on global issues (for example, international peace, world poverty, and
climate change)while national parliaments would still address issues that are
not gl obal . o
1 Strongly support
1 Support
1 Somewhat support
1 Somewhat oppose
1 Oppose
1 Strongly oppose
A few aspects are worth noting aebpotutoft ha sg lqo
parliament that was already ment recrtede!lierctti loe
by the world population, the right to make
along with the principbdebdbetdboamskiviéértad s tpg res Se
who had difficulties notthirnege tphreo pdoisfafl esr,e nlc ehsi
words which differentiate this proposal from
my aforemenkt eé pomfedis goaxanigncti pscal es, offering thi
support anedcbpposi ai omnpol ar scale ranging f|
opposeo from left to right.
My question on the proposalf oolfl cawsg:l ob al g
To whatextent do you support or oppose the following proposal? Please read
carefullyand note the differences to the proposal above.
A A g lgovérmamentto implement policies on global issues (for example,
international peace, world poverty, amdimate change) while national
governments would still address issues
1 Strongly support
1 Support
1 Somewhat support
1 Somewhat oppose
1 Oppose
1 Strongly oppose
As for my question about a worl d palrdbalment
goventhmehat was already captured in jtihe.intr
an institution at the global | evel with the
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to the principle of subltsitdiearktegy . dvidxnicisen gaig a it
proposal from the other koespondaentaddi ni ©he
prompt to fAnote the differencesodo to the prop

Lastl vy, my question about time | pdop@s dlot ¢
|l egi sl ative and executive inswstutional el en

Finally, to what extent do you support or oppose the following proposal? Please
read carefully and note the differences to the proposals above.

A A g |ldenmadcy including both a globalgovernment and a global
parliament, directly elected by the watlpopulation, torecommend and

implement policies on global issues (for example, international peace, world
poverty, and climate change), while national parliai®eand governments
would still address issues that are no

Strongly support
Support
Somewhat support
Somewhat oppose
Oppose

Strongly oppose

= =42 =4 -4 -8 -9

Agai n, as for the two proposals above, this
promptcomceéemtt of gl obal democracy, as combin
and a gdomahtgwvth recommemedatabnomnpgower s ¢
respectively, while observing the prtnhespbeé
nati onal i nstitutions. As above, I lasikg h 1 i g h
respondent sfeoefinese tbetdefother proposal s.

I randomi ze the sequence of my questions
gover nmeritd tooa dgwWicEdf Pahd 1981; Strack 1992;
Quirk. 2d0wéver, tHeg ictoemmtabauti omnmaflulst gl obal
|l egi sl ative and executive el emewds iantwaryde d
enstuuhat the full gl obal democr ac b npartoipoons aol f it
t wo ot he&lrs prdMpmest hel ess, since al/l qguestions

to refer backnt angactaset, o@lnldw lpaodj ust their r
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each other, which aled agge manKion g dpednstd Ifisy s la yh &
respondef®ts overall

Thehigrdup of dependent variables i n my s
take arcttimae i ssue oifbegliotb ad g adiennsotc rcarc yi n f avo
about swebpli egness itomadwhueptmmer cpeaplte i ndi cat
opposition to each of the gl obal che nmwoocrrl adt i C
parl i ament, and a gl obal democracy itankcd udi n
certain actsiones ttleirreesnphmm@mor t or opposition
proposals on which they st a&ted |tlhenark eatatniyt un
preparationso, once they i nmdaicctaitoen.t hTehiirs wsitlal
iended to move respondents as close as possi
on which they i nsdi clant d itnhee iwi tvhi Imyi ngrees et i c a

| ooavo st amas thiagdted plnes mahyatbep wi el aBlbgr mbektaket a

22 0Once again, my UK survey differed slightly heY&hile the question and answer choices
remained the same, | slighthdapted the wording and ordsrthe irstitutional proposals, addingeh
word fionlyodo when referring tandpafiaeneng and pffermcathes o f
fully constitutonalist global democracy proposal first rather than last, in order to emphasize the
differencesa the extusive government and parliamgmbposals, following comments from piesters
in this survey round see here:

1 The establishment of a globalemocracy including both a globalgovernment and a global
parliament, directly elected byhe world poptation, © recommendandimplement policies on
global issues (for example, international peace, world poverty, and climaigeghahile national
parliamentsand governments would still address issues that are not global.

1 The establishmentfoonly a globa parliament, directly elected by the wiar population, to
recommendpolicies on global issues (for example, internationatpgaorld poverty, and climate
change), while national parliaments would still address issues that are not global.

1 The establishnm@ of only a globalgovernment to implement policies on global issues (for
example, international peace, world poverty, anchale change), while national yernments
would still address issues that are not global.

These changes did not et the substace of tle presented proposals or the sfi@answer
process, as respondents in all countries saw all proposals on theaggnamn@ were thus able to adjust
their responses in relation to one another, as intended.
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above (sz2.e2.SE)ctoounus on online petcbsbnacandn
as wel |l as donatpisomfndt v od d nadecsd oy @witgil# d tciad n g
Whi |l e | test the | attéer3.éBXYpeirmmentaskyr éspe:
willisngmedg ake the Tlhe menrddarhrefe talte i @glnsb al d e

whi c hndreengpo are asked for their Bxialmipdfegmyess
guestions iolnl ipregonaerpesdiest evirh g @l X gn7)ad nki gl @p .

299 The question block concludesdent& aneopael
to explain their willingness to akitghboZnept.he v
2704 As for the comments on global dYdaemlmbdracy
guantitative rkestuthdesr ateaarad| re ot damtds dnawi | |
poi mtvethnwes for ®f uture research.

Lastl yyd notddhpnptubhatnhe wisbmeewydéphpeodgnt vari a
expl avatr gayloe ot her dependelntusveartifad| est e ISff
thinking about gl obal democracy as an expl
democracy, and the willingness to act on gl ob
beaffected by the amount hef i pspuer Fhr tbhkenago

attitudes toward gl obal democrady iagnassexpl

24 Further below (see Sedti 3.3.5.1) | verify if the assumed cost ranking of anonymous
petitions, social media posts, and donations is correct.

2 Due to restrictionsmposed by YouGov, myJK survey did not contairconditional
programming. Furthermore, YouGov objedto an edmentof deception in my origial question. | thus
adapted this question as follows for the UK surivégeping the same options and answer choices

Would youlike to take any of the following actions to underline your support or opposition
corcerning gldal cemocracy?

Moreover, agaimue to space constraints imposed by YouGov, in my UK survey | did not foplam
this questiorwith an open comméitox.
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toward gl obélcaemecmaacytudi nal dsrtirveenrg tohf ipse ot
willingnessti2onRadcdt) (see Se

335)Expl anatory variabl es

This section elaborates how | operational

democracy attitudédse,r aswot h & dreasrewidrnicm medietaasl o cfi

as systematic infbtenases}t healt wescanhegioni esec
my framework &ocweéeés as political Kknowl edge
condi ti onLientg niea cntoow sd.i scuss how | operational
in turn.

3.351)Sy st enfaltuiecBoiessrovi r onment al factors

Potenti al dratvteirtsg tbd b gpleropd mdsr acy ar e soc
expose them hroe s utchhe ipdreiansc.i pTa l groups of inf
study ar e: firgtal temeiromemdnatefsdamily, f
advocacy grouphewoskiueg od an dbtahi rdee,Whrd laictyi c
ChapRkierkrougahd8&8eesn political parties as a s
wit hopreyr ati onali zation of the former aowp: t hi
gr oAps with my questions on prior thiamloiung akt
family, peer, and adv otcvaoc yp agrrtosu,p dtumefa It tu @nrons g s
respondents haexep mour eh atdo atnlye pasyubebdbbdbr gl mpa
andampumphatonasking respondents only one que
zero responses to BhRBsduest,i oln a(sske ewhSeetchteiro

di scussions with family, friends,Fiagntd® epeer s,
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27NFEANd sndryd i f t he r e sopuoenssteiso nso Hrhée aofs fleivia ma
the extent of such prior soci al Fnfgh@epces v
273 One thing to note aboun thim$iihs erleestaeidr ¢
that | inquire about. I n both questions, | e
have affected respondentsdé6 prior thinking al
examphetrhreesrpondé¢ al tkpeddawlee i n their social env
of gl obal dievmezcerricsway e t fheamti | y , frileads, t ahkedge
respondents about such issues. Of course, th
di ffeerand confl ate the two communicational d

3352Proxi mat amawvislve nt erest s

The next el ement in my theoretical framew
actions on gl obal democracy are qeolprisetblse v a
foll plwidnigs@eaw sk opetrhaetm oanladn g et he main categol

Chapter Two2.(3s.ede) ISepgottmeontieitaels tisn t hat may aff e

democracy ndt taict uders . atlh et hfewmnn dnaomeent a d val ues

gl obal i sm, and cosmopodiigegumsocssmdurrall | awidng nt
justifications. of gl obal democracy

Ar gumfeoat sand against gl obal dleamocratgrest
specific groups linntwer Ifdl p olwii mhigg s | outl ine

interdsat ed consi def’Asi mows edni mp Ch apriestthEwo,

common arguments againstitglobats delmecraskzat

®MyUKsur vey did not include this question, due
guestions.

27 Dueto limitations in spacémposed by YouGov, my UK survey only contained a summary
guestion on individual interests with respect to global deauy (sed-igure112 p.294).
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politics into a tyranny. Such f(ela7r8sb ylh aRvaewl! bse e
(2001: 2a66d they have also featured in commer
proj(eGhtass siPmubnd 2DHi99 suggests that publ i c &
gl obal democracy could bef)nffleaenddeddtbwot hae
become tyrannical i nstead of democratirc. It
unl i kely that gl obal democr akivug6ao @o7)8. t urn i n

Anotchcemmonly i ssued fear Jdiisf tnhoatt bweocrol nie pao
tyrdmbey domi natwdr lbgoa@whhpooonstitute numeri cal
popul at i(dNrye si20dlL) ernativel vy, of cour s e, 0 n

democrati zat iwomr | o Wlodnilneagad otho by r iec hmacyo unnottr i

see gl obal demeceatl yateading to dominati on
my survey, I asked respondents abokutgbtdheei r t
p27)6.

Relt ed t o t hies facaga apebirnsgi isst etahsH anidhoormidt g
Archi bugiTHRODtL8imsnonomaegument against gl obal (
create groups of people who are consistently
and would thua mil wahhigtiysé ma irfFaor o @0 Gadjeimoec r at i ¢
t heory pwtimits owowlide be prdbtemat egami ne whet
(or a lack thereof) that drives peeplheodoseat
whetbepl epvbet hat t hbeailr ivsiseuness o ni kgel loidn tpeorvrea ttiyq
and climate change are similar to or differe
Fi gn® €p8o

I n alairmeefimndmmentvati on for gl obal democ
may strive to berbevear paepiespatefspobet §yg:

Hel d .1919%)or der to study if this i1 s a key
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democracy attitudes, | abseleide vney trheastp otnhdeeyn twso |
wor sesagretpgalyr lich pol i ofi cgl abBala defodidtp/zrat i on
A rel ated i ssuvealbuwe waet pbebl peopkpresentation
pol i ti cnsdeppeetnydseenft whet hers otntad Yy ywdwinde fpd fr om

with this value consideration further bel ow.

Moving closer to home, thehe psoapeatri e@ft
democeyr @l at es to i ndivitdeumtlmaisrn tider ersatnsi tf i Ecrad u gl
effects that global democratization might ha

argued that gl obal tdocbmwor pt egatirenowoohtdi poa
thus promi siommpe stmoccercha@hb lzeat d chrenorexi et ishg endeght
regi(meschi bugi amHenCel | for 200dappdeal a8t sehouw
downr essur e, gl obaly demaeard atnigz gptriocmp emt Ifnor t
t he European context, schol ar s have argued
democracy contribudtef ot lpaurbl i egiopmpalsitmnioagrt e
states of taohm R&Bbrephaei Wieread@Oi0ORt o this poten
by mgkiespondents if they believe that gl oba
their domest iFc gdng2p7. acy ( see

Anot herstdewatsiion rel atingetogp eddmast ied ffe
gl obal democrati zati on on nati onal i ving
democrati zati oe@emani d¢yeht asiclead kg égd o b a | redistrib
espaelcliyt heogl obal No r t(hS cthoe ut enremagidea2hded! 1 )Slcewptem d
where people are from, if they deem such r ec
whet her they woul d eswelpagpmehdtrs ri esjsaiet nmawc h nd

attestnudl acti ons onltghlaosbkaeld dneymorcérsaieegyh d ewvtes tihfa
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citizens of their count rays wao uleds ubletc oonie gw eoablatl
(skeiegty ep7)8

Finally, gl obal democracy implies fundame
know it. Hence, peoplebs interests might be
gl obal tdteimomrc hvaovuel don i ndi vi duaf{cfcoWNyter 2092 ; p &
20Q05)Assumi nlge tdher e rpeelolpy prefer to |ive in a
standi ng, we may thus suspect t hat this fac
gl obal democradywkmwat wextlei 4 ias stelsesecase by a
they believe global democracy would affect th
(skeiegt® ep7)7.

Leuwts now tnoedel meaatl aule sv t hat may underrdy a p
proposals for global democredyi sThe mbicr atcyv a
do ,soadkr espowod equesst i ons.edd&maoutonteheilr evnigeuw
democrtahcey hiessdr ©t f orm goveFhp&h®p8)li nM@mre ;mvce p
| par dagp hmiarsiemal i st ¢ o n(cSecpht ui nopne teehr | d1dOM&E s &k n g
respondents i f theympleteirnigtlipecaatl i prag t b etswee g oc
choosgonvgeranment imi pofia@d)pl e (see

The second fundamental value from my theo
gl oball iismid wnit roe pgeloophl aeldiss ti oa r icak nitehddl iothle v er al
guestions agailr. peroplene hilinkagskhe@tr talveoild ¢ akn
responsibility i n managHing8 Rterds)1l.w ciFelrichitosr epr d b

engdwhet her people generally support or oppc

28 Most of these gestions wee not included in my Uksurveydue to the limitations imposed
by YouGov but if so, the UK survey questions are mentioned here explicitly.
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2

nNternational | ppanceeak e apidng,ande Vvisceghgddgp.cl i m
8)OMor epviénrqdiii mteo respondentsd principled suyg
ntteirmmaa l organi zatFiigrids ePpr)%a at hg, UN nddseknd d r e
ow i mportant or uni mportant t hey find t h
ndependreingcie? pg)e e

The thirdaf uwhddatmeln t heori ze i n iGhaptdekr Twc
bout peopl eds | eivheldiofff ecrdesmmio moalgist dnii ssmest i ¢
hemsel ves more as world ci tFiilg8BepHEi gnor e a s
1,2 pO0O0. I int i aodhd I paraphrase the principle
ndi viidwhaildlsmunder | i e t heai gornocgegpeti blgefoa2s) b 5 mg p D
eopl e conbiedoafg ptehoep bweehlelr countri esamat t mpor |
he -bweeilnlg of peopleFig8#dbPAXFi nabhyryl (sBgquUiT
espoddemt Bt justi fe emadsire upnofoari rwhtihlae ostohrer s
0 arsesepceimdcaeretps ance of gHiogabpe2 B)l@d quah d a me 1f s &
ssue for mor(&@logges AOMPORI)i t ans

The next theoriiznead eeantodgovy ngf i pdoxi dual

attican"eprosedur al, juse¢eilfattbaegeotnoe t he ar gume

d

t

emocracy would |l ead to a better representat
he fundamenptatbens! yi ng this argument siyssttehmt
ail s to r eptrheaste nitt pieso pnloet, die.neo.cr ati c. | asKk:e
bout their assessmesnt iln atskiesd ¢ dsretrael xetn. ha w u
emocratic t-dhaey WwWomldd ppeldi@tmitecrsocr ati ¢ at al | ¢

emo ati Fo g@He d80Secoin,a slidel quleisiByt ogat e
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r esn d eoretls eve t hat the curesentsnoerhail sntad
of most peopl &iighpepspt? worl d (see

Rel ated to the pewcemtichtd mportimelcepbalbpde
attributartiocippdtiiaenpin world politics. Note
world politics undemocratic, they may not co
politidsvawaygmiyasnd t hmisndvotulhe@ eaxitst ematei cof [
deficienci easrmpxe@apveaensekbkygye a democratic defic
S hbee | stehvaet t he gl obal public is alreadyiowmffi
m&i ng, swieeoobksi cheort ant . Herfc ea, gp eorbcad p tdieonmosc r a t
rel ated but idipsotrit meatc eproml|l tthattri butelto gl c
invedt fgatespondents deemt anmabimpopeamhte owo rulne
participatebiynpwowl-iditigng!| sad aslcex from Anot | mpol

i mp o r(tsaenetgdl t ep7)9.

Lastl vy, i n aidadn sgl ofhad odemoceptic deficit
t he ritmppnoce of public participation in world
gl obatrdewowoul d in fact allow for an adequa
Whil ecadespimag t hat gl obal de moefrfad d tci vien swa

ensuring such popular representat iagmr eat atnhde

argue such institutions would beesantwtitbldeir em
adequately. Such conesnderpeophesds natttuirtnu ay
democracy. Il n order t os asss etlshse ktehdes aeyx treenstp otnod

29 Due to limitations impasdby YouGov, my UK survey did ndeature these questions.
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théeelieve that gl obal stdambocrf acolyo sweo ue ndo ubgeh ttoo
represent Rihghi®r 2Bl | (see

The final category of proxiTwat ermoti insd g utn
justificatindmss g hia.ee .t oa rtghuemnep ott eantt | @ll o dyeeln ed & m
briitmgt (just) to one pers.®©malel ya,gab wmt, twe snmagy
considering the current international systen
dmocr atlyati sexi st iorgg a mitizeartd actrbiseeh aggjoover nance s
mor e gedrmerealnloy capabl e of addr e(ssseéenge.tgo.daRd
2002; Canelyhe 0ddxbt)ent t o which individual s ag
international systemmaysdmihoglenltael shevwdeda ¢
survey pafttbepandteem current i nternational
addressing the WwWogbudé&p/)problems (see

As cansegoufentche all eged incapahbi lsysyt eonf itr
addregstransnth e oannad t acstsiuveiasyrtgsti elra vgel olboan g d e mo
as an institutional appiromtaeihnadtoicdntabla e€geancyae, |
and world povyertgy &fl fae &t ianall Sohn 1966, Pogg:
and Bummel TR® 180k enftdt adfefleé s of gl obal de moc
gl obas maypuel snootbhesea okeyublic support (or o
democratization. I n order to be able to dist
i ssue &dreagsg edpeatsked my respondenitfsh eiyn tthh rneke
gl obearhocr ac ye fwoelttdi attbal r essi ng t he iBisghedse of ¢
p 2 7)4, worl d Pioyted ¢2y7)5( s@aed/ or i nt eRingbthi eopn.a l p

2 7)5.

%Dueto YouGe 6 s s p diang my UKmurveyadid ot contain this question.

Page@ad# 40



Who on earth wa gitasn dg |whb DPhitlh ebsyi sFar sa

Ot her commengahera baep further nand oarad u e
peace cannot effectively beatnddreasedt witbost
democracy is necessary f o(rcfad dReevsessihnlgO 4tiSye r wed
to the expected effectiveness of gl obal d e mc
arguakheygome gltogbasli ndceemocr acyYyesshabtesséent sal
indigidlhalhk so as wel |, t hat may certainly
democrtacy i f they disagree on the okcesgity
transnati onal I ssuesé, t hpoasti tam@goyn bteo aishseeciidaetae. c
t haeeqgdwhet her participants beétcesvwamydadr egbob
worl dos opr (oRtiegqisy ep7)5.

Anot heuméemsuwéeée |l vat ed c olnastiidnegr atta ogqil o bea | der
exepct ation of greater unity or more conflict
democratization. One the one hand, one may a

unty wbe, daws we woulidntmaowetf oaml asiysndem of

potenti aildogumtarriresngt o a worl d order in which
society based on universal | apve r lDan g dv leams toty h e r
cul turali gdiavilerde mgcr acy i scanfrleiccitpeanioonrg ghrue
whereas setups such as the current internat

independence and distance betdeesmay.dndff eceunt:
affecatttihamdes and actironsngofgl cbali zemsnocoac
respondents if they believe that gl obal de mo
h uman k i fnidg 6( tse2pé).6

The final I nselramne@ent aft &4 ghbmerlt de wdha rcdc y
expl ore i@mondexspmescttueddy ,adver se eftfyectSoment delo

have argued thatonghesaupbpomamht oogawisz athieans ,n a
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constitutionali st gl obal democracy model t h
cul tur al h¢émogenNunasbamm ZnAF6 cdDuUh)t et alt haim, g
as ineffectively megyullatddsd tas ciutl tcuarnarle whhoenyoegae
gl obal democracyrwas edwlitmgr aal wdiyv erfsi t y. Sinc
may affect per sonal attotudewd&knespomnidems s o
sur vtelyey fahi b kbueltde bwe mor eme lleswel oaof tdhwel tswar al
gl obal democracy afigamppry6ed to today (see

3353 Conditioning factors: Poligical knowl e

Il n Ghapwo, I t hesortihzaet tmweayn dcaownidointa lonat t it
actions on global democracy: first, politica
characteri gltaiycgl otbapr goeretr nancreni refgpassd@icloindy
of globazly.ddmoscsroaadtctisoownelt &ale ways in which |
and expectations in my survey.

Il n ChapteautTwiohatl palitical Kknoadvdteargmi nead
by threaiflaedtyphe: pos s e scsogoni toifv ea deepgpubaltsey ns e ¢

i .e. the provisiomoof viatifi @mmathieo n ;n dalovad sdtuhanl r od

1987; Del | i Carpini and Keetlem t1®i98; v Biam,abta
par agrtalpimsaeoopuer at i onali ziecalel kvawlteppde i n th
anidt s pdeeteet menhartrsms of ability., opportunity

Based expeaexyt ati on?3. J.s3#)e wbadtdi dn ke t o ass
infl ubatepelogpeld of under siteasnpdeicnigalodfy wohrelid pa
arguably undemocratic chardacuaer haviecdosnafuldielse

and wi ltla ngontesesn gl obal democracy. Teos tdfi s e
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questions related to world politicsFiamtwhilc
i ngdireanttloy peopl eds knowlaendcgee, aibno uma ratsipabualt ssrg
of existing internationalci @aedamisz autnidoennso ctr lad
democracy sclxlpdrog.e $Seradarmnwd ,dulat oawhai tgxtbegnin
understand theohegotacterrurnpd sh cipm o(cvearulrda)l pol it
of these t woi squreasndoomi zbdd cikns or def Gaibnasvsoed ¢
20Q7)Moreovmred , péopleemi of tt hted r ancsowrenrti ttmee ques
referring to aucyh eaxst eirmtadr nseotu rsceeasr c8h.e3s. 700r by

My fi kasowledge question investigates res
system in the (WkBdgl8@Be2®)R GSuoupy participant s
foll owi ngndguaensstweorn cahoi ces in random order
sequence of options:

Which of the fdlowing best describes the vote share system in the World Bank

Group?
A. Ead country has the same share of votes.
B. The vote shares are proportionaltodouni es 6 popul ati on s
C. The vote shares are based on economic contributions and power.
D. Five countries ave veto powers, while the other countries have just one
vote each.
I ndadi on to the correct answer (Cbhl el I n

answers and/or reflect vote share systems of
A ceosrpponds to the vote share system Optitdore B
seems | i ke a plausible choiceoptulhatr @omopes g
representation which many nati onal cptasr |ti aane

vote share system in the UNT IrSecgursittiyl | Copuonscs

31 Due to space constraints imposed by YouGov, | only asked one knowledge question in my
UK survey.
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respondents select theecbrkektithaodwef bRli smer
the inclusion of plausibl® @uastfiaom liiart dd e
for the pur pose kmfowdwallguwea toifn gvopd ap Ipeodsi t i ¢cs.
charactehée st hteomati onal system that (cé. of t ¢
Fox and By obvint 199898ds t o pblee nwhroe fkonlolwonw bwo rpledo
closely. I thus expect that eint dcavelds sorfim

knowl edge amondg my respondents.

My secondekmomgoawlsedon is intended to eval uc:
charact erfi stthe present i nternational systen
undemoicktagadebacer e, Di erckyx,buwtndt ¢/d snef 0 e he 2
amongl epewpo follow world politics rather cl

selectiontaobnthe Monetiasneffei 58 @ ¢2.8f21l RFe)spondent s

predgdenwieth theefol loomwiammgd ganswer choices in

]

espective survey |l anguag(eTo uroanfgaeca u,i tRaitpes ,t h
2000; Groves, Fowl er, Couper, Lepkowski, Sin

Where have the ManagjrDirectors of the International Monetary Fund (IMF)
comefrom thus far? Pleaselect all that apply.

Africa

Asia

Australia

Europe

Israel

Russia

South America
Switzerland

United States of America

TIOoMmMoOOw>

The correct answer iIis opeiognndDe the hasedtieon

Woods institutions st matmeal EBwr aphdédn emiateir2 & 6 )

32 Due to limitatons imposed by YouGov, my UK sy did not include this question.
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At the time of my subseryyed hwist tauwstt oenx hamt ibe
of thewbWMFd bt wunreasonable to assume that
naotnial i ti es of al | past |l MF | eader s. Howeve
customary rul ewi &t ke abME, toheyrrectlays sel e
right only those answers where moptei an fDiicsl
unaware respondents to answer this question
Asebdkktthat applyo, I mplyiegcdrhradct hehei co.ul.
answer options, | itrhaltudd sdti megr Ewamotpien edrotess, r
an answer choice to those respward.enBy Ilwihot idn
Europe along witchhuamatsetesof |Ii nwebiuvidd thalve ri sk
uni nformedt oespendentect answer choice. Howe
did not seem | i ke tthee bbeetswe eonp ttiroun yt ok ndoiwsl cerdigna
responcemtasr.t i cul ar , it seemed reasonabl e to
answer choice (especial lyr ignBiegntatt chra t Wot ohdes ciunss
the World Bankamies amoAmewaygyan asnictsesdiegdéhp
as an individual country al soewaulndd haove esp®
Thus, I i ncluded as answer choices individua
including Russia and thedsm8Hl esraelbntries Sy
My third knowledge question askedmabent
members of the UN Secahlrditeye Cpwenstiilan | nl al imutl
as ansiwelisnepuding the fiver coumreey amnsmwtemrises
mo s t popul ous countries ooff rtehleatwovrell d/, sprad U s

countries, and a random selection eo&i gataer

33 My UK survey did notontain this question,ué to restrictions imposed by YouGov.
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87 2p8,3 &#mad&Y &p8)4. | explicitly state in my que
members of the UN Security Council eand Ikeamce
select to a maximum of five in ordamstwerEr ev

of respondents who select mor & et. lgan Dfeil \ anud rhs
have included variations ef.thhsoqdestitonas
l evel of rel evant knowl edge about worl d pol
purposes of my dwr votryet ice imbstr elsatlt e € nt exar
undemocratic charactremrdtsitd rcé&gB ocody athheemnd xsi s2t 0i Ond
20009; Mur i tMoir e k20N 8ahkogsefbdr a very intui
di fferent | evels of knowledge among my respo
how matnhye pfdirvn@enent members of the UN Securit
correctlryl,yiThme asngdempti on is thus that the m
more they know about this particulger adhs peeact
is indicative of an equivalent increment in

Basedeoa tihhree questions on individual Kk |
calculate a composite knowledge score si,n whi
resmpdents can get wup to five points on this
states of the UN Security Council correctly,
Worl d Bankés vote share syshMdM¥. and | eader shi

Movi ng on to one of the deakteirilimi mgalnu de osfe pe

comprehguesbhnolnsaskimysytsurvey participants at

34 My UK survey featured an adaptation of this survey question limited to 2%risias
answer choiceslue to restrictions imposed by YouGov ($égurell3 p.295).

% Since my UK survey only included the question on the five permanent members of the UN
Security Council, the ste there ranged from zeto five.
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in the UN Security Counci | atnhsrweirg lecshtoh @  a@alnlid
or dereieg &9 e€p8)5

What happens to a resolution in the United Nations Security Council if a permanent
membeiwith veto power votes against it?

A. The resolution does not pasgjaedless of how the other members vote.

B. The resolution passes if a simple majority of tleer members votes in
favor of it.

C. The resolution passes if two thirds of the other members véaean of it.

D. The resolution passes if all other members votewoif of it.

Il n addition to the correct answerofa&)avthi cladc
cl oser TiTmlseearcltyy ocnontravene the cascepti ®fols &
in the UN Security Cdherrkili.s Thite nderdp rt eh & n sie

of peopl eds understasdumg bhatwot hd motéeti os

world politics, t he morkeouttheiyt gaaasihpadll swogt o al
i mplicationpopnfapeotadanr alm rules such as t|
Courtti l

I n order é¢éewxwplfoaréhpeoplebds ability he acqu
second comprebmpbogerdctvask al more gener al gu

comprietonendi fferent commonly used majoritarieé
(skiegap® &p8)5 | showed respondents the foll owin
again, in random order):

Imagine a parliament. Which of the following voting rules gelgraeates the
lowest hudle for a proposal to pass?

A. A relative majority (more votes than any other proposal)
B. An absolute majority (more than half of the votes)

C. A supermajority (more than twtbirds of the votes)

D. Consensus/unanimity (all of tivetes)

% My UK survey dd not feature this question because of litidias imposed byouGov.
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Because oft esgwercolnfpurse on due to this itembs
UN Security Council, 1 added the first sente
thlatamquiring about theilsoégidcaloti mgl ir@dteison s
rather than in relatieorttiad oy ispecifilan admdt
answer (A), I included furtiheirfdf epteindn sn atth atr
internationalt heoabenl sif eiamg@j partyamehésasarion
t he-tthwa ds supermajority rule as in the UN C
pursuant to ArticlEeuniBt(ed Ndt adegs UNBLhamsenms
in the Worl d TrSitdedb e ©gg &0 iW2at itochnat o mt ican | A i
correct chairgce i(ni nt hparctoinawelxt of a gwoaelrdc p:
institution), t his guestion i s suitabl e f

comprdehtiehmp | i cati ons of f undpaareinttiads pfrroocne dtulr a

not .

It hen calcul ate a composit,ei mpbyesommipodg
correct responses to these two quesbwpgns. Th
the implications of raleset o narmd dimEfgesnamtyh epa
mi ni mum comprehension score is zero (for get
score is two (for getting both questions rig

Lastly, innycdedr seyvyer al questionisat okopelad
det er mond maastdp por.tFumnis teyd els paosnkdient s about t hei
in world PoygB8bhed»®2ZIHisseei s a straightforward
subjective moteidyetiisocntbigfaaor.n dleroend meskdent s abo
frequency with which they discuss world pol:
Fi gBpep6)2. The rationdal edibehiisrsd ntghiwo ril d tplod i t

one iIis close to is an addi t,i omoatli veaxtlpsrdensasin 0 n
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indicator ojpoprh ewaen myrdi vi dual has to acquire
tal ki ng teonsf,eltlhoew ecbiyt ipzot enti ally | earning f
vi ews and alrhgeu megener al engageméden wiallculwat &
c o mpictceor e, summing the scores of these two ¢
thereby weighting stated intere¥t more heavi

Gener al pol itical activenemat ii vdadai afowgmut it e

polti cal kamodwbeae dgseiiganlilfyi cant dri ver kef agdao mwlne
on the issue dfboglholdal fdesmtk saatnady sa,g aw hnestthyer o

ready to t alse@iefaicstsiuoen oofn gdkhoebya | d edppenogtemer d lh e i

l evel of willingness toent akessaxs.h Q@Eoveni mnal
specific kinds of political actions (i.e. si
mon)e,y which armde®@mstd ydit fof eresmpto ext geneyal al
readi ness ttoi otnask ei nt htohsee paacs t i n a question

Asometi meso, and AofRFiepds4 f)RPanswenecWwobi beshé¢
wekbtablished mpl toij(eveotrid odn aMa | sutersv eSyu r.3¥Telye As s o «
resul ts oefnepeadplweidlalgianggen eisrs tttoe edi f fer ent p
i nvestigate confir mFitdieB éFPlgaAnmead |r asnukrivnegy e(ds ece
signing petmbsbobnéreguent of the three behavi
posts, and donations t o xp alsisteincpat i banasu adtnsgy.g elsnt
people indeed find signing petiti otnsc dsetalsite ri
and donating money the costliest of the thre

Thus,8i ng respondentuseds taincemae,tr 3ln tcdg § hegat g scor

37 My UK survey dd not include these questions due to limitations imposed by YouGov.
®0Once again, due t o “Yhombé& ofwdestions,didsnot include thiso n o n
guestion in my UK survey.
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general political acdiasnfeslsl.oWsh.e Kicrogte, iisnai
that they engage in a certain type of politi
arecoded e wigruhe ntchy scores of 0, 1, 2, and 3 7
scores nfgompesigmions, posting on soci al medi a

the factors 1, 1.25, and 1.5 rtehsrpeeecftkiavoedhsg .o T
are added to form a composite somreepnd gentt
Anotihhmor e gilequreoum of variables relating
opportunity to acquireom®!| 0hi-&chden olsno awl setdagteu
individuals, specifically edecathduicedt iactnt amean
be considered an indicator of Kknowledge it sc¢
i ncome may be voirewefd rtahsgnyong monald q¢cwitr e knowl ed
greater financi al e ananea lalnaw nfoare marce slse it vI
My question about the educational l evel of
Surveylapligtrting educational attainments in
education to oldtegieni(Feggada®e @Ot omMga sur e ment C
respondent sdé household income is split into
earn their i1income i n; nscecnomafl oyrfe Irtesxpdosn dde ot &
anyone who they may shrarparatnndarnsc)o;mea nd tthhi(red
number of people who depend on this i ncome,
chil drFking W(6sée #9)1. I n this way, rlespmndbhes®doir

effectively.

®YouGov 6s p adesihformatioton edication and income efault, such that |
did not need to ask for it explicitly in my UK survey.
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I n Chapter t(Thwat d¢r eatéi npdl i tical knowl ed
of both supporterseamdacygppoaoatnestbér gtbbaburg
camp more strong@s gectt@a® TeBshtei nggt hfear a potent
association between political knowl edge and
asumption that the strengthening .ampl iiess tid
not generally true that both strong support
knowl edge than weaker supporaree sasasdcioppioorr
political knowl edge and gl obabhrdemothasyopet
political knowl edge variables as |inear tern

As theorized in Chadmn&)t hEwo gfoae Ddctciommn i
for peopleds attitudes relate to assessments
Onef the questtconsechsmyhsurgewe o#fievsiatsyi,bi |
enqguwhebh@eorondent s deem the world popul ati on
not F(isgebeB e2p7)8. Mor eover, I i nvestigate whet hert
| gdor gl obaty deomowo riki gobrp epd)8. (Asieme ng at peopl
assessments of gl obal democracyds feasibilit
gl obal deatato prosscsyplrlse | dHli eg i sPpeBi gLt 2p99 and
whet her they consider it | iketry bemcetaseli{ Keky
Fi g&3 ep7)?

As theorized in Chaptaesrs uTimwat ainmc oerd dii mg db
feasibility omaylmbkhdpdgembenaoywsde dmpkde | gnt o

t heonrvicgt ioonsnay have aestshempent ems.Teehcgpg om

40 Due to limitations imposed by YouGowy UK survey only featted a question on whether
respondents consider global democracy rathesiptesor imposdile, but not on the likélood of global
democracy or other questions relating to the feasibility of global democracy.
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for a potenti al guadratic associ attaoin, behee

former assumpti on $ijwarniodtadsr emrbiraeedl pdhat ndi c a

feasibility beliefs are higheroambohgset wohyge

more costly action in supportRatfhenr, otplpose tp

anaelsyggseust aneaki liepd abetowmesen feasibility bel.i

attitudes and actions. I thus dpearmsti onal i ze
336)Control variabl es

I n addition to quest i oarsaxaph au tov aryiadlslpesan.,d e
askedaicerquestions the answers to which | [
included in my regression model s, gi ven t hat
dependent variabl e andusmkd iesxtrpolretd aatlmsdyf ivaire ra b

Oneuch factorstpotomnical ®©Doi ent at-iioghobn t
scaGdleob al democracy has motr | e omd Gttih&cEseri § s 8
majroeemdr | d ansbssweceinartliigpflitite ol oggi andngpg on gl obal
although gl obal democracy is ideologically a
than the néseen®&SkeRB83tRPnpdmwsi bl e that there is
| erffitght i deol ogy and my explanatory and depel
f orl iotp.er at if aciaroirtzher eaehivays: First, employing
based resegar cWosBSudv &gl Aessocgi alt i ok 2r0elp ornde n |
themsel vepoion a&scail»x between | epoimangd aigght a
(skieg5 €p8)8Second, | atsok prleascpeo ntdheennissel ves on
i deol ogicalsliy i ompo dihtaeg pepresent cl assicall"

economic ideology. The two polar opposite st

41 This question did ndeature in my UK surveydue to limitations imposeoly YouGov.
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t hemsel veassaseor thbeirtiogehcto npoonsiict iloenf taVael ueask e n

Survyepyl@andstiliy adapted for t hFei goBupregpb)d’es of

The third question intended t oasdsniveeaslt iighd @l c
spectrum r esloactivgos tluegdatg imtei or i ent ati on. Her e,
generally considered to be individual freedo

| aws to determine how péadpred |danvaensB2ulplp3oss dp U ro|
of my survey, I devel opedpausenghesgdemensn
positioningubnuthghbespbBicgdp ape)ts ee

Anot her group of control variabl esus n my
and international |l i fe experiences of respon
the survey countriyfowhiaobt reqa@sp88 adcondl vy,
askspondents about their nationality, i . e. i
another one andgFiigupp8)8. wihhchdbge [(saesk resp
consikddemeéel ves an et hnic minoriwhyen ngrtohwei nsgo c
and/ or atFipge®ep)9. (seehen calcul ate a compos
foredemtf tywpes mofhoeihy experience throughou
indicates that a person was an ethnic minori
indicates having been an eth*hic minority thr

Amt her cdnrter dlhavarli d nclude i(sEmgA4Eepdy i
28 Y. For the purposes of my study, it is arg!

|l east as a conrtonog rvealriigaibo ues, fsaiintche nsaty not ofr

42 Due to space constraints impossdYouGov, my WK survey did not contaithis question.

43 Once again, due to space constraints imposed by YouGov, this question did not feature in my
UK survey.

“YouGov 06s ipdudes suchdnfotmatiobao ut respondentsé et hni
tha | did not haveo ask for it explicitlyin my UK survey.
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paoltical i deol ogies, but also with their att:i
in the Bahfgaidtfht htethere i s a clear relbagli ous
goverfimMamtesh @HO0L0Fr some have i dentsi fiine dCaw ohrc
social do¢BriameraanweBMomebveaOl | should not
prtecestdamgngdd the wording of this question fr
nomel i gious Db®lievers as well

Three commonly featured controlotvarihate
respondents must be at | east 18 years ol d t«
they indicate that theyieara, aifmiefr@ cdom flilwes sc @
form that they are 18. e 8essporndelndesr afxreeas$
gender and have three onpatlieo,n sort ofi octhhoeorsoe ofnr o\
el aborate i n R gafedp5)b.e xNo theo xt h(asteemy quotas ir
f emal es, t howBghM. Iwleiec hSemddmsnn t hat responden
included BsBampilye fwintah out reweighting. fLastly
residence |isting the main administrative ¢
Ger many, and the US, as wel/l as prefectures
opion of clarifying that tHdayy2®c28&]! liy Iwihi el

case they were ex®luded from my survey.

337VData quality measures and checks

|l n eard o assure the quality of mywbBiucketyhid
subseontel aborate on. First, given the quant.

®Once again, YouGovds panel data includes suc

so that | did not need to adkr it explicitly in my UK survey.
®YouGovos panel dneludas such gegraghe mformatienroy daultj so
that | did not need to ask for it explicitly in my UK survey.
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to preempt respondent fati guteheangualtist yp odafe nm

dat a. Hence, i n or demrs weor {pArcaideasige aputibhet ake s
sever al st epwo:r dis bwml d htthesl kaeler questions, S
under st and t Weer e haos keeéde Fthog Gt/ Mor eover , |l s

guestions by htoympe vmul tsilpldeer) and whet her or
democracyo. ddatei omdeiandtbmegomed fully within |
bl ocks thatipgpéabatedemecracmo or not. I n thi
guestions such asgie@ihgcipriotatss ,twbitesgpnea
ef f evcetnsl ye across the various questiomg iomqui
opposing gl dbal democracy.

Secomdar,ediarfeer ewh iy r @dnls lo nogsupel set is@ve aan abl es:
Firdoryjsmmertant mgonbteptr @ niewaer. kg . cosmopol it
democrati c piodenltoaptyo retxtpgoawner r el ating to gl c
needs toedpechalkifpwd!| y. Secondly, two separat
peopl ebrseguairedwrsreqt dif fafcet s of the concepts.

guestionenhefp satidficing behavior among r .

people indicate contrary opinions oncalwlbyque
be pvoesliyticorrel ated, that woul & be a possi bl ¢

Thindacicessing my survey, I gave priorit
smartphone users. The | atter were gel whahl o\

somet @particularly forstydounageredagedmalbep&adrl |

47 Due to limitations imposed by YouGov, my Wkirvey did not includéhese randomizations
of question sequences. However, note that my UK suwas much shoetr overall such that
congderations relating to respondent fatigue were not as relevant.

48 Becausg of space constraints imposed by YouGov UKysurvey only includedhe question
whether people rather consider themselves citizens of tHd wrocitizensof their country.
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prioritizing | aptop and tablet users was thr
dev-adaptive and designed artentto sécer,eeimmpshabzd b
smartphones, computer/ |l aptompxacd!| yabhet f os e
intended, e. g. i ncluding the hori zentoalcedi s
guestions. This i ss pwelslibleepmowhirant  hfolnieg ta
that the screen odrademaeart.i obhovwew drc,hels danmmat
respondents do that and hence preferred comj
my surveyr riemd ftf looenndhd sl $Hecef erred computer/ | api
are mor éel icloampy etto ng the survey from home an
than smartphone users who could be amiywdher e
I preefesers of computers, | aptops, &G ittabl e
to typgeeonho the availability of aiphysheaktek:
maked aborations on respanmegebki®kal ppen comment

Fouhetlcfemmi t ment questions constitabheeanot
in my survey. Survey met-bothml bmgnt esaneca bh
iperhapsmewthetchieovfe iwacyr e a sti ncgo mpel sipaorbedes aidn s
or intasvidewW O®ks&amber g, Vinokur, and Canosedl
t wo such questiong. phitntstn,g iimmedi d&th&l .o&fsteen t

I reemphasi zed to respondleenttsh atn aal |Is egpuaer sattieo

(sEegBpep5)8Howeverhe asonsernt for m, I al so rei
cotteng survey data that is as comprehensi v«
guestions iIif they deem them too sensitive or

4YouGov did not offer the option of preferring users with particular devicesyp my UK
survey.
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del i berahdbalo(esdee Se@t ddropted for tchliwdinmed ho
Adondt knowo or fAprefer not to sayo options
satisficing behaviKocrosamaerikg eRe fipp @ m demiibgs ec ot uol ¢
confirm that they were willingcowmmiobseovehdehm
they did the |l atter, they were automatically
unwi tbi api de by my rules for ensuring data g
Mysecondommilf ment aotesttihen ursel atfe ext er nal
i nternet sear chedsevpomyesntas dted sconfiarsk t hat
or referringeroadangosuckesewhi é&ti géd pd)3eti ng
This exclusion of external sources serves
respondents concenntsrtaitteu toino ntahlei sptarctao nccud patri oacrno
I present them with. | f t heoyutwegrleo btad sdtearrotc r:
mi ght encounter other conceptions, which in
guestionswanSeecdontdo, olbt ain responses directly
survey, rat her thanathhaitr thesponsassieaf twen ht 4
mi ght be present or nearby while theysare cc
to refrain from referring to such bystander
guestions omnwhb¢lRcthereé yi £orrect answer, su
by searching the internet or ttsal tko mmgmilttfo toot h

refraining from such behavior promises to r

*0 Due to space constramimposed by YouGov, myK survey did not include this design
element. Instead the survey statkd following toall respondents below ¢hintroductory prompt on
global democracy (see footnd#, p.88; Figure105, p.290):

Questions in tid section are gerally optional. Howewe the research quality depends on your
responses being as comprehensive asilgess hus, we kindly ask you to onbkip those
guestions thiayou consider too sensitive or about which you are unsure even aftéil care
consideratia.
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agreed to use any external sources, they wer
but i f theycammietc,t etdhanoa tveierladfl layyw screened out
compl eting the rest o f my survewn itm o&heersel
commi t ment question on external sources, | a
points t hr ovegyghoUe . gt.h eb esf uorrwve t hey start con
comprehensi.on questions

Fifndt har measuriencne any e svmeaavsasyurtaarl desy ab ol
pseudonymi zation of data before dug@Biepns tF
287 That i s, in addition to the consent for
(see Se@tiB9gnremind survey participants that
real names during the research process. I i
the questions about party peprgfeodttimgars ;omansers
demographics such as home country, nati ona
met hodol ogy scholars have shown such assur a
effecS$iiveer, Von Thwyn, and Miller 1995)

Si xtfhurtdner measure to ensure a htbglseldevel
val i daitmadinhsi mangpes of my survey. That is, | wus
to ensure thetdnr eas ppoangdee nft sr sa ami ni mal amount
be necessar y-t g dtaisregl) ofnorprtehe questieoand. and
Resnpdobent s who attempted to move on to the nej
ti me had passed were shown error messages t

time to read the texts and/ odi amgsswdé marmyd iqgfufeesr

®1 Due to restrictiongmposed by YouGov, my UK survey did not include such an assurance of
pseudonynration before the question on votimgantions.
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purpes®gses, ask respondents to take Fem@@®eglp.t i me

26)dantdo all ow themselves sufficient time to
deancr ac¥i gd6e2p64 The timer validations were
compl etion speed, so that respondents were n

were ifjmustatciormplmy survey properly but very
kept respondents on such pages for | ong enou
through my surve¥% without responding.

Severst mnod her datea npualpidisyumysyar ao@m@ph oy
met hod forsgpawmgiemdg attention: arn Oprmpsetnrhied tmear

Meyvis, and Davidenko 20TMeh ettaku sle re mapn do yS ci hsw a

a question abous,i bubymat keahaésponderts to i
in the fAOthero box, instead ofFiigBdFiep®Pi ng t h
This question is gener alployndeefnftesc twhvoe fautl liyd ern

even if they believe that thetgstlgawddd binloavt
some respondents who fully read the instruct
a short pilotvenhaise Germameg, srespondents who
check were screened ouWit agetomarn i wial hinwtot ¢ D¥ha
to screen out responHennteal bnmyhbaesabgsies aanm
foespondent sé6 per f edumaae caetcooansttrhoils vrmaea sabrl e i r
anfdorobustness checks

Finally, i n order t o idnsmarse ulsieghul datoa iou:

whet her or not respondweeay sormag!| pbaelWhobdemd gl da &

2 Due to regictions by YouGov, my UK survey did not include such tibzsed validatios.
3] thank Biian Schaffner for insping this attention check.
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democracy survey research is rare so far, it
t hat I use praad i gin @wait edsliyn poll s on a simil a
degree, sumihgtptri oon pwoimtl sf e mpoldlaw &a . For examp

have triggered or contributed to respondent :

thereby inflated my estimates of the preval e
gemér popul atiléon. i Worpge ogt thinking were in t.
the strength of gl obal democta&ky attiobondeen
democracy, then previous pollls efoumy kbey adesp
vari ables. For all these reasons, it i s 1 mpor

through prior swaasveeycsf. time flag,t ,onen prhieor pol
data in this sUN dye fwoarsmsa tshuatwedy soamo |l ar s a f €
in coll aboratiof(GWwashi Dy.saalawawserai dl) pov e&dce d ¢
source of pollution by asking Dynata not to
in the previous pyopbthai nMogeaweque responde
can match t he ntwiof W ar eass modtrednesmitds! ililieon ded up pa
in both studies.

338)Adherence to | egal and ethical require

At the beginningserit wheh ewnm vtegy, evngr yx ome s p
Fi gRBep56 a&ndldaeph7. This for m i-psr abcatsiecde otne mpl
provi déed Kentr al University2®®m&edrheh Umnt lviea s
Oxford. I n |Iine with | egal requirements, the
withdraw their constenotn, odn rtehsep omseu ddoant yami zoan
dat a, on the puwrupoesgs dfiso ru swehdi,clont tehe st or ag:
in cases of compl aints, as well as on the pr

compl ethensofvey is expected. At the end of

Pagead# 40



Who on earth wa gitasn dg |whb DPhitlh ebsyi sFar sa

thaye satt 18&ayears old and that they agree to
conditiFomas EEpe
349)Conducting and analyzing the surveys

I n this section, le sfsi rosft feileal bdoirnagt emyo ns utrhv
Brazil, Germany, Japan, the UK, aardi tteirei dJSI.
for rewei ghtmarkge my dmeotree treepresentative of t
countries. baesmeyhodsempdatonots that | empl o

341)Fi el ding the surveys

I commi ssi oned t he( asumeregyerf ilret w2yemat3ur
|l nternati onal taon df iRee sde anryc hs uNroywe)y Jiamp aBr, aainid, t (
Sates in August 2019. Dynata is an establish
with f or -btahseeidr (seusrgvaety®m| And Margalit 2010; B¢
Sances 2016; Brutg®©neampdi Kei paér a220h8) age of
iratherettangfsurveys on online | abioirshnear ket
speed of dheel ihveelrpy owfi tah dedi cated t eam, i nste
of a database to which participants an onl
proprietary pool o f potential adurproep/ul paritoing
counaroesd f{Dg n2adhlad)fhe company makes additio
i ncl ueocer ehmacrhd gr ouplss.i nl nt hceanrt rpaasnte t o onl i ne |
thus send targeted requests for participat:.

characteriimg igspuliatcillaad groups thatl aorl uBaa

*|n the case of my UK survey, | relied on YouGov faffilling these legal and ethical
requirements.
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| abor marnlPavlparcel snd Chandler 2BtandHwmbGft t ary
Samat, and .Acquisti 2017)

| asked Dydaetaampl psowbd respentedt popul at
terms of gendeii,n agleke fammdmrefgi onterl ocked ¢
calcul ated by Dyhabh wbionhg thaws oenshe most
opoptuil an nfuadmib fe rdse emangr aphi ¢ characteristics su
(Sl ej uc @01O9ur s e, iwnad iualb Ings ewvneanh natsteaei dnunceant
income in the interlocked quotas would have
survey results, but uarftoirciumarntes yo Dyyn aalalésw
three afovameabhli ®enealgumaxismimat TDgnata provi
country ariemarb#i(pgB.2)8 uf coerdl &W2lg g8i2)9, f eorr mabrayl 3¢ p .
330 for JTaapbdgRB.3)2nfdor *AheetdSprovi sion of the

i mpl ement ed t hedreront dQutarlaerkitctsh& inmyofradf véysn pr

—

o automatically afdreegemyo wtu ot eassp omedeentfsi | | ed

]

espondents were generally all owed to compl ¢
check;erhowelw y t hwhse peaessspeod dtetnet satt enti on che
t hus r ewealiightnigng eafter coll ecBifAag2)he survey
My surveys in Brazil, Germany, Japan, and

2 Septembelr u2s0eldd a standard formula for samg

mi ni mal sampl e si zes (fGorc hmya nf B2uG G Bautaivoeny o gTiwduen:
of tens or even hundreds of millions per <co
arouondntp esti mates, and an acceptance of fiv
mi ni mal sample size per eoumtemy alscd®8Hit Gown

% For the UK, weights were provided byouGoy, as described below (see Sectdoh.2)
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mi ni mal sample sizes per treat megntt ograounp ,niimt
of 519 respondents who completed the survey
number of r esponndsetnrtusc twhoon afla inaendi ptuhleatii on ¢ he
as complete responses, dgublieatlhe amipniemsmzwls
The full sample sizes of respondents who co
their ddtanabBedak,@e2r nPany, 1,124 in Japan, anc
sizes of respoeadiemdgtsr whtoi paaslsemanihpul ati on c|
are 523 in Brazil, 519 in Japan, andoB&&O0ofn
respondents in each country by gendéri,guagee,

116B.002 hr o-u gh 3 (8B.1)3.

My UK survey was conducted by YouGone betw
of moset renownellesddnbungepancneimpany worl dwi de.
on voting intentions is often considased on
il lustrated in Germany, where it features an
pol(lZsi cht and ,Caamandwi 0L 2019 UK gener al
successfully pwviedti crty df ar |tamESsCavadéeR ®d H)Atv e P
the time of writing, YouGov reported to hav
respondents on their UK onlineel@Yaomnudaloyv. Rro2wWiar
For nati eemalastyirweeys e@wvwat sseabmp | e s o fpatvgei c h
i's reprvesernft aBtri ti sh adults i,antderendsh oaftt ihaage ,
case of my UK survey, these qualitative ad
cmpared to my surveys with Dynata camehevi th
UK survey myself wusing Qualtrics, but had to
based on the questionnaire andt Kresu gmouth atthil

YouGov i mposed | imits on t hle cnouuntbde ra sakn.d @ oynpde
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survey with YouGov thus all owed me to gat het
but at the cost of ®bseuer vieiymictodnhpeaonfiys n & mp e a eng |
my UK survey amounted to 1,714 respondent s.
342)Wei ghti ng
| use ent r(obpayi ronad ealnlcearng201 2 ; Hai nmweli Qéat
survey data 1in order to refdnresctalroempg esewne

arameters. The aforement i dmadbltdqguobdadaiise pp ovi d

w T

2-83)2 form the bgsmg $sampweightorder to refle

of gender and age by region. I n addition, I

=)

at ivoontailng preference distrTdhi(g3a3)36ab{eot he t

334, Thatbkd ( p33)4 present my voting weights for

]

espectively

Unfortunately, i n iBwrgaziid pmpms ssiubclhe raesweti lgd
nationwide polls inquiring into peoplebds vot
to work with the reweighted dat eeshasediamtaeg
how the Brazasianwpolpeliasiomrrently distribu
for the vari ousFipydiliiet3p0)cta | parties (see
Il n Ger many, Im rweeleyk | oyn pdodtlas ftrhoat are coni

opinion res¢edrchtiastdi Catheswe 2YJeh®y all y ask

party they would vote for if(shece waeseanalbec
in Germany al ways take place on Sundays). Fo
a residual paregesy of cat kel at e the averages

opinion resear ch aagenycisaus vieBmtt ind ki2e8d kd afghu s t
20BN d For sah0 fAwWgUIMB i ZChl1 Y esul t s 1 n the voti ng

t hanre reprFo e @d.0)i6.n
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For my eJaspmamnwes udkaet an,atli ommladd y representat
on voting preferences from timeframes that &
survey was fielded. Il n particul(2m0,aA0) AWSr age
TV As(a2h0if 9o ml18L7August 2019 in order to calc

preference tdhe tmatbitd ntalires!| teiured oaf my survey. l

-

eweighting step requires some more adjust me
given the relatively high -swbmbtantoifvearroasngo
Aotrme MAno pamnmtuynwaecameé/d®) in opinion polls,

raw survey dat a, -soprecvioftiecs Faorrt yt hteo sRurbg teecctt t

Koku), I keep the proportion of afwotdlaera, par te)
peerct , and redistribute the difference of 18
eight parties that | include in my sample. T

and weights for FampafE@®Bm0® reproduced in

For t he US, I also rely on public opini
coasrponding to my survey fielding dates. I n
data kcogpaot i ng ipwheafteerree,n cacdsf tfhogr T¢ thmedy ont r un
of the Democratic Party for the Presidency,
Republitwn Panald Tr ump, with a vi elw droaw hecer
Emerson Coll égenp62 4A RPUsItda tl B D/ TI PP sBrovey de
August 2019, averaging the figures fog the t
di fference to t(heEemerresxind uPad lalhdaanmge2DEHP; r@rs ul t
estimates of wvoting prefFargad@Bs)3i n the US ar

After -altampiyng my sampled dwomrtlachf coem

di strifougdamder ,0 age, regiaesnweadahdavotrewgi ghei

(7]

ampl edawn otrol 1gq 0t0aDIi,n wei ghts that require
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adjust ment as they r emmaiyn aweclelptwidt hiinmitise f
rew ghting factor of(BngmendanddTGhkei smbaR) YA} E
deviations, and range of my fiaald weitgmigs ph a
are summar i Brfa@dbd(lg3.8)4 for CarhM(aB.¥4,i nf or Japan
Tabll@eB.3)4, and f Da blitZe@®.3)®2)S Niever t hel ess, | shou
my weighted samples in Brazil, Gkrmgnyat Jdapa
representate veot Tipeydweg-da sbeyd prraonbdacom | 8 a mp | i
traditional met hods, which would have prove.
budget constraints, but whica shouhdsatilayp ar
steadilygdeet vay ear(sed8padogkipnesampl es in the
may nonetheless be characterized as nationwi
ot her scdiieenst itfhiact shtawe relied on Dynat-a and
based (esgar Kam 2012, Margol i s and oSminccke,s 2 (
Rot hmund, Azevedo, King, and Jost 2019)

For my UK survey, YouGoveicgaihcswéehrae ecdalacndl @t
as foll bvasgwhf chetiesr|l ocked with, geasded amdt &
derived from ttirev eLya bapradcar nrkriedds t e m&t es of t he C
St at( ON;S)xsselcyp ot ti cablaseendt € htei d@ae eel ement of t
El ection IByvodya,ltigasaee on Nati onal Reader shi
UK censmutly, "ot i ng ®Reclg9sn ernaliinettencet ooked with
based on eaftfiriacsd wallt s and ONSnfdopalhat bgnvest inm
in the 2016 Brexit referendum, basedGemrertah e
el ection voting intenti on efsitgiunnaetisedair hdoeadd dti a
(YGov 2.072h0eb )me a n, standard deviati on, and r ¢

summar iT a eltie[B.3)4
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343)Anal ysis of results

I n terms of software, | use Microsoft Exc
anasysl use Stata to conduct ulhtesrsutnatmys taincaall
on pool ed sampl es of c oceaufnftercitess,g o aigintga guudhitnagg c o

Thi s entab|lmask easeg@aint ir ¢y ,0 bbsueti @datsioo ®t  phenomen.

valid across the atdusntproiteesntiiml my gemelral i za
around the worl d. For my descripPtiabel analons:e
this way, | determine, for example, the perc

di ffegedetsumaf support or opposition for the
3.3.4)n my analyses of eXp3.aimpttdrey sftaamtdarrsd (ns
of mul ti warinoad el irpexggirnear i |y relying on ordina

using ordered Irogioshtuisa rr&sgreanshseiddens tf,a akRhdr Ai k

instance, in osdehane gstdaetnitsthiycdlalcy osi gni fi c
gl obal democr acy atetsistiudie smo dle Il aodnesnt wauincit @ lbr | ebgs
mi ght theoretically aBfgct)saswelaastconmntdeas! (¢

(see Se@8tHBha)next chteaeptrersurldmorotfs my descript

anal yses.
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AHResul t s: | ndi vi dual attitudes on gl

My surveys i n Br amUhtie dGeKri nuagndyonnd Jmp @ re ,d
StatU§shéw that, whil e moet glptelb@abedtbmoelr ay e |
maj or ictiitdismeadd | surveyed countries dmndomge ¢
a world parl i amegotnm nmendin oe cahgy.odhed e many pe
indicate a rather weahkhl endsigeméntctaontf sumbe
strongly in favodee®emitydiorhmdr tdeeemimxtreaceynabdwi c
participltiptoiicms gdmdai ndeed necelsisiamtye rtnoata dodnr
peaacned cl i matMplcshmengef urther i ndi adatta,ttudeds t h
more willing they oae®pdonidlalkye ipo mmecgywyardt acft

Thchaptiesercusses the centr al descriptive ar
resutdtssanstructured as foll ows: First, I pr
peopl ebs pabout tgl akahg democartaac ydt heSekeyndrets
regarding peoplebds attitudes toward tgheobal
di fferent proposals are supported ana@arwhat t
Thirodut I'li ne my anal yrsiesse off percep leex@se nti lalnidn gdn e
degrees of political aEtfoh tohscamasmsbyl dtpaland
robustness of my descr  Fphatveryalnyldemamgnmat i on
di sicotghse g.esul t
410)Pri or thinking about gl obal democracy

As expected,f magrovdytdaescdunhtadidds kbdbdunev d
of gl obal demdarg@awhibed pé& 3,7 (asletehough the res
quidti & f earcarmtslsn Acr es s t hes fofurmy oyt atiiae. ur vey
Brazil, Ger manyi,and apeaemn,a gaenabd t mberv & rtcheonutg hht a

deancr acy bef Arte ithgghsendeypf t helapaaing es, t aStle ptehr,
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had never consdrdeay db gfl orbea,l wvileemmoeas 70 per cel
in the US had nevegeht £.ntletr ttah en et do ms, uecoha | t yhfoSul h e ¢
of Bamgis$ay that t heegd htalde fmiewa ¢ c dShmmecrap dtahti. s
gueswadasonasked on a mghltoehpdgastehsetri otnhann arsy aUK s
Fi gut2300 dadhweltrs are not ehéeioehgitoompbat BKéE ¢
t he tlweof tf aopt mpnanl abel édextesponbaviscgl Bneve
gl obal democr aby bievieoy ey stedBlaride dl 9h ypereent n t
51 peacfcemaspespegtsErgdael)ow

FigarePrior thinking about gl obal demo:

100% 6% 10% 6% 2% 6%
14%

70% 9%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

28% 10%

11%

67% 70%

Pooled Brazil Germany Japan USA

mNot at all mVery little More than a little © Quite a lot

Note: The pooled results here exclude the UK, as restrictions imposed by YouGevtt
offer different answer choices there (d&gure 3 below)

Fi g&reWRrior thinking about gl obal dem

UK 32% 19% 16% 17% 9% 7%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%  100%

ml (never)m2 m3 m4 5 6 (alot)

Among those who indicate that tolfeygl hbhavad

democracy, surprisinglhyavhei g hhonuugnhbte rasb asutta tiet te
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a | ittslueoveignemdaIrkieg? (HB3pARcr oss Braayi |l Jaamm an
US, an average oiaRdugpkrtr czamoutsat leamihayuea teailt
or fAquite Aat Itohtedo Iboeweorr eend of the range, ab
indicate that they hawvady fieaglet t hlhouta i obal
and tthdiidg®ire i ncreasewhiobeaiouBda20lpsucenti s
state that they have thought much about gl ob
and arouvpdnfiofnpglentmy aURws Ohv ey sesdidiff ertemnt e e
rigretani ngomytumlnssbel ednerspboosehscatat ément

about gl obal democrawgridaslkedtecteedf dyepéivigens o
of respondelfiskBieg@aspdtetvesyyoow e¢khp principal
facftfors meopplieor t hide&maogr aocny ,g Ifoobcaulsi ng on t h
statistically si gvreilfsi dannghaets geoooninveednat ni do nnaol v il ne
to |l ess schatsarsttiened ardul ts.

The main drivers of prior thi nhkei nign fal buoeuntc
of family, friends, anmnd ppe erbse,si aleswealhle deva
kowl edge abouf( swabll3e 36| Theé csoef ficient of ¢
related influence by pdgamihiygkdtyi sstthda] | andi ¢
(p<Oafd9lwmdt anti ve magnitude i n tvheey epdo ccloauch trre
Gl obal dreanoaxtreaccyi nfl uence by advocacy groups
extent of peopl edbsbalri de mpdrsankyi ngtl sadpfayw $ 0 @il «
statisticall y,baitgmgiedfiasmtb gt @aawd.i ¥) magsi tude.
heaere Japan, where the substamahyyewmhmagaeithde
i's marggmnafligannhsiat Cor0ahB Rdntaelri ¢f e mamswh at
ironic, gi wédre tlreatdi smgmeg |lofbal democracy advoc

(9. Campaign for AasWMOR&NWH iaane nda saagtys doubt o
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respondermt s kwenge speci fically of gl obal de moc
this quéasbtbaer primary driver of sprsiuobrj etchtiinv
interest | i hwhevehl | pdaspiotaihy g hdrwyd st at i stfifciadilentsi
(p<0.01) in the pooled regression, i n Ger ma
(p<0.05) in Bhazl bsanthad tap psot sviratinigoecli m<¢ 0 .ol )

with prior gl obal democracry ((dandkingBrazitlh)e

governance knowledge. This association is si
(p<0.1) in Japyani,nsaingdnisftiactainstt iicnalGer many.
Politmpaeher®i on and pol i besceaclonawmeiyy edardis s
peopl eds prior thinking about gl obal democ
associations (p<0.05) i nBtaei lpoolaedamleigtaprds

bet wleent wo. fAntonsgresting cloonbtarla sgte yeoc nndyn cfei
knowl edge is that the pooled regression coef
signifinegmtt iibnedincg t hat edud¢ st ihmeecigleinerlanhowl
which drives t hi o&i @magnyda btohuatt ggleonbearlaldeend uc at i «
thinking about global demsest&w®&ey r(igehbhaps imee
S yesms ) .

Wi t h respevcatr itaoeslbeosnt dohot e t hat males con
t houngohrte about gl obal democracy before than
coefficient S onl vy weakly st at issttatciadtliyc agd
signi f<iOc.aOn5t) iceecpotef dn my attenti egmobbhbUditcatomd r
reversseel ictayyjahose. who have thought more about
more | ikely to be attentive (probably. becau
Furrtanremmi gr atiromnerpsuch as coming from anot

countrwiagdahaual or other nationality are
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regression, but only in indiwvindualtf feccouwett i © 3
Meami |l e the coefficient on Isitfaetciadxtiperii msic @n i
in all reWYeemady onBus conclude that there 1is

mi gr dtaick& g a ogrnidor dathho wthki qpldemocr acy.

Labut nptweedbbailhgs et enti ictdhr t ht ngli algalab
democmaygydoret bgn pol l ution thheugll pvant poef
statistically insignifi craed®gunrlstt hoenltpyocolteady i s
significant bBi namBd aweakl(yp<fobhidncahiendSs me0p
association between previous participation i
about the issue ybefRoeevaeurs aki tvge my gabyterdiaa r ol e
since especially indedxpleiscietd ypweoplghtmi gihtt $Huwac
Ger many and Japan, the coefficientds sign
i nsi gnQifmiectabneti . sy of gsluorbvaely sdeomocr acy,|l dangeeen
numbers oyfwherogplleadnprevi ously partilcn pmayt ed
US surveiygletepbwtlencempl etlkedd mpr suiroedg! ynpart
connjeoxiper i ment on UN ref dGhasseéewmerdl abger 2O 0
even i f itghnerfel cwhamsn ,spolt woul d hgamybthyped hmyp i
by tr ingogrper ihonogu gtht about gl obal democracy amo
majorities of people in t hensfider edurgv eyead o
bef or eswupmhiisliengl y high numberds c @t slpaueadp btyh e
si gnipfriicoarntt hought into the issue.

Finalllggt us note tsoat tme Xl avtatoaly Mmade
pritdin nki ng aboartalgyltdab gplooderd regression and

modéhave-smguaR ed oimpawyarwedgd hl.yk|l goddndgslee
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13 3p3)5Thi s indicat esntt haft aikrfadiavaitd@ npénceé he e
thinking about gl obal tdde nvoacrriaacbyl ecsa ni nb et he xsp | ma
42)Consi stency of global democracy attitudes

Particularly since most people have evid

democraepubebbbso due to the hypothetical nat.?
teconsi stency of individual gl obal democracy
on gl obal democracy, do they ntéaaldity adiémal i

consi st adreqgotfhape d hleeds attitudabli iy whiadh @is ¢
i s what (1Co7mi)ée esngt ed It oarsgtuveddy t hat i ndividual
demoacy should be viewed as consistent if t he

democracy as experts, e. g. epnol iAtsi ocodlm ptt eeedr ii:

Three, my survey featured variousaiqsestgil obhsa
democr ac Yol ir Bhnecodrhye | i t er ature, as wel | as |
and cosmopolitan conmivowrcterxamibexdteet pewdeat gsn

and expectedncdaxzdkediadtessd amiet Iy liorbdilv democr acy
on these analyses, I find that mo s t peopl ed
consistent.

Firsesste my poodfedrshg mpdeea many U StJeaxpaamnmi, n ea ntdh et
bi vari ate comnrrtehleatpiroinnsc ibpeailw edee.p epnedoemlt e dvsa raitatbi
the composite concept of a gl obal demdcer acy

one han2dp onaei da | explanatory vatNMyabt esulotns ta

% Due to restrictions imposed by YouGov, my UK questionnaire could not include as many
guestions and is thus not suited for my analyses in this sulysectio
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summar iTadl4e BmM)7 Theted expl anat ortyh ev aprrioaxbil neast
mot i vhmeys tihncar etf r amewer ksts and val ues.

I n Iline with the notioma et aaisii ¢di byl atog
| east bprwiBatle correlation in the expeuepedrtdir
(or opmoms dtheeo h andgll oawnRdd gtfhaectthoer so tohlnellr)e Ihiaenwdi: n g
t halt obal democeagldhmowd alknesd £ mo c r aeexpient@¢h2a)t
oneds home coumteray (vaag welpabsobbeegmet of gl obal d
B} hi nkiomg tbhbantry woUlod pewsesmbuelmaregeidi)ng t hat
c ompoattsr iwoul d KHeaonmeoerfsece)s ent ed ,i n€¢wogil dle rpiod g
gl obal public partici patoironuniinmowo e lsgihlnddboal i t i
democamaegegvarynneceasddr 3s t hd 7dyeodamggl dosb agr ob
democp atcg netfifadcloyi vien eaftf efcitgihvtei)n g csle egantgeb ad h an
d e mocasapcoyt e nefifadCloyi viem anfefaencs rnt@nteearsruat i onal p €
consi géoibmad dpeontoecrr taicayVv (eoirne f f € orv reqomi ng wor
pover tbhyel i(elvli)ng t hat onedés views on gbobal i
di fferéehofsfepemp!| e (IWo)r Itdwindkei,ng t hat in a gl ob
be moare dielssabr dil)tpyr,ef erri ng onebosr caovuonitdr yt atke
responsibility for addressi3ngsgppobmisompgpys)u e s
gl obalssachi as peacek,eld(mwiomgiider pngne¢ihg@gloevor | d
ngttor gl obalb5daemonkaany, ofl (befwmor gdodbalt de mlo
(@ expecting that gl obalfr dmmoacr atlymdved ud o bE
(D considering the ri(ok kakh i8)fé¢ opadt itrnyg atnmayt |
democracy would be dominat e(dorbyn é&dtthegrpet hée nyg
mor(er cloensfsl)i ctofasglao braghg2ufleembewanong onesel f mor

(ocar ghobwi2l)encar(i algoutorvleéeé nwelbf on ¢ otsh acto nmpfat 1
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foreigoer ot R( 2goamsil géring gl doal uinp@Ipu alf i tey

spportimmprofsidner nati onal organi @&t i deemiinng ptrh
principlesnadf smavyereignty &aond undepentdant® ir
Theire onl yi mnehibadbkvetrh eat eb ectowiereehli &t idaml gl

demacy att iatpo dteisala nedx p| a naartgourayb | vy & tchoankt kr eatdii cca |
expectProOponsho consider exist({ h@sw)trteer rcatpiadn
addressing the worl dés probl ems Vder emingohrte hlaivk
i natteepct ed beillnedpalni Ididtrey e n t | Os t o ldobale pu
democrraepy.s sdbpleanati on for this peltieafti ah ¢
effectivenesgewnmdrudplPpert ef ioe ot pgoamesannaat ni coen a |
i ssuasher than ans padibfaice@mepgadbofgbilv@elradcet hi
interpretation is confirmed by a strong biva
and belief iitny tthoe irsanticiaspeasbli i ssudd. wdiuv aen itnhde
consi stentgerfeteloisgegv evhion supranati onal i nsti
gl obal governance.

Lastl vy, i n four <caskmrselodt ienxgp | taal apa® rgyle piiaarl
dmoaitc deficit and democriathiec aisdseoocliocagtyi omar e
dmocracy attitudes are statistically insign
bet ween gl obal democracy sbUpwomiy oihaetvkee oane
consider irdnagwop il @s epnotl i t i adse e mb 86 @ maccur & eeinct,orgd e r
unrepresentati,veewingpgedpmeds awyl| gso viemarx me @ ¢ ¢
considering free and fcaiirngelaengtoiveemrsnm good w

In addition to investigati nagr tvhheatc arhaye dad i
i Nntper soocahsi stency in terms of backing the

corresponding arguments f oarl seon ditndvgetsitnesgmta gtloo
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whi ch | rodyi tihdeareslesl v@ssi stentanaephewhi aht weé uc
i ntprea sonaki stencyAd ot hedhmirzed in Chapter T
Converkk®®ashcept of attitudinal constiraabilnetss .
above, | categori za ndprraessoproanisiieypt ést posi t i oins
overall attitude towar dadgl oubpd letfihdedponaw csroancayl .| vyl
consistent views on explanheotrgtabrnaimbes ah
variables, i.e. 29, for each individual . The
i ndi vi duadpr & s bcdoanisityei e ws concerning her over &
democTheydi st mitipearisomabf cbnsi stency values i
sampl e i s FiilgWloeiWwr at ed i n
Fig&reDi stri b-pereonnaf cCcobhsastency

m_

Percent

0 2 4 .6 8 1
Percentage of views in line with overall GD position (per person)
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FigbhreCumul ati ve dpergashasgmicgn of i ntr a

1
1

Cumulative percentage of respondents in pooled sample

0 A 2 3 4 5 .6 v .8 9 1

Intra-personal consistency level

Theumuidiestri bupeomoaft timturda nal @omuingt en
t hrge@rters of peoplImerheosltoh gpueirdavesnkd takeweh hehr ov
attitudes towaf( dFEig¢ Babbao.WMer re encchoam eaccnyt of eaieslt r a
consi sueisrcd/istolmadlte on averagegpebpl edbmbdr aic g ws
60 perlcegmtedh t heir overall at i arteusduelistsgtiidivwaatr d
statistically significantelecyentdi ftfhvelreessihtowdpk® .
i nditchaatte respondedt yiewsavbenagarbolnot Ssyst el
gl obal demo¢saaehllbadpd)8t udes

As noted in €hapoeéer i Tawe,npwelt nali ncpdnysiinsgt e
that an mumsdi wanldloglsment s i n support of or opp
A person chy baewvswshtigmbtalgVoe mocracy without

argument si fipauvtorf oorHehmgaj nshe average figure ¢
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above should not be interpreted as meaning
consimtehnheéei imagdroday talees. Similarly, the ap
reodent s WOngeper ctemde =l i gnment mark above are
views toward gl obal democracy. Theigi mpley al |

be dbyvaealnsewma number of motives egbFaowhi ekhampleg,
an individual may strongly support gl obal d
climate change, but not necwosusladr ibbey iakne lehd ea s
of addressing world pooweatlyy, oramapyetreseonatt og
democracy due to the prospect of devol ving
potenti al effecti venretsys ainndhaxdidreeastseEhact) oveerslud
only demonstrate stdtodyn mas tghmemplcgdsat e om ude

guantiinf iteedsmhsatafst i cal | y tsa gtnh e itcharnd s \wda Uflddea fe n(

indi candom selectiooonbfandgamannstigl bhal de
Overall , any w@atntadllty sceosnsi stency witbsdhowgard
two things: Fa rristty, dfh ee xvpalsammamdjavy ¢ dr a it ih& b Inmeas

dependent v areicd lelde wiag ,nt M2éla eoxupt tdhfe hy poadves)

arguments ifmar gamdbabgaemocracy were indeed
correl ates orfacgyl owiadwsdelmpo i nt elrmaftowmatagpad
associati onst acfeildharntsstgand only in one case |

diet i on t hat we mi ght have expectedTheaslebei t
findings demonstratperwbmtailt uld a n eSleccatntinds, dvsa £th ¢
ma jigr of ipaeroopd Bed p eithmd mdt vi ews wh i5dphe racreen tmoarle gt
with their overall position 8envglwksalonde mad
arguments for and against gwobal trdaed moactiada eyu de

toward globbal fdgmoer aggptfcomarhg 8HO0Ovepercent
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would indicate that tt lmenr ebientdvevgihdousaglls t € manbic ¢
attitudes and.Tehxepseecgtbd di dchoavhrae |r datt demrviprex a bha d
consi stency. motspeompdtledde athat udes toward gl o
consistent.
43)Atti tudebobalvaddmgcracy

As expected, cl ear maj orities pneaéhnt gddu
prp@al s for executive and/ orod egalstalgditgn®e gl ok
result patter nsfiwleauanrtiryidesgc f fifpateiudt @ st Ipe esent e
section are based on ti,e scoopnsesvethda gdosperofo
potenti al exper i mmeenTt.dH)ore ftfheicst sr e(asseoen , Sescu b s e «
regsrieesns cont rnotlalf ocro nedxipteiroinme

The proposal o f a gl obal deemmtcrac g, ai mdlc
governmemstupported Spywnman i aav eri anguia nfrgodrrad Gy d
percenWKianSd me t hd ob @68veadpdenrd eGretr mBmw,zi | , anc
Japan at t(hsdeeh bgdmhBAnmnd gl obal demacralcyt isue@
maj oirii.tey. podfur &bnitp sarccreo s s plowrnd leiateise s andey co
state that they Aratheyp bthppostl|l gtblealy dhaea
providedosoppiHotwe vierBranidi t he pewshpol ei ndi cate th
Asupposrttroomg!l i support o gl obal democracy out |
ofvesyrong sSsupaptorltOerper cent fimdmanadt ¢ ioagtial | per
in Japan andvdlhw/plkK creemg pwiatt iBrGezimany nabndet he
mi ddilL@anappddcestpectTivel yroportionabbustasnhac
as$s hat of strnanmge spuefrpcoepmtae tiendh ggn mpmepneaperce
Japtamepner cent iamRGaetz mma@lyv et pier e@ehde 1US percent

UK
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Fi gwr eAttitudes toward gl obal democr ac?
Pooled [IEIZIIIELD 17% 20% 10%
SIEvil 10% @ 10%  13% 21% 17%
Germany Rz 11% 15% 24% 10%
Japan 18% 4%
14% 12% 17% 15% 8%
BV 129 | 8% 20% 20% 11%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

m Strongly opposem Oppose ®m Rather opposelm Rather support® Support - Strongly support

Note: This sample is |imited to the co

Attitudes toward the proposadi sotfridugleab a
Figurlgd)An international asswermbdpefolvebBupergen
the idea, while 33 percent aolp ppoasrel iiatme nma knmanrg
most poptuheaer tbrtendatprepeandled hCéepondantos i wi e
fioveuntri esesapposhment o:if55a pwrorclech@opamliciedrmme i
in thepedS,enet 10 PCermamiy, 4pe Bcaaznh Ap hwdalpid@ty o
37emcte across samdyey ndocrmtrei essi ght sugpmort f
al | survey countries a (relative) |ImajBaraiztiy
Ger mantyhe percentages @b6ttbogkyewghippamp@ haet ¢
proporiwveakRs sofspoongest possi pkbecenppontersat
At the upper end of the support es peadtorsm,mein
ranget impeanc eapantno Jsimnx etphdJiKg e reti giht penyicneent i |
percent i mnM6tiperd®&ntandneBoahnielr. e~Ad of the at

opposiistiaognai n about aspwrtesprghtd psrsenbtngn
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Twith a rlad3egetefirm mttheen Wkenmr cteonad z i |t @ nqglieg toten U S,
in Geamdmeg percent in Japan.

FigareAtti tudebatamanti a gl

Blelol[Tel 3% | 7% 17% 21% 9%
Brazil 10% 10% 9% 25% 16%
Germany EEEOMCY 19% 30% 8%
Japan 17% 3%
13% 12% 20% 14% 6%
USA 10% | 7% 17% 20% 9%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

m Strongly opposem Oppose ®m Rather opposelm Rather support® Support © Strongly support

Not Bi sTsampitdi to the control group in

Fi naltltyi,t utles poonposal of amegbomal eadbyednsgm
wells e gtr.ep50An international avarldge ivfe &lr
countries supports it, while 36 pememintamwmgpo
their combi nadtiiomn alnitsotraagtdodnasltdietee mofcmentg!l ob a
al so commands maj drn wtevegedfceupipod3e spjenrrcaehngti ni
t he UK at t e Ipcewecre nd rodpneréetohte 1UnSa GRIm anamimty,
finaTl3pger t entaatphaeng h eSu pmalr to saintdi comppdi stri butic
as for t hdemowor agtlioch agAk oplosradlsi taypowfe. 37 perce
weakly supportn®S.l glghbalsugpwvet n(treenl daetnicviee)s ntaojr
inalclountri es, nbuumb etrheedy bayr et hobeutsum of 7o) ronger
Strongest posesiigohte pseurpcpeon@in diest eeytaniant ,i oBwrad 2 iyl. h
percentage of strolkegepempodatmamspnrledat, iwh t h

fue percentanidn tthhe eUK,er cteents uicnh Jsat|®aonnogn gsdusptpas
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possi ble opposition i sTlhd miugrbeepte o est raanmgo e
i's again UKoea(nlds %)ed b WSl dvi 1l %) , Bmaniyl (408 @ac
whi ch cdreemodtlgianpam (h%) .

Fig&reAttitudes toward a gl obal governi

Pooled RS 9% 18% 19% 8%
lerdll 100 10% _13% B/ 25% 12%
CENEE  10% _10% _14% B il 22% 11%
Japan YL S 1/ —— 19% 3%
UK 7S e 7 S = 7 S 8 % I 18% 5%
USA 11% | 8% 20% 18% 10%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%  100%

m Strongly opposem Oppose ®m Rather opposem Rather support® Support © Strongly support

Note: This s atnhpel ec oinst rloilmigtreodu pt d n each

We observe certain patterns in the resul’
di frfterceountries, asndepést e a.nbhiptalayb anyoes tc esswppop
overawhile clearly avoididgoexthemecaglksei t Peao
andS are | east supportive of gdlodbal madstmolcirlad
express theeseltengésdp;p deimhreeosssttohge el s of s
for gl obal demeccahnhsicsipeniplog aadlesuoadn o tne dB raabza v
response distributemmnccr atni ci hpereaot phoasecashaesgt ¢ b ph r
gl obalmedgnanwdr m hei r ¢ oandn sntaitti wtni amaloiisappganobal
hi ghllyars.i mihi s is confir merd tblye ap ofool sethde Wshanngml
correl ati oconf daefof,i Di.e7t,s ampd oPp.osc3Aa | bsxlti iychd ny ht haa
statisticnatl | {p Q@ g )feiéC @3 3)9Gi verrsy mi | ar respo

di stributions, é@mnghesponreeen td wenssthiboertsye t he ¢
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andadcptrar el evancéeadf demectfakly @groposal,, as we
the rest of this section concentrates on th
| egi salnat iewxee c utiiomes .i nsti tu

I n order to exphpepel etohse adrtii Wweaurdse dleanto eviaa dy
conduct mul tivardsaten rtelgeg esadrn omusanaxysct ed f
operationalize in Chalpeg elrar gevoreammlderT ha d p @it
factor s, athgf teer popgscode mmi Reti oinss ibrepow t ant
the famaoatorsomdmel ate too strongly which woul d
mul ti var i atad yrsd geroenddsuitcdtaurseance i nfl asndte f act
pool ed, sfaimpdtengohe of the factorasatwewhrelklrksbn
model s are correlated more strofgley than ®Ah
1997; Kutner, Nacht sThheatm,i sNenttelng YabHEs ess iQoOnl 3
al |l far bEdumlwe 3p&8d (tdhaes poaoaeeepdd oregrhessi on i r
country fixfeidvefdegdrsat @l msl ti vahiaft emy egures
countri es, taking glhdazipéedermoaman pbobne $stiteud e
various gquestiofbappensflipoda&lnitaed ienppluanat o
di ffeorint ol Myaegabbkesonl irgehstulams tstheedempi ri ca
t heoretical Mo d el abh®E Gdpatbd 2 54T he f ol |l owi n
di scussi oonffactc wsess whi ch are shown tealibteh st at
gl obal detmodeasatlye ap taonlde dw hsiacninp laeri en t cefr etsht e aarcectoil
to the framewor k dutslcinmgesd hiem r@sal g teencfyT W@ NSi S

First and foremost, i ndi vindpuadIlr i vak uéds har
peopdledsal democracy attitutdeasnd Cduteduta monmgs
but tahteeoe ofmabapomsl i tani sm and gl oadbcal i sfm.t Heede

tufmMo. begiwnmt pmi tteh., ionisctorsuetreantnal a p pteraal tmo thiev e
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people to endor soecrarc yr. e jTdhet pelrcakralvedlemecessi
addrtéehses worl dés probl b ms g e sitnt htaehcds apbosot baendt | rveed r
hi ghly stgaftinca ( pe®a@®hHgey counttwudiThgtt he, UKH
moreeéoe) B person believes thannagdeeodbadr yd)e moa
gl obal iesaeshethapmorts (or opposesgingl obal
reults confrimmcehefi mpd put consiidemrsatormngl albr
democracy. Specificaliivgnesbe oéxmge otbado f(diempo e f
international peace and cli madmmidahange<Bab
assbicoma with individual gpbobhéeddeemgreasyontt
every singleomouWhriyeregtesnatciaonaldrpea&ce air
Ger mamsO0,. W) prxd,s @aln)d A(medsi)c &h $ matae scihgamigfei d as
factor in the cos(spi<dienrddtA ndnsi<@afE)Y & airltiheemr ou
considerations, whichsaceasednwitbhanndyv({du«é8
attitudes iampea,he pbel ekpsesotfedil ebfadc democr a.
di versi tyniamcyowdll li cda sAcnr ocshse cwoowrntdr.i es, and es
(p<0.01) and ekgppade(np<sO .slu)p,port (or oppose) g
t lyeebbviee t hat idsevouord decmrease) cul tovalr, di v
across idaundardgaesy i n fthee USotf( er0i &1 )of gl obal
to more unity (or conflict) i n( odrpops e Wwo rgll o b @b
democracy.

Secondli .iennpuptfocregdiudald ati dasedcaswamlod her
related determinant of i n(dsi®weibl gFaalb2 @el3p5p4a | den

Il n parti ohlet her gl oomali npuwwolrila ppeaorlitiitdicpsatiis ¢

"My UK survey did not include thesjuestions due to restrictions imposed by YouGov.
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not y a d&miuceral of individual gl obapotgeednyocr ac
associ sttadciadnlidya nstit diren fpiocol ed r egh®scsoe®mnf i(gi<en
positiveiaadl gtaiigeaificaBtaatl cbObpren@p o0 &5 n
Japan (p<Ohle®l) .,p<@mdt) notp<iOh.Ghlkee i thko(dguwtnce o
consiodesr aftar individuaal ademaaurdaescy tiosvarc o nfgil
rggression results. For one, pehcet ecdo edifdtcaremd
i's negative and hiaglhpl<y0.sOtla)t iirsreg gtcraesd pyioos,iegdoair y
surveyed cowntmoy.e Th astt aind, pmiopl &@c ¢ xtp@eche gfi od
the | ess they shuepp(oun) rietp.r eNMoernetocavte rv,e ntess of
signil miscsaomt ed wi plor pulhldrecmpdcwmaly across cout
cofeifci ent i s posiitciame dmp&kOwedagkli ya nddhgnnipfd alped .

Thi myg, trree¢o c al framewor k i n Chapter Two
cosmop@aalg)] obal i sm,acandasdepnmorcaexi mat e moti ves
atudets toward gl obnal?dEnmidygyr ampi (6eal Seesul ts
expectations. Gl obalism is particularly str
gl obal d ehmo cprearccye.i vTe dt hiempporrit rmmicpel eosf o f nati o

i ndependency dassonceigaatteidvewi th support for gl

significant (p<0.05) in the pooled regressio
Principledposppomon) (6o omternational rgani :
support (or opposition) to global democracy

pool ed regression, but higmiyasigni frrtc a(ooirpi B
opposition) concerning glaabalnapolpietaice&le egd tnig
climate change is positively and weakly sign

democracy attdadd urdegr @snsitdaire.r pMya |l UK surowd de f U
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i mportamc&d@Kofresppndeatsomwdmo voted I

abstained in the 2016 referendum on the UK
statisticay |l yess ghi ket@®.nG(lp <rOedlpeand vpky) t o
democracy t hanembo sal Iwheol sveo teeqdu aR

Cosmopolitanism is another core value ass
democracy. Considering oneself mor el ya annadt i ©
statistically significanall yat(tpi<tOud@sso cosna £9y cai ba
the pooled regression. The coefficient has t
statistically signifiBapnonhy kconGenmaoywaande

Finally, t her e ei sr esrud tc aw rcthereienstpubiateisvt Tt
regression shows a negative and statistica
supporting democracy imemgtenandl ermdorasifnogr ngyloo
However, t hi s od o enfafviec itehmet astlabneesx osmi ngtnr iies and
significant (p<0.1) in the US. Mor ewhetrhen he
free and fair wdycdfi onlso agiendg eag ognabvte rcnonmrerna b o
countttirvetfuindchgt wi dbemoespey.

Moving on from values, interests are ano
framewor k i n Chapdoenf iFwree chwh iecntpli as e alal b eistu
comprehensivel y. I n theypoioh eBr akalrers,6 e amc ot
us, gl obal democratizationbés expected effect
(p<Owiotah i ndividual attitudéesatt owar d hgl onwa le

hat gl obal de macdcrea ay dwanedsyt, i wte fedkeetroecsrsa t hey s

58 Due

to YouGovds restrictions, my UK survey di

as my surveys in Brazil, Germany, Japan, and the US.
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democracy. The coefficient is negative in al
Germany (p<0.01). ahNd UHKpanory¢yey¥Oregsults prov
evidenmce ifrprortfantei af epests®nan shaping indi
attitudes, given that the relevant coeffici
( p<O0isOelep b2 B.52However, other mamrsi@mbtdderse srtesl aat

not significantly associated with ghbobahl den

democracy onh,napadweiral omearlgpresentation. Thi
fat | east as | have deifairnee dn oatn da so pseirgantiifoincaal ni
peopl ebs gl obal democraceg. attitudes as indiyv

Ot hceenet ament Beofetmybahembdsbk of a direct
indi vbbdahl dghmocrPatgnatearvisrdersme ntsailc hi mfsl ¢ eanma
friends, and peers as well a ss oaxd vad ceadc ywi ¢ rho u
democriatcwdeastctewhi | e | find t hdtortmweafy aodmod ipvliadyu .

attitudes toward gl dbdl)t degmaapgdme | steees Seic a i

wi t hditrheeoft i emch attitudes. Similarly, consid
|l i keli hood of gl obal democracy, as well as
comprehensi onf,i came | wotassoginat ed with i ndi v
democracy. There are a few exceptions to thi
gl obal democracy is positively and statistic
asociated with individual attitudes toward g
governance knowl edge and gener al political

significantly (p<0.05 and p<0.01) associated

%9 Due to restrictiorimposed by YouGov, my UK survey orilycluded one summary question
aiming at uncovering agsiations between individual interests and global democracy attitudes.
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AsanticipatChapter Two, ot her factors pl a
democr acy atMoisttu cheos aabsl -yweglblt.asdeobhbglefits asso
democracy Vviews 1in c¢omplexonwanyigd t ¥hiadteiaclas @ ny
highly significant (p<0.01l)ppasesotliemanniionng wiot
cul trurgahlt has a statistically signifSiupgpmotrt(pc<
Mor e br oadltegorsieddt | gn gehasi ngo lhiatsi cal st ati st
significant (p<0.1) negative assoorcti.atTihoen gweinte
expectation tlheaatnipnogl iitnidciaviildyu alesf tar e mor e s u|j
corroborated begslmys, UKvhseurevecydermmzehyg whohseéehl
Li ber al Democrats, the t$heotGrieseln sNatoironPallaiRla
|l eani ngarparmores ) supportive of gl obdlendiemoed
Conservatives.

Comesely, my empirical results do not con
or more intemge emic@r atrieomoexp supportive of
regression coefficients on having aehlontihcer o
minority for parts of onebs |ife aMer emovters,t a
beg nfrom somewhere else than the survey <col
negataindelsyt at i stically sdwintif isxcuwmpgdryt (fporOo. (PI150
in the pooled regression.

O her control wvari alolca satarde waltsho gdiogmil f idee:
The i mportance of faith has a negative and
gl okramlcrdacy attitudes. Age i s also negativel.y
with gl obalppbemocracy hegu more, there are seve

associated with individual g | oobuanlt rd eenso, c rea cgy.
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in the UK. I do not discuss these friemsckinngs h
i MabllgeB.42 amd2 deB.5)4

Lastl vy, we shoshdanedeeshiamat de &f my r e
bet ween .05&,7 ianrdd |@dattiiogl ppoddnesThat i s, bet w
percent of the vari atii oebalg|aréamoyd edpteanndtetne e sv
explained by the various explanatory and con
ADWi | I i nqarcds o nt @l obal democracy

Let usouklregiinnvesti gati on of peopémbdsr avg y | i

Remembehe thadulptedp gener al willingness to en
actions that | i nvestiggt anoagmbus bhéi asespe
costly, followed by soci al media posts, and

(sEeguB6 PL;3 Sedt BoMherlqge, for my anal yses, I
willi-ngoesscore for all redpmooadmrmatps opro sad sh
frem@ n increments of one integer. This comp
to takaegaigrn otbal democracy daswineégatgimee siIpdparr e g
ofjl obal democr aey ianshapionstiot iavcec osucnat t he varyi
the different kinds of political actions, as

t o weight angniensdsi ctaot eadn owmiylmoiuns| y sign an onl

téh wgphkese to post on soci al media with a fac
fact dr Hdnce, t he maxi mum avg a ilan ygganretsisc utl @ar t a
d e moccyr apr oposal i's H/hdwhialt e dt Ib gg naeaskse kieoce a @ff | b
i n supapoprar toifcul ar gl obal democrati & pcopesa
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zero indicates that a respondendt aicst i oonts wiiltl]
to a particular gfobal democracy proposal
Wit bhpeet to the presented global democrat

acti onsiadifiidsreagreveyed countries, although cert e

board. The figures present ed thheeroeu aa riceo ubnat sre de s
order to avoid potenti al i nfl uenced..dojfe t he

average willingness to act (in different way
the pooled sample, while 44 percent on avera

on average areawi busnghyg)abghi( desmegatp.zat i
159 Atsutplpeort side of the spectr um, 7 perceni
take all suggested kindsdaofposdtsi,omsnd( id.omm.atpe
democracy, while 17 percent arenoslppwitil!|iQmg
opposi tseomemnsipder,cent are only willing to sig
to take all agaggestgdoldakiseemadnt &@cyn.s are brc
aver ageouwmtorsys wi | | ihreg ngel sosb atl o paaatl i ametnt and

(sEB@Eul P 1p59 &n gLt elps)6

0 Note that this is different from my question aboutgkeeeral frequencyf political actbns.
While the weights to calculate the composite score here should still refleotdbeof the costs
associated with the different actions that | inquire about, they need not reflect the same magnitude.

®1 Due to restrictions imposed by YouGov, my UK survey only includedugstion on
respondentswillingness to aton the fully constitutionadit global democracy proposal.

Pad&®@h 40



Who on earth wa gitasn dg |whb DPhitlh ebsyi sFar sa

Figarewi | $simgnas the gl obal democracy |

Pooled 44%  17% 7%
Brazil &R 4% 28% [ 13% . 14%
Germany QA 12% 32% L 27% B
Japan 54% 5%
UK I 55% 3%
USA IEXR 6% 51% [ 10% 8%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
E-7H-6E8-50-4m8-308-20-1] Om]l m2mE3 m4 w5617

Note: Positive scores indita willingness to act in support of global democracy, neg
scores indicatewillingness to act in opposition, and zero implies no willingnesactoor
global democracy. The willimgss © sign an online petition, to share posts on social m
and todonate money are weighted by one, two, and four respectively (in terms hite
values). The aggregate score ranging frahto 7 refers to theum of thee weighted actior
The irdicatad percentages in the bars refer to the score3 6fl, 0, 1, and’ respectively. Dt
to restrictions imposed by YouGov, my UK survey onlyuded general questions ab
actions on all global democracy proposahot oreach specific proposal.

Fgudé®& Wi llingness to act on the gl obal
Pooled 44% 7%
Brazil HED 4% 27% 15%

Germany 35% [ 32% | . D)
Japan 51% 6%
UK 55% 3%
USA 52% 7 7%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
E-/7B-6E0-50-4m8-38-20-1] Oml m2mE3 m4 50617

Note: See note t&igure 9. Due to restrictions imposgeby YouGov, my UK survey o
included geeral questions about actis onall global democracy proposals, not on e
specific proposal.
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FigbteWillingness to act on the gl obal
Pooled 42% [ 17% 9%
Brazil 28% 7 15%

Germany 31% 7%
Japan 51% 6%

UK 55% 3%
USA IED 29 52% 7%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
E-7H-6E8-50-4m8-308-20-1] Om]l m2mE3 m4 w5617

Note: See note t&igure 9. Due to restrictions impsed ly YouGov, my UK survey ol
included general questions about acgoon all global democracy proposals, not on ¢
specific proposal.

Delving into the indi slhd umdt ec ofuinrtsrti etshba tr ei
more people are willing to act in favor than
Figor a5&guidée 1p59 &ndybf elp6)0. Whil e such willin
favor of gl obal democratic proposals consti
and Brazil respectivel yt,hamnithkglhee nUaS] ocarriet iuenswii
acti omy omf gdldiopeomocr ati ¢cbe@rioposal $§avor or agai
willingness to act i n diasvtdamuaifdy g InoBalazd e mo ow
15 percent of people are willing tdo aamamony mo
dommbney to advocacy groups working toward t

This is followed by ddaeéndJiSst dratplay ,iitrBetr hEKnly a s

whegiepletr cent or | ess ar e actaidgppgrwt tafk et had 1ditf
gl obal democratic proposal s. Brazil I's al so
to take maxi mal action on any of the propos:
peopl e will ianlg atcanybopake@u sni mi sni gni ng an online
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Japtame alhkd, t he US, r el ative maj oegrliothiaels doefmotchro
action are only willing to sign petitions, b

These patterns arferwnibeitdhreg mashsert eenalctof th
peopl ebs wibhbantgheeds fferaat gl oiballb edietmoactr alta
| evedlsl. flinv,e a oruenltawoewk d mggemley akhd ywi I | i ng t o
agaiamythef bgdl odemocr ati c proposal s, but not t
exception to this is gbeetUpmepbsak, caber oft |
possi ble opposition camp (3% is sl icamply st
2% .

Among supporters and opponents of gl obal
consistentl grgpedteabtwgethepobsi ble willingnes
and against thdMesawholus, pd apasSalcidaen tUKy hmawde
slight absolute majoritiamnsd (tiherelbettwre nhiS5dh.
of peéwlpd eaorte wi l l ing to take any action on a

presented to them.

We t hutshenodteradsh ¢tl waen peopleds willingnes
gl obal democwat hcnpandosaa&lr®ss coamdrated @O\
correlation analyses on peopleds willingness

whi cchw dthithaer e are highly substanti al and st at
of 0.64, Mm.ea@6bveean ¢ ebbepdse 6tso wa dtl i onn§ btuht e rteh rae ee «
Tgl obal democratic prRogEeblhl spo)pbr Osent ed otus tph
theoretical interest in the fdulihglaodnsesgi autll
parliament dmad geVér mamernstpabe rcesti dressi sns,

ompeoprleaddi ness t o taktehatctower avi dthi m@e sprecpo ¢
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Mul tivariate regression analyses reveal t
willingness to act on the TpbdP SHBlabdde @. gl o
36)4As in my discussid4n3d)ahbhev ef o(csuese hSecet iiosn or
staaltyiigsni fi cant association in the pool ed

weakhed from moreaseokesasi omssi snehtne with t
in ChapAsrf oiwomy analyses of @l ebayb baedrestworcirmg
that the tested model is not plagued by mult
inflation factor (VIF) analysis again, which
far bel ow the ¢hrciesbloy dc corfs itdeenr ewdTigph2d @b Ipe mat i
3 5)6. I thus preadc eged rwistsh om gwaol Brazil, Ger ma
as individual countryntrragdeske obK {whi thebac:
regression model, due to necessary variatio
cont aivmmidlalbl e variables of theoretical inter
that prioruybpeedwamlad ysesr eaduce nmnuel.tgi.c oilndaoneear
past votes birn ntghengUuk)he UK r egr eswsriway rioawedt n
model s which also omitted these variables fo

As etxgptesttr ongest preadiptdteibserkeadi oesbot ope
(or oppogiobah demoaxlrargetrnendthle ofnthlei.s @aéesp
| n fdalwler veyed countries, (ohe optposmmiemognpglo@lh & IC
democracy, ytheemwi ef amhgont od gidtit nosntn aver age, c
for other factorstiThid yf &dstgorividigseahitrgi helrsy d dptl<aC
and also has by tfageaisteloe i at i omg evs ttohrs wdpld d bianlg r
democObbgr centr al factors in driving peopl e
are adv@cany lggremwce and gener al political act

highlycasgoi Ati ons ( p<edgrOels)s iimn ;t haen ¢ owH ielde rt |
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coefficients are significant i n 8raaclti (epré

coefficients are significant®® in Germany (p<0

Ot hferma sspl anyi mport ant role in driviemg i nd
action for (or agai nst) gl obal demoacgbszat
expected effect on cultur al di ver si ttyi,vewhi c

as®ci ation wit hibwitlhl iinng ntehses ptadoo Gaeadtma eyy.r eWlse tom:
sees herself more as a gl(opb<all. 1()o ra srsaotcii cant aeld)
willingness to act in favotrheodmplo negragasinen )
having a stronger dhses oS at p oh. 0i5n) . BrTahzei | e xapned
democrati zation wguobdbalcaryyanrmy (forsknawotf) h a
significant associ atsiaotnodfmpoB8i(Ldgsraowip®dio tgwiolblail n ¢

democracy iengrtehsesipoono| eadndr a stronger associ at

per ceiesesdi thyec(or not) of gl obal democracy to
associ atwdtriferteged. IWi |l Il i ngness to take action
deancr ati zati on i n Nohe pgdaeltealslsreoemgerachshseigosn .v ar i

with wi-t-&chhegyntetisds associ atit bnoattghbtt utdhienyal h asvte e
Theoscsountry analysnsesaggesns wgehdr plol it
seddt egoas zfatitomer det er mi natnot sa cotf oinn dgil voibdau a |

The for mer f acatssroci at @d s wt t hierdw gr fioofglgomteasls t

democifhicy. face¢oal oif ntger est i n world politics:s
pool ed sample (p<0.05), as well-iaenitn fBrcazilc
mordipgocally | ef ted(logirteraitgehrt )wiilsl iaisgsnbecsisatt o

62 Due to restrictions impsed by YouGov, gither of these questions features in my UK survey.
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opposition to) global democracy. This factor
(p<@nd) in Germany (p<0.05).

|l ndi vi dual coumdlr yorrregmr efsactommdstfwhvif clcahav
associations cowiaehygg!l oghdalbad enloe mocracyds expe
representation in my survey in Brazil. There
UK survegn ftimaeiingportantieowdi Ipdi bjHo Weipmod i U @
findarnegsrestricted to individual countries a
and thus not discussed here due ti ® @vheeriarl Il,ac
we shoul de nresgs@io b & shgauvatradRlfe sb e . w4 nand 0. 48, i
t hat the models can explain | arge parts of t
democracy.
45)Data qgqamaditgbustmsess of result

As indicated &Bhdvel)(smel Bred i waari ous mea:¢

guality. This section presents and discusses
on: the r escwlnns tarfe nmy quelsft s binenonawmiicepi ag
the dewiseal t o access my survey, possible p
democracy, respondemansdorobmplt eteisen cthiem& s

| used-cowoi §enlent questions askkng gespond
t htadhy f i nd ttiovoe saennds, secondl vy, not to use ex
survey (92eld .S)Etiresmpondents failed to c¢commi
behaviors, they were automatically screened
qguality me ahsiugrhelsy aerncour agilags tFhamst foom P&
respondents in each survey country refused
under the speci fTeaeHlRd idpl)b.u mBh & rernegseu I(ftgsoen 0. 5

in Brazil to 10.5 percemtoutnl itere WS ,vewh itdhe
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percentages in Germany (1.8%) and Japan (1.5
the remaining ones whmarne tthreggn waoul aeld rted rao mf if
sources. Once agaiverytlecoaesabtegweas only
indi cat edommlei anoenwi t h t Wiadvll 224p1)5 e D nlxeh anoir e
participants from the USowew e memnst héer &el whi
systematic differences in the US rcesnpomde UtS
respondents who ssurivedy ratmati miesd gmi mty wer e sc
noomompliance with the use of external source
vast maj eacadmpyl ioafntnornesponuwreinitised.n Aad | i msdiircovaety
Sectd3 ofh. Blumevtehyod ol ogy r e s ecaornenhi tsnmheonw s qtuheastt i soen
effective at motivati-ggakietse.onldemd st tan d room
respoOksegpbet al . 1979;. Wahnenreetftoer €2, 0 1t 7h,i s2 Omie8a)s
indication that the completed surveys, on wh

Anot her measure tatabwasntbeptefesulsapyop
over smartphone wusers f3ar3.vAmad g st hrcesaes orness p( s
compl eted my survey and whose respbnaesr wgee
percent used the mastheprietfoa pctoengp |ientpeuT i est uhr ovde
123 4pl)s. Once agai n, the US constitutes an o
compl etseed vemy using either @whsesmarophgnaeiae, a
percent did so nda Baman |l.r eQmereadiny,el ya concl ud
maj ority of myt hpegeependedtsnpeteddeviagwal itthws

based on thi & measure as well

®1n the UK, YouGov administered the sagvimplementation process, giving me no option
for a preferential treatment of laptop usefsuGov does not impose any restrictions on deviced us
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My next data quality measure was hpadssi bl
previously taken a survey on gl obal democr a
probl ematic because telseyfc @wloplienfilnatteh emy ees
had previously considered gl obratl tdheefarbe sawclyt, s
12@pA.1)6 shows that an averageaecofbhesenght epestaht
they had already taken a paurntvienygpann, gnya msgtli undlye
fromete and six percent in Japan and Ger many
the US. Whiliespbesal fyguniea8rea zhiilg haerrd tthhaen WX |
the scarcity of parblglschkeat ysdigtmbeedi rcsetdiedalnt hilat
majority of respondents had no prior exposur
thus confirming the high quality of my dat a

Lastl vy, it i st hweo rttihmer otnldz e ¢ mpesur vey a
additional measure of data quality. Re membe
respondents who completed the survey had to
various pages Fofgd@mepesiirgydedye2pp)d’é e addi ti on, a
respondent sé survey ¢uarat it o puafnfe eenife mrénpsit yt nieaot t
my quesltni oBrsa.zi | , most respondédretss ttoo ck mpd tew
surveli dbe® 326 Whei Ineunmbher of tmMobeet aebiost omér
exceptionally high in Brazil, this group | i
compl eting the survey; hence the proportion

face val ug. (Bierlu@Ger3p@btnand JRipElns g3p2k7e around 5

by respondentdt estimates that around two thirds of respondents complete surveys on a smartphone
or tabkt, while around one third complete them on desktop or laptop comfdiEd®nnell 2020)
4 Due to constraints imposed by YouGov, no stastrictions were imposed on respondents
to my survey in the UK.
®YouGov only provided daton thedateson which respondents started and conguleny
UK survey,but not the exact start and finisimes
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percent of respondents took betrween tlenn tthee
around 30 percent took ten to 15 minutes t
completed it in betWwWegtb@&3p2@ndNo2tGvmrithnauttceann(t g
tme i s only a esmabkeopetecewhbagompl eted the s
whi ch was t ecihdneiscpailtley tphoes stiibmheer vali dati ons.
t hat most respondent s et oamyk ssuefbfeiyaidedrmte gt iymed
pi oede evi dence confirming the high quality of

The quality and robustness of my observa
ways. Firstdof,i tsd(etRamged)d nefs snsyt emmot d eylc $h i imgshg o @nhsi
t hat si gniifoincamtf pohe variation in my depend
independent wvariabl es i(rcfeaRdecw fsamdy Skaalta bsan
Nonet hektessat retns g alss ophoartt isounbss tiann ttihael var i
prior thinking about gl obal adtdmeicr awiyl, | t hgmn e
remain to be explained. Second,r rniosnoemeo fl emye ||
mul ti col | i naenacrei tiyn.f |Tahtei ovharfiact or, a standard
bel ow the critfoaBr it dmheidzrdid,” dn oconfe toefn t he cont
model s are consistently statisticiadH yi siangd:
sgn, given thél backeof etpil@alls expl anations t
significant associations of control factors.
across countries in tnhdati ttslaés tsitg mbit fi ffcre@am oce e f
country to country. Fi fth, there are isol at
i ndividual countries where the <coefficient
theoreticalOvexmddt,ath dwesvehser fedcockiffect ieon s

statistically significant associations are o
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Lastl vy, | conducted sever al robustness <ch
depenvdaernitab bk epxohianst aor de¢ mrmad ucstcadre,ondndered | ogi
addition to the ordinary | east sqguares (OLS
Second, |l conduct my pool ed regrtestshe @ ens ulhto

not undul y wdekriigvhdn nlgy Itireeopinay.ct Tmyr db,ool ed r e
contr ol group only, to be sure that the dif/f
affect the coefficientrd abf Edlnrdichw,n dwat ekl 3
regseeon only on those respondents who passe
relatively inattentive respondeMy sresul tnsot a
summar iTzaebd ¥ipB 4)7. yBhew t hat t he pri matrtye regr
direction ofsanhtbheitraef 6t ccaht significance,

comparing my main wetbht ad @iLSteirce daviedgthloe dw
OLST.he overwhel ming majority of statisticall)
t wo robustness checks; and only in few insta
for the fimeds tomMoe brbkosbeu sitonrellyu dti megg contr ol gr
attentive respondents respacnaimerdl gus | magd e sie
the coefficients from the original OLS regr
cbcks. Howbovaeld wédmdmhere samples of these t
di fferent and much smaller, which | eads to |
estimat es. Il n my main OLS regressiom, and co
resposdemt sentihuwuenens ti gating potenti al bi as
Overlé lvarti oudsi scnws scead oesggbtbeshatl ony of m

hi gh amyd mphatsalvtey pabruest .
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46)Sumanraynd dirmocfusrseisoul t s

Mysursieny Brazil, Ger many, J a paannd, iann dt hteh eUK
Julyy2a2@2@ several key findings: First, as e
countries have neverlcdembdenewhiblbdd osrecsmdg oto f
have considered gl obal democracy before, sur
t hought more than Ambhgttbeoakowhot haviessoasi

bef othe, mai n dr itwe rbse reaqggee @iffnrffilaamidlsy,, and peers

advocacy groups, i n adidand okin awl etdhgee |aebvoeu ts w
Second, my a-pafl g e pal-poehrnsdonntaelt rcaonsi stency sho
acroaesnt riregse lhyo | cdoinesaiss toenntgl obal democracy, of

among those who consider cteari snapyerofi @3 oba
counfaves proposals of establishiemgméasivor | d
t heaehdes et uadtetsi ar e pr i mamdil wi deuxapll av anlewde sb yand
among theseehatedolubapadpersechedsnecessity o
address the worl dbés pr ecllaeamds ,ctdsamdenlpditteyd i nt
consi dereandlnisnd ikeeopl e wor | dwi ¢dceorteo walrudscis
as cosmopolitanism and gl obagliosbm| adse nweclrliata s
expected effectde mborutdadyné It iptliversa i n most cout
willing to take any action for or against gl
those who want to act in favor outnumber tho
extent ofwi peopba&ssatovoion on gl obal democr ac
their attitude toward gl obal democracy. Il n p
of (or qPdpdsadd dteanocr acy ar e mor e wialll iarcg itom ¢
sual signing petitions,foroesaathggohosadvatamom

support of (or opposition to) gl obal democr a
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These findings show whdeppopadasuppomrmt cfoi
democracy, tMvoe emostri wad iefnti nmdi vi dual attitud
in the academic debate on gl obal democracy,
potentialllobmaéf desmoefr ati zati on wi tphr orceesdpue catl
j ustiifoinecahighlighting the I mportance of enab
results are especially encolubrocatgh nagmiovoggs egsl oabna
among political t heorfiosrt si.nsW & tht & = gtalr ede rt oh @ v
wi despread assumption that maj orities worl d
justified. Wi th regar doft ot hpiosl isttiucdayl daecma nvsitsrt

potentialmdoragy obdilgo cdattai zeemoe nt i al whi ch | ar

be mobilized, howevepenOffjuestirea, t bt what ext
hence i f gl amal ndemdahppalpimei aal i ssueinn the
turn, depretnden iwhet her gl obal democracy wil|l
debates, and what happens i f agtuedsoeisoon.Chapt e
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5’ Theorlyooba@ democracy attitudes and par

This chaptes dhaerbiearse nan stcheen i nterrel ati on
positions on gl obal democracy, public attitu
preferencessand owivloltiengfindrhapdliistti cdaelvi pa& mtgi et

t heoreticalglforbaanle wberhkocornacy attitudes and en

arisingnfpomvi busghapstagrt dtrmsegrra azteesr det ai | t he
of eompeci-édmxei rsooncmeont al i nfplauegnees ) ( io.ne.pep@ll |
democracy attitudes, as wel |l as the petenti e
cost political action (i.e. votsiimg ifm omatmyon
will then be thapgteadlr s.n subsequent c

This chaptiesésassume an initial di ssonanc
for political parties and personal gl obal de

i s itrmditvi dual s at first haowea aax yditfhfaerteyhte wpioe
that they pref eirc.alllnedmyi pfairrtsitse asdd esmbadruibd g a h & 0 ¢
preferences for their polittowhrgdagtoéa dbkr
whipghesumaehdyg ttnoe natdsj ucsf t haicy @tobaluddsmodm
sceniaircioggni ti veimonbi VvVidaal snbave strong gl ob:
weak partyl padcibrpeanpafsstmeentisatot er . inabheéithbidrda
parabmeredicts e€dabei mbahahbe two attitudes
perceived at all, given that neither prefere

| n t he & piuioptahr tsi-cseahnu $shedtfld peopemdcr gt pbat t idt u

t heiarty preferences are highly i mportant to
attitudinal objects from each ot heretoweedeny
t hem. I f t helicogmnond vieicimmedriviadeaptdad emad ghh
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significant political i mplications since par
national vote shares.
Techapter i s swsthuegiur ellly alsayiodnd ot he conce

mysubsequent didecaisdgderbahtd y tabgtierc| centmyal i ty,
theoretical framework, andhmpresemt i pgrpheet w

vi ews ban dgleanocracy and persontahatphaeadryi zper etf ke

poténtiindad errelation between gl obal democracy
by introducing the theories of pattitiesasmana
well as partisawedxmect tTdtei d san hdmpdbeedlifonl | ayg e
the societal plodvieghmpgbidatdiedmseas wel | as the

respect to these various scenari os.
51)) Theoreamewdbr kr Attitudinal centrality and
The @ergept underilgygalngditdeud hiemm eaf t he pr
of attitudinal whnhib¢ letchse treenltartailviet yi mport ance t
plays compareadattotoades i n( Go npveerrssoerr@s9 70a)lnivefr
(19701828B)lobj ect centradneg yfirmatsi vida twioo falcte san d
The former connotes Athe degree to which th
structhrees ndfi vi dualtd,erwherfeeass tthoe Aié G ewlpir oip o

i s occupied by adhbjeemdti ommv éro g (h@evtaed rstieit ail® &ple: rli:

1842)nh ot her words, an attitudinal object is
more it motivates her goal spemrdsneteldisnOkainndg oat
cour se, there ar e nbaenlyi eaft tsiytsutdeenss ,i na nidn doi cvci adst
come into conflict with each other.

Empl oying the congcepttbéoonbrecdi tkeatentis

ofwot atti tudi nianldiovh jdeucatlsb si rb ed @ oenfv €sily9sat Bepm. I |
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creates a theor etnitdall fsrceemeawasbbka nadres$ p dtee weg e n
attitudi®Wadagowgceobpé Xtaadiin a persondsFbrelie
il lustration purposes, think of an I maginary
Party (kBegal $he andtaespme sohatandotioen paarty

Hypot heti cal Policy (e.g. the right to abor

stance as the Fictional Party on the Hypot
i mbal ance i@emheHoweVeref sfysYnivi amavVoeteonhabot
the Liberals, then an attitudinal i mbal ance

Person supports the Ficti @oodlheParctay Eat) i wlyi i
the Fictional Parettyi csll p gPeoirl gi Gepee )& EHY potits t h
attitudinal i mbalance underlying the foll owi
the | mRAgi a@amri butes Tth@atXiand iy all of the f¢

areeach either of hidgmaginhow Pensoabet pel nef|

®Converseds wor k Fes ni (132 dissmadce theosy asowell as the
RosenbergAbelson discussion on balance thefRpsenberg and Hovland 1966)
671 thank Karolina Milewicz for inspiring this illustration of attitudinal dissonance.
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Fi ghbePetti t sdianmde di
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Imaginary
Person
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o Y \\ )
& 2,
@// \\O(p
& NG

Attitudinal h

dissonance/imbalance

SUPPOFLS

\\

\\
AN
\\
.

Hypothetical
Policy (Y)

The first asacteintuoudkKnkkisgddiygteromh i | e owhaer dat t it

Y is of | ow tdentlirnaalgiitnyarrtyt hPiesr soaas e of i mbal &

attitudestewpedted to changef rkarg iblalciks ttroa tt ih

above, tihMdagifree 4 i b@rath e Ydawbitehee ri ghtTheo abo

| magi nariwi Re msiioinsotaerstrong supporter of the

expressing a weakghtesHoguteivdare dfi baebarlt iPam tryi s u

abortion. Theicte bheast Wear eVoav ictahmed L ishuegrpaolr tPdr t vy

rejection of abortion rights. Now, the first

Vivismanattitude toward abortion rights &oul d

position.

The secand isscesnnamply the rewemsghéfytt ak a

while X is poiwobbd egpecal cbwaX.&beriddosavern ¢ ade

Ssubsumed this scenaris etdtfderobbbqupmpvpayssoan

to differentiate betLwéneagatihneses et wiohescexamp I

il lTustratild&mvpanptYemenmegleygts the right to abo

endorsing the Libernsaell t®lbportdyi ovinp ctnhpo s ¥iswiba s
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attitudinal i mbal ance by adapting her party
anymonrdd,e asdhearmaypr ef err ilnigk &r pp@me dtys wthh & hr i ght

The t haridanys oamewor &dtXiasn¥a hat obl @®egeunatiriayl i t vy
|l eading to the outcome that any i mbalance be
tol er@aCedovoer se 1Re/fOetrhe®o®egnpdt @ above again, I ma
whi ¥ihvi aenr Wodakly supports the Liberal Par t
abortiosn,swhpaemt ed rbtyy .t hHo we vbeerr,alsiPrace Vi vi an
strong with respect to the Liberal Rattgenor
the i mbalance (e.g. because shelPhoey Oorsofpopaly
and/ osrpetchhd i cs of the abortifoenelr itghhe su rdgeeb att e
attitudes, even i f shehe@eodoesesndathef e aenbarmhwmnlt e
(Conversedudt/lida s&@)nance betwkehowwdematealk ud
Vi vian may continue to sugppottohhe Liberals,

Theourth soendriinml Xandarae dfohibgkealtirwl ity
generating an i mbalance which would produce
externab abodéenctae I(iCok viee tsvee el®n7¢0dl ELldBdgSa)ism r at e
t his point wiheexha mpelfed mashycWedettva an Vot er hestrongl
right to abedryt isounp paonrdt sf itehrec L i b etriad n Prairghyt swh
framework then predicts that Vivian woul d ei
by arguing that support fosertiaborofomnhsei ¢ghtoe
not hing to do with rhedrensyu ptphoer ti nfboarl atnhcee p(aer.tgy.
about the Liberal Parifpbe oamwgvsionsi $oirngbohai
in fact, slhartto halorotpipwisdi tgdhas, estier ssomg t h

whil ei tgjekdrti on rights.
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One thing to n¢taO&ff@iwhs csh,oasd gtehees epot ent i al

equi val ee$ce na@&hirmese Foaurd above. While the two
substantively different, t heir visiblien out cc
some .tThatesi s, i nebet hssaedasisosanh rdeilnaatli ons

objects which becomes evident but remains u
attitudinal adaptati on i$naey alye oir ghdcoreasnoacd aoern it
(i Bcenarisudh di fferent moutdiivnaatli arhsa nfgoer ntahye nlo;
be observabl e. DiSt ¢ e & Thim dese ddvaunndg | de tnwe einf easi b
acknowledging the posgquibvadligryc ef oif dmetichr s lBd re im
empiriacaln datis context.

52’ Key concepts: Global democracy and party p
Having introduced the concept of object
atti tdu dismpanleghedoew @d otceewtohes peci fic attitudinal
chapter: gl obal democracy and political part |
as previously. That ild,i sitn nigtus sbomst imauwt il gn e
anldgiséatnstitutihamal net eae a3 eRcectiflagnt peopl e r

l egitimately hold diff er enstupartandadajtiotsilathu d e/ e

executive i nstiinduitviiodnusal Tnmaayt siuwp poarnt a wor | d
government , for i nstdtanc é& o N ebmpitlhdtiyregd ienor tyh eo
chaptnhédr in | ine with the strong empirical ass

(seet de/B )lneats sume a uni form attitudd taoviarld y
constitutionalcoeonsgfobelyi démoc veoaainadnalk eelue in

Second, with respect to thenatdiafyfuddri enmtli a
bet ween pmregmpé fedsedcedtei agtiodespendi ng on t he

context, these two mayl aont hecelssat ot gl asy ghn
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on t he-tfawadsineerprinciopl e, peopl eA)mayb watg r ceeec intb
vote f or anodt hpedB) tlyens(sa mpeecddeestaieman vot e f or A wc
of beingnpohistiguainity ai |, given the countryos
of the United Kingdom and the United dtates
to vote for one of the few major parltiisetsi cr at
chance of electoral psopoessonhblbreepemmenytyani
rules for minimal thresholgainh@mdr Ipiaenegetsa mye
t he -pfeirceent hurdl e | niptrhoasui@merr Imamf @ialr & b B t
i s, aechitliezen may pr efGer npaanret ioeiss uahé& lcghmalel drar
than five perovemnsthawle ain@s na®h O ok Bonealslitoetd by
voting for tihosse bainm liMrodrteepdadrrit one of t he si X
generally expected to obtain more than fiwv
guaransiemas!| i.améduts, it is often the case in
di ssociate their party preferences from the
arguably the more accurate résf lweattiimog iorft e mt
more politically consequenthapbteBeaohneg hehis
congruence between party prefer ehbttehse oarnedt ivcoatl
di scussion bel ow.
53)Int errel at ilomnb aletdwemmcrgacy attitudes and pa
How may peoplebs ambcradgsandwpradt gl pbafe
Currently, there is presumadl montotponuicthi od| a
expressed asssueanocfe golno tdhtleatiems¢cr wby |l somemer o
i nternatiiommde P alritkye athihtelh &1 biblaé r &Hla sle miwd rl n atsi
fewati onal political parties |ike the Ger man

such as the pr opo(sGampoafi ganP & NolrP aamelhNa mme gt As s er
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2010, 2017, 2020; Glpbab @agpenspCGbngitab pait
the best of 7T pnys iktniooml eedd giet s el f a offUlellchg eotbrad a d e
democasaccyonceptudhiesneldadete reex pl isbiyt ppositiicah [
on t hils ditos snooe ¢sti gamiyfsiscoacnitat i on bet ween indivi
and potenti al gl oabtalpriessneertthakt gsatti hadeepi c

sincti pal iparties are potential hHagenasipaf h.

—

oward gl ob@Ar cdheinbocgiacgnd hidé!l d s20 clh)anges wi

counies in a more cosmopolitan di rveectheen an

—

heorized as drivers of potent(iArichirangif oamdh
2011; Aawcdi Gellglii ni 2017)

Mystudy addresses the implications of one
about, i . e. i f nati onal politieal ®fdetbiads W
democamdyt hese positions wédhesforbéebempuwpade
presentlacshapeert,hat political parties in a g
publicly express Vviews oaind htehaits stutee soef pgd soi bt
categori zed as ei t her Fusruphpeaxsmairmes, toratopmpeoce
preferences for political parties, and may d
as shown empirical I5Leitnt mehse pagivi otus tchapt ie:
interrelati omadbet wereresi ndiwairdl pol it iMyal par
four scenarios and their relation tob5the con

are il |lkisgirfpgld)®d nidn el aborated in the foll owir

®Note that my interest i s aldemicragyinopadt alkeso a
positions onlte issue (which are rather treated as a background condition toeeppssible effects of
party positions on gl obal democracy attitudes,
attitudes on their votg intentions)l thank Karolina Milewie for her comments on this point.
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Fi gbBreowsrcamiiosterrel agli omalbedevmear acy

Low Global democracy High
centrality attitudes centrality
High
centrality
Partisan Partisan
mobilization self-delusion
Political party
preferences
Attitudinal Cognitive
parallelism mobilization
Low
centrality
531)Parti san mobilizati on
The first way in which the two kinds of

1]

par t ibislainz antoibaun d .t &#Tehoifisi r s mytstitethiacalo mamewor k
(see Sedt)Tae partisan mobilization theory h
substantive positionsr wad athefd.h eCapnaprbteyl IT heatt at
put it differently, (peagpl & ofosl lacmmw fdpea rRtoios g n
Zeitzof fPQIOILt7i) c al parties and/ or theiri repre
and especially the iafoordgh udwebs| iod dthaetiemsmutpp oa
or in the news, for instance. I n effect, T
heurist{(ordédcueess) as ment al shortcuts to pr
for alelvaitnmfeormdt i on on( caf .pazZatlilceurl alr9 9 2s;s ulzr uc
2000; Bull ok s2@bp) i es especially in cases w
opinion on an i1issue yet and t htess mi sne tthesiirnr |
attitude on( €am@lblj ectt &Hat tleW&@)ance, in the c

government al matlae i apme a rcv eerst, i gre o@rlefee rnraeyd a d
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partiesd positions rather than try toegather
l atter appr oachc omosswhi® amlgei $ wm duene have been
i mportant driver of public(édbobbotudesndt dwa Vd
Stoeckel amodrkKahn e2r0dh80.t h2e0rl 8g)l obal (dP@VY ¢ Mmmuad mc ¢
and gal 2015, 2020.; IDheltlhneu tphr e2s0eln8t) cont ext, p
woul d partediincdti vtihd ual sofr etahdeiilry sftorlolnogw yc upersef er
adoiptdsibst antive position onpg@pgladb adle ndoecmoaccry:;
attitudes are -exibBéenpr evii ouesllageimvet agyin il jo wt h e |
per stoenlailef systems.

53.2) Cognitive mobilization

The second way in which gl obal democr ac)
i nt eeirseltahr ough the process olbbuiilchbgeaomsiec e n e
scenamyfo aiomeawbove (s®el)Sehcet itchreory of cogni t i
devised as a rival of Dplarom sha&Mmpb200@ hat L 660
partisan mobiddeatl opaddicadi ywnwand imifoemat i
dr amat(iDadltloyn RMNOrODYgh i ncreases animphev e mamcths
in education | evels, making information abou
gained more and more opportunities to form
According to cognitiver nioobrimeidz actiitoinz etnhse ovroyt, e
whi ch best represderet e Ipbopl e dery ipnodsei pteinodnesn.t | Wa r i

since investigated cognitive mobilization th

®Indeed, Kam(2006)f i nds t hat reliance on parreasesan c UcEe
and relianceonisstee | evant values (fisystematic processing
This finding illustrates how théfferent factorsn my theoretical modebn global democracy attitudes
(see SectioR.3), i.e. in this cassocicenvironmentalnfluences political knowledgeand valuesnay
interrelate.In the interest ofparsimony, however, bracket this finding in the present theoretical
discussion of partisan mobilization fiory purposes.
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i nt eg(rea.tg.onl ngl ehart 1970a, 1970butl mgluaeklat th
Aonly valid in a |Iimited contexto &acdbéhat
19978)

Appl yingmeobghi ztati on theory to my present
actions regarding gl obal democrati zation wou
for and against gl obal democr aciyn cer.dger ftroo mi
inform and educate peopl e Wiadrh dreessapeescst e atboo ugtl o
democracy may include advocates arguing for
justice, wh eni g@lhid g milpipgomte nt ke dmayAge ras roefs ud It o boe
cognitive mobi dmne aarmappenc to ft hcei tfiozlelnoswi ng: Peopl
gl obal democracy independently baseéeidf omhewpoc
feel strongly aboute mohabseyciosselha ,g hil ye tcietindk digd a
objietchtey sel ect or change their preferred pa
democrafThizati enbased on the assumption that
a highl yi ¢ccad s talcyt i p2 .(2a¢bg S det ieonpi ri cal findi
strength is in fact strongly associdtabdswat &
willing to #“alkg (see Section

At t his npeeisntabl iyeht hlarti egddr ti san and cog
phenomena are nooryogndamhy oonturadiiueét ane
|l atter theory was .dDaviamng/d gtiomeei W esbbiuteditedusd lo $ me
affected by paotthiesrasn ntauye se x ewhpillief ¥ heogmaimei v

individual meyt alt o cbgnstubve and partii san m

Olnfact,the term fAcogni ti vecoimdhyilngleharain theocontext ofa s f i
debates about political integration in Eurd@pébright 2009:250)
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choosing her preferred party due to strong
cogni ti vtei omobianidzaadopti ng her preferred par
anad/ @aares | ittle about (.i nNdtileet tmadt ht ama ratl i sso.
sequentially to the same peopl e, e. fge. gqvhen
aborbyoa)specific par{g. gndoppghoaggekoilpsemwsesnbt
first, tohemt dadiet o pwiye(len dj . s, tsriegrppeaetv)ent ual |y

arty preference due t oheh &niorers ydotsdi rntghoehi [ & rotn

©

di f fetreimt et hi §heespattral ity of attitudes i s

=y

igbéytoala person while gl obal demxpraaocty att
obsepravret i sianatnioth.e ¢litfs gl obal demolgwaaowhat ei t u
party pragfeerodnclessw centr al lietxyp etodb sceepovgea i hi v e d
mobilization effects.

533) At ti tudinal parall el i sm

AAttitudinal par aktlRilnd moay si mywhieechm dloaob
partynpesf emag b,e whiteh rced tart eesdir © m @hyfsricameaw a rok o
above (sé&e.lPEltea i essence of attitvucowfal owar a
centrality in an individual 6s belief system ¢
or not they are compatible or conflicting.
does node enpabtyttehre per son wh ol ohwaltrdest et henmp od U ea ntc
attributes to both. As outlined in the prev

i mbal ance are thus either not noticed or rea

Il n the present context, Bhait udbathvienepma s a
indi vidual attitudes on gl obal demmayagy an
unnoticed; or, i f such positioning i1isonotice

party prodf epreeconpclees wh o do sn ootn thpoal ladl a @ dr tniggeé sb e
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democa mdeyndcoe not f eel any didicombblawmes @ usef tt or a
emergence of such dissonance, they may cont i
and prefer a certthamimsomaltietl il @dali omaratsy ,beifror e
attitudinal dissonance.

534)Parti san expedebhtusons and self

AParti-dahusieddfo is how iln cwhlilc ht hgel ofb@u r tdr
attitudes and preferenceerafd@r dipaWwtihhey cfadu rptahr
scenamyfor ainmnceavlmo ke ( s Be,lSe.ce.i omhen t wohiagtht i t u ¢
central iMyy heomfyl hpartte daifcftesc tted i ndi viduals red
byi ssociating the tdvenyiomd | e xtte mmailantdailitadrneese
bet wemnh nt hdhe context of gl obal demdher adey i atl
reacmayon mply, that pastaesestate explicit po
with respect to gl obal democracy, amudt ftihat
beliefs on global democmamythgbhotbesuchrefar
shares their personal position darelaglsamanl adeer
extreme expriealsli onhefp wabratoinseanm ne xopfe citpat i ons o0 .

Myt heory of partisan easpdoddouwwvsaest maty peo
generaltbeatdeneg for i nter navlhlieyahicso htehreem tt ob et lf
their preferred pardg yorms h@maleist itdheali ri peUsD,Nn ad v
evidenceffect.hitét seems reasonable to assu
congruence applies especially in casa® wher
individualtt tant @et prekent heory of mpthlyd i s an
people tend to believe that their preferred

Tfand even more so, the stronger their gl obal
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(even thoumgdgtaj or realiitegs dbynkholwavpoanyipua
democracy) .

When stulpgppesdti on i s one-stbhatowyppidalsetmr
par(thyi . e. swcewveasy d over whel Pwogll ¢ mgstealvekdalay

apartistatmaea d pedctihfeinc t he phenomenon of part.

on par tdelams ifodnef deni al of extiemthad d tetve dd einrc
frameamoavke (se.eI)Pexrtawinde an il lustration, | e
exampl e: |l magine that Vivian Voter supports
Liberals support abortion. Mor eoverlL,i breastl spe
support abortion rights, as oppesedt ymi dal al

party. Nowwi tiHowt vihawi ng hear d ©otf hitrhkes Lti bbaetr ¢
partyés position is in |omteiuoesrh,t asnhexpowresi ©
partisan expectations theadarey uaigimaed yt ver ge.
accepted | ow probabilitylmmftmhachr e@s sittacicgn the
expr ecstshpeam t i s aino resrpyte eweicaotp dy t h ef ofro |il:nogvianngc, e

gl obal democracwywdhiepreonntserod wlhodfide m@adloypadt i e
to the values undealgghgbal iobm] desmmepalciyt &n
woul d be klmdryeat her partisans to believe that
prol obal demo.crrRcry exasmplie,Avismug proattiessaloifstrip
al so happen to endorse gl obal dempar atcog a nwo L
believe that their paragdemaypreesngdelbade dtm

preferred partyoés! position in this respect

L However, in line with the theoretical framewark Chapter Two, | would of course expect
peope with such values to be less likely to support global democracy in the first place
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535)Summary of -lieveilvisdcealari os

Letnmew summéaodeef ehent sicnetnearrriéeovsa & noorg |t bheea |
democracy attitudes and party prTef dregr me swi a'
i magapree wbao supports or opposes gl obal democr
on gl obal democraa@ay Ihas ,toweh evda @0 vdil stshameanc e
not expect céhmyn gatotwetvuedri,nailf her preferred par
own, then there is an imbalance whdapt dtiadss
basemytdhreory above

Fi rstthe iifndi vi dual 6s attitudeht gdvdaiytdr daleri mp
her bel whaihlegry satetmi t ude towar ofgll ohbwaipeehamal @ &
to adjust her gl obal cdeé moc rdycoys e astt tpiatcied eo ni nt ht
prediction derived fr omSeparntdiogseanmedr mmdryil tiizvad i
mobilizati on telxedckroy lieddsy adegabtd her party p
gl obal democr aeyiatbtétigt auld ep owxictuipon whmihkeer bel
party iisdemft iltoyw <cTehnitrrdalaintdy itno chéenrboa &t gt obahi
and party preferences are of ideX mdd tvedlihye al lbotwt |
di ssenanaoacremain unnoticed ori,n iaf snaottiecdd,att d
attitudi n&loupawahklhgl ilsm both gl obal democrac
relatively high cenltexaleicttyattihraetnpetsebteol ideifs ssoycs
attitudasgxtrerdreanly evi dence ciomhceemr mmenrga tthhea tr
from myoft hpar tdieslaundyoefl dur scenarios and the

theoretical (ffgaeneSvedike aiblolvikesd Irfa¢l S)d eil o w.
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54)Socileedvadl scenarios, implications, and exp

The possi bl e t heoouteltiincead gitlaethlesd, iavind icvhi, d & @
to a few scenar iGoprsatdggltrdileals ode rmd @il hoeud \caotinm.el t u
of ipnteheste are three saliend evattegdiires ,ofan
i nce edausp g @wrmrt ganobabhcg; second, appagogot egd aotbea |i
democracynoaadgtbegadet bbadgesri butions. of gl
Mirroring these, ther@odi¢ichtepasalyi pmief €c ¢
l evel : first, an aggregate -9ungEp gagidniders ;s 5@EEa
an aggmegiehtasseupport foopploghalbi éemoandcyhird
i n aggregat eghbapp by wpeproorctrognogpy saipdr t i es . | n de
t sescenar iaoggradgatitdddesume t hat there are known
democracy attitudes and party pref(ar.ercdsfion
political parti®osn dgd colbaarl ea dtéehrgpiortr epedys)iatli adn s s or
i . e. bef ore partisan and co0.gnWVari kassvseaanei Itihzaa
al |l citizens have attitudad tpawarn alplgpll @alhalc & dhe
parhaese positions ,onwhgilconbadandebhmcaolazysi fi ed
opposed.

Lemebegin with three societal scenarios f
attitudes as t hFel rtosuté,c ® ramma yafghger rtg@am estuppoet sear
decrease in opposition to gl obal democracy.
democracy supporteéemstare wadklea toiforpgd oposhi sl ga lideumeosc
cerpainti calwhp dret iae ssru fgflfiodiad n tdoepmpooariyeanctys i s s\
by gl obal-sdeporctriacy cues of their preferred
second possible scenario i s anbadgnrdegnatce adegcC

an increasne Thisosppesuilti ocould emerge i f oppo
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are rat hemosaallviodc,atvwehsi laer e convinced by partdi
democracy, for examplie. i Bi nalalty,t hteh eobatd v ian d
democracy attitudes remainsuesdhasgedul d ®h
because changing gl obal democracy attitudes
becausemplirl i 2atoito nh advoet adinfye g ¢ o pgnleddisa | democr
attidatudtehse a gigree gahteer loenv epleopl e who support g
who oppose it.

The pombtcwmnaslelguwenti al soci et ape e ppeaerdsyi os
preferences as tsh Suohit s c macaaaifroysi rsdiagrna f i cant
i mplicati onwqgt iesgpeicntadrdtyi anfs are affected. T
overall reward parti es otnh aatn de npduonrisseh gtlhoobsael w
Thas, otdmehy parties supporting gl obal osite mocH
by them because of thei rs upfofsiictiieonnp eoconp ingbl eohbaavl e

strongpeebafigé@mdel debmo cwhaicyh do noet edieagiei wis®h

positions, and if these peopl ewhooutewep egrhi etnhcee
attitudinal di ssonanc e tvnetrhu etdhpeeicrt psaorntiey apgrge
movement of wvoting intentdoosm!| glwanoadrtalcgse S|
outcome would have i mmense implications for

would shewrathagi cdht ylcepse@makinngparties shoul d
gl obal d&deamgoemraa ypel tsicrpengp it mi ght i ncrease tF

Second, voters may overal/l puni sh partie
rewar dwhtilteghpe® se it v o Tl bodstygliosb,alt hdseunpopcorratciyv e p a |
may outweiwdhbhy he musbeeemf their stance on the
for e x asnpfl fei, ciiefnto prpuwombeenrsss cstinvfa wem g obj ecti ons

democgr avchyy ch nd owintohnt tahleiigr partiesd positive s
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these ptwelleghnatmber s of whoeerexperuipgpmad essc h

di ssghaadeng to an aggregate shift of-votini
Suppopratritviees toward those parSucehs anh acdtocpopnoes ¢
al swe lsa gni ficant strategic implications for

woul d demoinastt rl aetaes tt hfadte nder sainigo graodya émady M ot

a wise political move framoaagsevedtsegivotpepesr §
doinGgoewversel vy, opposing gl obal democracy me
terms of national vote shares.

Third, titatmagyl dobeal democracy 1is not a deci
| evel ae.votth ng distributions would not <chang
gl obal democratization and partiesoimgesiitfi or
voter migrati on -glno btahle dde noecegth dopnal aomyd gpere@ontt ir eas
cancel each other out; or iIf there are not
signidfiifcfaenrtence t o aggr eg@atcel Vot e pekiakti rnigh u tsiu
of unchanged vote ditstpasrhtoivtelsdinaewbbked maae |
endorse gl obal democracy nor to reject it
democrati zati on as caoudampraeifgrnaitno pfircoom odro itnhge \
not make a dirfe emde nvdoet yt aw | tt h enasthed v obt ai n. Si
above, suchtaegpbal b wbyldt has been ration.
resourpebki mindal capital i nto adopting gl obal
st adysscond aBsdciskitemmthri os would demonotpmpatse nig
gl obal democracy would not pay of Herdmaichati o
results would help explsai moawwh ynme g hsnglaed! i iodneario ¢

el ec,tiaoomds why it may not become one in the f
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Finalmgurhetdtbvi dual exmpecd@adrn egpat ddased on
scenari os olUlbl begoonawoicikpteett feelt t sdnegpl eynt ch eo n
stimul i t hate.cg.ti wlincahrree asaiiddess@) gl obal d e mc
whi c h( Dunesoospepdolsyefalfdsect i ng pamt iefdmomaivieir z at
expected ef fwhatts adguenedit eap melpy tiepputbgalocn d e b a't
about globahedemgcrinanpyycti ng the process of
speaki ngldehdouwceev etrh e € xod d cotwa tmgb fedouirytomi .s c hapt

Firlekpect par toins aesft forodta rhii zaattd wher e rel at
democr acynat triatt thckes st rong par tTyh apr e fse r e nhcoesse
of the publimowhacecy gt teptalsdalle omelcapiyvel y | ow
in peoipeéedswylbielee party preferagmecds kaerlegy hiog hole
by part.i sTahn scuess more | i kely to bepadarmtei e€esasteh 4
have-elsairmad!| i shed Sectompe blases obseirvetficmmgmd t i\
among people with roegladchalel gelmai¢oangy et i wadk
toward pollhamxmoihpagd i ®dgmeorcti £ty where attit
democr aclyi gitdcrputpryal pe eppiseifeiges twehmsl e party pref
are of rathelexpewt cehtatalityzens may be wil
preferred parmtey ri pelrismeawi vlh ews concerning
can be hi gholnys eppodl@ittfitcaalllsy ac shi ft in aggrega
societal | evel |( asx pdeecstc rtihbaetd tahbiosv es)c.eeaar no i
mu kptairty el ectoral systems wiTthh widebma helg| Db ac 1
democracy attitudes and party preferences ar
belief Ilsvpatl eimse,xpect t o roalslealviesmat tTihhautdi ina |
bet ween peopleds attitudéeei teowaed pgrobakoddp

woul d go unnoticedCenrt aien rleeavdall sy dfol a&trtait tewd i
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expected i n ale hcyopuontthrei seisz,e dg iweeank ntenss of gl o
Sect2i,®amMd the assumption of relb&ginweldgs weadtc
ever ywhoarrg h and foball ygemdbtr doy hatgtl i t udes ¢
generally occupy positions of rel dexpectl yt dii g
sepear tsiesl&#h usi on effects and strong for-ms of
del usiTomatciitsi zens negluledctt eredasboabl e expect e
preferred partiesod posidarmyesreaoltn egvliodbean g ed ecnoo
i mbaklaet wehregier sonal gl obal democracy attitud
in t hi sGirveegnartdh.at this phenomenon is based on
strive for attitudihmralpheomnsissame reaxyp, e alt-td X parcst
del usion to be eVheehol i owiandt lcdosugntt @ x eeescstud i

empirical assessment .
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6)Research design and methods: GIl obal democr

Thi s rcbheagpitnes by the sgesneirad me tahsosde ss h atth e
interrelationship betwedn iitrudliewsi dawmal pgledhbeale
parti es: online survey |lexpdarmhendareteewad nFwinl cwii
for the cyusmdmples: icdhemocratic diversity. The

experi Bermtzzs Ilmyn,Geranppaan, t hlehldhsubasedti oa 081 | i

| analyze the experimental survey results.
6.1)Onl i ne survey experiments

Sur exyer idmhdent sf rom ordinary surveys i n on
ordinary surveys al/|l res posaedte nafs @@u es tuisounasl,l

exper irnenndtocsellyect ed groups of subjectst respo
condiitn oemmbdgsi goan tamdlr eat m&@ht s approach is

experi ment al met hod employed in other fields
i n cloirnipcsaylcebludgesal experi menhdbmisybgdect de @
om or more treatment groups as well as contr
is given a certain medication, the control o
treatment respecti veplmgntBy Uddg epatt edglsdbbe dav
and/ or placebo groups, resear che(rcsf .c aAn gmeiasstu
Pischke 2008: chap. 2; Mut z 20Pbildhamg.all;scbGel
con@ucdgur veyt oxp darefceaedge.s Pal mer, almwt Diuc hr 90&11
studies using such meitr oldiod @ gwi thha vieh e rior a w elr

(HaaBurton eandl faeebDllir)ated by the af(sreeement

Sect3i.dp
Il n my dissertation, I cgmeéudte sureae yymeax ge
usually take t hheotfoo,r mawodi os,0 meen d/exrt ,vipdeo whi

Pagea# 40



Who on earbtahl wdaeniihase dgal woly DPhitlh ebsyi sFar sa

of participants are exposed tho,t hkeafrorree sipeinrs
supposed to be af(fMudtze @ Obyl witHeen ptarselgtheee mobdat N t r ¢
exposed to the vignette. This is where the |
admini ster memdaoemiamnaedd otbrseeatve i ohazrgexai or vaif
inte@nesetctl y, which all ows espé¢ot drawt te eaau:
Further bel 6w3l( 8pre Sermrtviitoggmee ttsttpeetc i If | €s e .
6.2)Surveyyceoehection

Continuing my prior discussion on3.th)e sel
|l et me ntolwe dfirismaels 94 noyn rcaotnisadse: demorecratder di o ¢
alkel to test alll my hypotheses on the interrel
party praefdetencaesr ease tthheei rc oguennter glesir zi anle inrtyis t:
needed toabeyd@ate.mdicnepaerti cudtahesa rtegdr dnynd
and partisan mobilization, idrseavdd amecadsgi ng
degr eceosmpeeft i ti on betweegupalli coobdkspbdt ebgoil
that | surveyed.

Brazilallsygehassified as a democracy by s
the field of Political EMaeasbal buahda&ut he2l(
201l4a4a)xd the democracy scores( 2ddl9cBirl aaztieldd sb yp oR
system i s characteripgeaerdt ibggys aeaclhiyv énté ggihg ma gnlb s
of tihenalatvote in regul ar 201& tgemesr.all neltecet i
of the current Brazilian President, Jair Bol
votes for the ChdmbagrrofooDgp wthit & sh,ea tbh dc & gnie s la
BragkEll ecti on Resources Ofn tthhee 3I0n tpearnteite s2 0tlh3:

Chamber of Depudiiwved mR®Br e atrtarebemreageronant va
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thus constitud esf amomxdtrietmeo c alset ween pol i ti
suitable country to be included in my survey

Based on commBol imey sFHuveedlolm bHo,u s@e r2ndalndyb )i
unequivocally consideredda IGiegmlaynyddmaanr &t st
established democr gcay twi tshy sa edny n 8Ami d¢ hrau lttiime
(or coalitifomesme-f €tar troieshhtev ef asreat s i n the B

main | egi sl dteidee abody vaed .paretve sofi nt tehes Ger mq

have been represented in parliament &te the
past decades. I n contrast to Brazil, Ger man
ssability anadnl esistferamgmeft athie number of par

partly dupenomerntheqgudalviefyingnherditoadef oataonoyat
(Jesse 1987)

Japan is a free and democradtoirs (cPsoulwidrdyy [bVa
2014c; Freedom JHgpuadndds2 €h9c)system i s charact
decaodleds and r el ati pdalkyhineos wi 999b71)l & ingh e olledad c al
the Liberal Democprefii emPadnyd 40DPErceas of v
of my sumweeg, etilydate ot her parties polling at
(TV Asahsom20b9) t hem rel atively new. Aantt he t
addition to t haendaipaspee sRee ipwal iSthiiovaale nlpaomnd eadr

April ( Rr0dDo.r I12Ze@hd9 decades, there have been

part ihes natt i tonal |l evelngn dapdnssoi 1 ng, Hen
established democracy <characterized by a re
changilng ipcal parties, and thus a suitable a

The UK is consideneavidemgcratied bhasedado

Polit¥0laxwd) Freed2m.2HRmsiest abl i shed democr ac)
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el ections and freedom of the press. At the t|
parties in the UK, the Conservat iamnas 3an d elra
respecti vély sefvelrlado wesdnal | er parties from t he
spectrum polling at under t eni bpeedr cesp bha emiclht. i
democracy with twasmamastghaeot i ebeiidBiehretel o ed
to its Afirst pagqttutniddepgiVl®OHVdt engdgi syshem
the UK thus constitutes a suitable addition

Fi ndlhley US i s characterized asPodenoycrlavt i2d0
Freedom Hoasée 9et9d)ff erosnef unmdpaometnatnatl [wa yi nf r
democracies thaty.l Tsheate citse,d tfhoer oh® n@sdtlaidt by a lo
t wo main parties. While there are other part
have played amadéoinailvel ech ¢ oinskadd dugot onghe)
onl ynwobe ati ¢ and Repulgleineamal Pgrthpveamdicthane®
the national l evel. Henc-par tays gyt ecnl,a stsh e all
conssiaukiend of polar opposite teandthreerBrsawiitle
addition tfo aomyurmstarmpds mased on the criterion

6.3)Design of the survey experiments

Buil ding on my previous di sads svami abf e
operationali z®&t,j3gnki £ seebSectiom el abygrates
design that relate to the interrelation betw
preferenceS§) (Iselee ihrt fdeye rdoeupt ehrbdneermtgt vhaarti | use i

experiments. tlhet lpeartmeae fttoaes and cognitiv
constitute my etxgeflfi manlhgditdwerns snemdy t he t|
phenomena of partisaseé&lpecit@an.i oRsnalnldy ,palr tj

sequences of the di{teeghbekbrgweri mental grou
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6.3.1)Dependent wvariabl es
I n additifemernto déependdeEnt wvian | @Ghegttere d&Bhr e

Sect3i.@dn 4a)not her group of dependent variabl es

t he most i mportantt hmao!l ipteiapdlet htatyieto wdnldi e st a
consequenti al of alm mpe,) itieal paepleadssp dmtd
particul ar, their voting intentions. I ask 1
order:

If there was a national election tomorrow, which party wouldwate for?
Which political party generallympeals to younost?
Which pditical party do you generally feé&tastclose to?

A few aspects are worth notimigngbtoatia heati @
tomorrowo and using the word fAgederreandeso,f dr
pol i tiecsal rpaarhteir t han their specific prefere
democracy that VyvhesuwrVvVegrhsabdbiesct nemi mportar

want t o iffseodtatteh ath etahte di esnsoucer accfy dhlacssb on peor

preferences. Second, | disti mgluitshheibre tnwesen pp
party. As outlined in Chapter Five, tFoase ma
instance, ta IpiekresoPnarmiyghA t he most, but vote f

woul d be politicadalol y hienpamdequwemtriidli eduef t h
e. g. -paerfciend hurdl e as cihoGer mangdepgedaeinhleq
party that people would vote for in the next
pref earrteyd opf respondent s, from t(Ré 1W®o ™M§d Val
guestion eonnsdbespamsd preferred party is adoj
El ector al S(yxsQ.lerdsh j s druee it ess ems dpnegl ect of
bet ween theithrparguesttmomottlee it rh aftnagl | avraoeu t a It

|l edatvored pdli bocdedpaheykey words to highldi
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t he equesti ons. As answer <choices | of fered t
countri es, rgseosrtt etdo fgmanf |leahte istmater m$ o he vo
commanded in the | ast gener al elad ctciadmre glme fyo |
Afanother partyo. In Brazil, 1 explicitly 1inc
the nationat heoClkamlhamr eoft oDeputi es( Ellmctthen?2
Resources on t.hel nl nGermeaeny,20118)ncluded the
pdi amentary t efph e srea(ttdadcinhailn daedv.edbnt dawpan 1o i
eihg of the | eading parties at the national I
NHK -KdNk u) iwshitchhe pr e fsemarldd ppearcteyntoafgea of vote
so stlpjeecatfi c (focused on twoeultdo phiacv eo fb eberno a dm
to include it as having a pkyddomnNewms hnzh@ehe)s
UK, | iheclCodsedrvateveshpebtabobDemothats, the S
(SNP), the Greens, the UK | nadretpye n daenndc eP | Paairdt y
the main parties at the national |l emoele. oAl |

t hneati ondl vohameg o ntenti onsPodti tti'hded n2i0ney )o fi M
us, I included the Democrat Gcviatmsd oReepautb| p rca

signi fli ctameat, t he questiinmnt eaadso wtnhsep emmgil re 08 a i

eabl i sh r e syp opnrdeefnetrsedn cpeasr.t
6.3.2)Tr eat meRasti san and cognitive mobiliza:
As outlined in Chapter iFligvepotlenamal nt erf
peopl edbs gl obal democracy attitudesteammnd beh

peopl ebsrpacey pndf éheir views and actions

2 Note that | excluded Northern Irish partieg.g. the Democratic Unionist Party (DUP) and
Sinn Féini given that Northerdreland was not part of this survey, due tetretions imposed by
YouGov.In effect,my survey thugoversonly Great Bitain, not the entire UK.
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i nfl ueenges by famil y(,seferi en@isalan digdeercsul t t O
experimentally (certainly in an online envir

abouti ndteemalded mul ti vari at el dreengriefsys ipoons sa nba le

associationsd.. () Vddhebectfifects that I nt alk est u
mani pul ati on. Specifically, I deveplaopedanr
mobil anabgointi veomolpielbipt@e@d®sogl obahddemeicr ag §

prefefeeaee&h)afgtserl ed me to create four differ
Fi gub$ elp9)6
My cognitive mobinpilzeat i®inv etnr enayt naesnstu mpst iso |

have never <consi derwhdi cgh olbaé mgiemocadalcly)lver i

needed to motivate them to consider the 1iss.!
paticul ar direction. Hence, I created a ba
coder ations on gl obal democracy from the r

argunmessrm @ against gl obal3.d®e Mg rlaicrye (veieteh Smyc t
guestion word3.ngd. A)seerdsesedi every question i
respondents woul d oagndiederi nt hae nc ewittah cnu td i reeic
batietserof questions also served3.ad. xpghamagtdadr ¥y
positiomeynftbe & 8¥babcihe dthiadnt hey acted as my
t r eatinmetnte t hir dFicpintdd YGOSR nfpsleye st ated, | e x
randomly selected respondents waAbmeftywahtede

about gl obal nchgmbhympatchesGisved hat mo s t peopl e

3 Due to limitations imposed by YouGov, my UK survey only included a control and a
treatment condition witthe combination of the two treatments (5&gure104, p.289).

#1n my UK survey, the battery of explanatory variables was placed after the dependent variable
questions in the control group, abeforethe dependent variable questions in the treatment group.
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gl obal democracy before, and certainly not i
deep considerations ofi gdobatthue mprcodwcyi mag P
i f hcegni ti ve nmolpioltthebsteison

Now, |l et us move on to my partisan mobi l i
countries, mwhp a&rht ys oumeg matntde ml y s eelde cttoe d( sreees
Sect6.03ii 53 a simple table with two col umns
democracy positions of theemailfFi(gekittriouaglh pe
Figdbeppd7,6GFi gLoeé 2p97. I t hus epoanrdtuyc tc uae fenxupl etri
(Brader and TRiacrkteire s2 Oalt2@ e p rne sseunptpeodd tasoreiopp o
democracy.itGi vée tlRast Tonfonmey okin otvhiee dpgoel i t i c al
the countries | ssuravnecyee do nh atvhee atno pa fcf iocfi agll ob
fabricate pbé ipcoadi tpiaans ecsf on this i ssue for
Twhile abiding by | eigmhébrainaf ientghirced p ogrud edretl si
decepotfi ocnour se 6( 8e & )nSdeecetdi,opb htei ¢ alct pahtaites do
of ficial position on gl obal d e ma chrea cpyu r npaoksees
experi mental manipulation, as | can be sure

on this.

Il n designiemgeéeatymevritgnelt thad sever al consi
order to maximize itdteemnertdiewle tef fheect pl a uhs
respondents as possible. Hence, |l had to cho
of tlhentdbing so, | relied on various source
on the poliftitbal fsystemenbories; se¢bVoldkedsat a
Krause, Lehmann, Mat th@ &\Mh,i cMerczoont Re gies| ,vaet
internationalist orientationsyof tht rdeastons:
with scholars, student s, and politicians wit
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five focus foabhyri espbiand -tgeusetsetriso nssn ttoh emyp | ps
di fferent versions of my vignettes.
Secgsdince the theorized effects amg all b
hypot heses required maxi mi zhi mg tihestgamweeas cofn
vignette. pGavwuenbmyikyowl edge of previous sur
(e. g. BBC Press Office 2007; Co mReasn da ntdh eG|1 ¢
resulting assumption that maj or ietnideoglsal alpe o |
democracyddiotadxposieemajoritieatofprpeeptedt
preferro¢ppmpssetdyl alsal democracy. Based on the
at the ti nBe 4.sZe)et ISercte¢d ocnbebpoasreme s i n each cou
the global democracy opposition side of my v
two thirds of the popul ati on, while the par
vignett e htea bflieéeswefcehat ound one third of the

Germany, Japan, and the UK thi4dwadas® fneaddsiomlwe

polling data and -ptahret ye xsiysstteennt et hoaft aa limuctwdeid f
pr otmogy of parties on the gl obal democracy s
table. For Brazil, this was only partially f
number of political partipast soothde thamos sa ldleoswso
vignette in order to obtain the desired pr oy
opinion polls on popular support for individ

design on thet rBesgemielsiasd f et R(eElliemcnt iionn 2R0els8 ur c
|l nt er netFi2mall8l)y, duepaotyheysdmemi and tiwe appr
i n publicespirt®d eltehaedi ng parties, designing my
consi der attioonne orfata ot woor-o g cosbiarug gteanbcngcpar t

unfortunately not possible in the US.
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Thirdly, to the extrantntgdo sagaaiml eed utnad ed e stihgel
vignette such as tra gdhut iacrod oy icamman vli esfiton :
the I mpression among respondents that gl obal
right parded esladgmagn ldliidiedbl ogeeada)] ¢l okeal democ
seem torbghtn |1 s86tte in the real world, as pr
advocacy groups such as the Campapalniltleidatala LU
and ningihftf er ent( Campatgned or a UN Par.l i amen
Nonet hel ess, we-lelhoulhd patre¢eiteisat rlaeiti onally
orientatiigdne,agpafnit i @ sr t end tdgbeemaltetrateonactk

may apply to their expedtbgbgtebal hdemagoac

|l eaning parties on the gl obal d elmoacpiamdy i &3 pp
ornmégl obal democracy opposition side of my ta
criterion above, as confirmed by my resear c|

with counMorwye experttise ext eintty tghnadi qirioé | plya ¢ s i
above all owed f orl eiatn,i nlg polaacea de sa ofnew hlee fgtl ob
side of my t ablleananndg ao nfeesw orni gthhte suppor't S

Ameri cdprartwosystem,t urlerivphedédndyiegrcouéd wunfortu

realized in the US.

Al in all, therefore, my partyshoghdtt e
maxi mi ze i nstances , ofsrhatatbitt uadpi pneaalr diiskseo naam cCie
partideisviadegd!| @as$ ®i c al i BHegtd A g@l. @)%l g B 2638,

Fi g4 e@.6)Fi gafe.70 &ndluo(P29present the party
my survey experiments i n, Bamd irtlehsepeBigingaunrye J

140®B.23 presents the resulting empirical alig
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democr ackcegMyatjtuisttui fi cati ons for the pasyieti ons
countries are omitted here due to space cons

6.3.3)Parti san exnpde-cseed tfis 0 D 8

Il n order to test my spasr,t ils awa netx pteoc tdeettiea ms
peopl ebs own gl oba&flatdee mmidir pey hidiphesew st f deexgpte ct a
regarding their preferred partyds position o
been exposed nteot tray tparat yné n Btg& )sieretdlirécedbtéd oaf s
regarding the stances of the main political
democ(rsaecieyg 4t e2p6;51 g 10, @ 2p9)6. Il n both experi ment al
this question block. 3. s83)i askuded peeoepepl 8écst VvoOLi
respect to political paBt Bleaf) brné ntghueiirre caobuonut
guesses with respect to politicatr paygfi@asd
couirbseef ore the parteg.PPgoelté¢es (seedi Satced omart
remain unaffected by any potential effects o
democracy.| aHesases. gr. eeshspohaantdi adequate(seati st
Sect3i.ddwBé¢t her or not there are any statisti
regarding peopleds prebdbbatoed ap & tntgid @gm@& nayphoesti ht el
individuals support or oppose global democr a

With respectdedlouspiaan,i slann atddadt itnh eOhea pareer |
in which the partisan expect atridoenrsi npmphaamno npeanr
seddl usi on, e. g ivghen pvaattaress oMhof aarr e al so g

believe that their preferred party endorses

S Due to restitions imposed by YouGov, my survey setup in the UK differed in that only the
control group got my question about partisan expectations, while the treatment group saw only the
vignetie reconstruction task (séegurel104, p.289).
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i ntegr atcidrteacdmomnd |flat ussmn swrtwey. vilgrceatltle |
reconst angkltti oansks respondents to recreate my
the various party | ogos from the | eft side o
(skeieg@t &€p8)6 whi ch | ooked very mucht Heayk eh ad es ee
previously, i.e. with two columns entitled 7
gl obal denfoicg4e2chyrodF ge® ep 57 ®Whidrei gi naddl y i nt
as a manipulation check for testmetgt evhpen dhper
prteet i ng showed that tlhwe&si gpefubk fecondenuct
partislehudelome, Irefspomsennn s who experi,ence a
i .tehhose pwedeer ed pagltobdesl phbemddtemeani r per son
attitutlesuchr erneesnpboenrd etnitesi r partyodés position
(basetdeosupposed evidence which my vignette
for pardalswsni sel fThat i1 8adi Vi dedbievmenhalk!| pua
gl obal democracy stance with theitr toowna,ccaept
di ssonance between these two attitudes.

6.34)Data quality assurance

Il n addititoan qtuoaltihey dmeasuriers @malp tcehre ckisr e
Sectd3i.d8n 1) empl oy additional met hods to assur
intendese ne@adiud@ s peieds tvrad dtdik@m snmsgagte xtt @ r ma |
responaaernd sodngsmg/t t e r e¢ onamtsrseestsimemtt aask whet h

respondents believed the party vignette that

8 Due to restrictions imosed by YouGov, my vignette reconstruction task in the UK only
included the Conservative Party, Labour, and the Liberal DemdsesiSigure114, p.296).
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First, as in other @Bardtsl)oidreany s pecaedizxméec &
on my party vignette, forcing respondents tc
(which was vwaéstdiang)d, bgnprasking them to ta
i nformation isrefeimyd ede/plt m&@hi s( was intended t
treatment coultdboabktbavioespohdenh was indeed

Secpsndmygarty vignette nigs daecterpgatomiemaitti n\sc
respondents do not search the internet I n a
vignette provides; otherwise the lenf fteheitisit ysepn e
Inoted above3.(3s.&a@t Séctaisknrespondents at sev
survey experiment not tbamefgrand buitends 60D
completing the survey. Among otdirer my Vi glme ts
recamcdgtron quUe Wit &E2p8) G s e e

Thi,rd addition to employing an instructi
respondent att3endtli7/gsefdestpSécscone on the vi
taskassumeumbaet oOhebrpaoritesvsnt hat respondent
corlrectrom my party vignette is a good addi
c&lul ate theesuimyofecall ed parties for ,each r
and divide it by the total nafmbtelre orf e Pma dtiiewv
country

Fourtlh i mahugel atwhomr hc leaslc it ot easg ert @aa tnme it
was properly absorbed by waepbedemtrs.nofhias |
bel itehveedi nf or mat i on ecnotn.t ali neeady hient htiehseb t#t hreeeaft de h
to establish thtiss,whletasbkael dt hireansopcognbdoeyn at t i t u
preferences influenced each other. Although

t o my sot undoyt, elx pdect that respondents are nec
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such eilmtteroms ndrl umanteal bet ween these vari ab
primarily served the purpose of est abilniesdhi ng
in my vignette. I assume that respohwents v
vari abhageembslti eved my vignette, since the o
information about politicalwparmyesorpegi (gbD
political parti esdiidbot myh ay ek npawnl cpodigyibtbiaderss o
democracy athevhegwrt i meg boabwever, respondents
interrelation between tnhdeitrh egilro bpadr tdye nporcerfaecry
asked why and givenp amdngaowmbédhsdifelti eevyeo dihiko
of political parties tFhagtea2te2p®% wernetpmregsent @
as an indication thatf amyl edkperi ment al mani pu

6.3.5)Ex per i menrdti & B rochss Llerqueeyn ce s

Respondents i n mwesr@arnvdeoyml e/x paelrlionteanttesd | n't
experiment adesomidbed omes| owi @b g@li9)biAd st rgartoeudp si
have in common that they ar ésEegs}3 &proesredt ed
Fi ga4 €p5)7 an-dosmeni t ment kgiupepsitnigo ng Goeng Rsp épbs3. ( s e e
This is then followed by the qRiegR7ieb9o9bl ock
Fi gR8ep5%Fi g9 ep6)0, prellimiin@aaly gqRoegsBiRie@d,d ( see
Fi g33 &p6Ei g4 €p6,Ei g3p €p6,Ei glPpe 6)2, and t he i nst
mani pul ati &ngéhfiexpd3. (§de number and order of

items diffetwmbs bypyndxpeobnmen

" Due to restrictions imposed by YouGov, my UK survey only included two experimental
condtions: a control group and a treatment group receiving both the partisan and eogoiiiNzation
treatments (seigure104, p.289).
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Il n I'therwcommendations from tghé&omrsdigwegnadn

Mc New 20@8t)erse i ng observations, mogenbéraalkl y c

previous survey guestions I f they wish to
circumstwahn cehs movi ngbelmac kt hwourlids k of inval i d
i nstance, imi ghet ctaseeobhstiegcnee povmaisht s t o

to refer back to the party vignettad WwWhiemn omec
on thet pvaggen eadft e rcehceocnrkst ructi on

The first experiment alf ocrontdh et ipur pioss et hoef ¢
mobilization experi ment with voting intenti
contr ol gpraorutpi sfaor mpoebriil mezmtt i wmi celxk t akes gl oba
as the depe(nsdeeengtli pvedp®)6.a bHoel | owi ng standard ex
this group edioftkheerrs ree noal t hahdinbi ameait menht p
guest idempe ndre nt Gearmiecablamsd Gheewdep@bd@depnt vari
be measured in their status quo condition.
resulting from the order of omhaltcede wbamaen peam it
prefer,enlcersandomi ze the order of the two bl oc
Sect3i. Barb5¢ diafptlday ¢eguwoenss on t he gl obal democr e
(see Sed@tsidarh t hat the for mer cannot i nfl uei
foll owedthynt bé orxlkeestrt ap d rotnis$é g B.e@). B ¢ qtoiamm t

the partisédhoekxpearaiieonsn the survey flow o

pl ausible that | inkidregrogaytiynposspoondsntsd m
my key dependent variablesebarghodsal TRenotTl &
order, of course, is that the partisan expec
may i n tued thhye a@fofgmct i ve mobilizati aamdtreat

mi tigwdh pot entiinac | uelfifnegc ttsh eb ppnasr th Is;amk eaxtpeat
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position in the fourth experimental ooditio
and pooling results of the two partisan expe:

The second experhieméamntealt fmennd igeiomuipr ppg part
mobilization experiment with gl obdglskekgmoer ac
15 1p9)6. This group of respondents is filrst p
democracy con@8epBan3d stelree 'Seicmmmeodhi at el y exposed
(see S$Helt)Rpbpght after t hendtemndatvnenta,blteh ey utewsd
gl obaolcrdaecny igarudd eparty pref 83 eth@lelso w siere rSaemrcd o n

Only after thattitahe elxatl tasmrait ®3 J0 Baape) tak Ispd a(ys

Thi s iwretotheants t he expl anatory vnmayr i @add rei thilvoe
mobi | itzraetatoome nt § .s2)ed oS encotti oinmp ac t the depenct
experi ment al group.

The third expeirs hmeetenegnrtofcacprn dtike omdr my cogni
mobiliztamemin whieah takes voting (sRieqliie®ons a
pl196 Hehe, i ntroductory bl ock t8m3igd8 dibmmme dieartoe
flbowed by the expl anat.oer.y nvya rcioagonl iet ibgasteteeor biiel:
Sectbi.ZnAfter that, respondents are presentec
gl obal demec r8Sedy dighren t hey gsneeet tteh eb sp8aerdt Pyegdvit i o
before they are asked abowt 3t Hgir party pref

The foertmerkpbecardtihe omecond half of t hi
cognitive mobilization experiment, which tak

Fi glbpelp9Partyempoced d®&nd nyblodaulktoem gl obal dem

8 n addition, this experimental condition allows for exploring the combined effect of cognitive
and partisan mobilization on global democracy atétahd actions. This is not part of the prdsen
study, however.

Page@@# 4 0



Wh

O on earhtahl wdlaeniihase dgal woly DPhitlh ebsyi sFar sa

Se

Se

qu

My

Et
st
do
i n
on
pr
i n
el
bo
co
Fi

t h

ct3i. Bar3emme di ately foll owed by the question
ct6i. 8n R)i ght after, I expose respoattemens i n
eeo®el)This is followed by the cognitive n
pl anatory variabBl &@. Fatntadrliyes | ( as&k S$ectpionne
gi obmd c rdeectyi t udes domd(tved | 3en@tnikdErs

The | ast subgygt swmaivehe pnamti pudfatmon checks
eat ment gr o@.p3Ft A(es edel 0Fekd tuidaomg knowdieadme ar
estions 3( 8Seadntdhgec tiitoenrms on sensitiyed3 demdpr :
survey then concludes wittlhnaaadadbni efeqalks
ntsetno use respondentsdé dat a.

6.36)Research ethics conformity

The debriefi ngf pmyges warntv dsfebs gm@ki2pdend n d

I gL0,2293 is in |Iline with Il(e@ealt abntdnevbkeresatyi
hCensi ttee 200L6 ajefddedsapéocndent s about the use
udyavantthgm the opportunity to withdraw the
(sSchar pe, Adai¥T99andS&RKRmeeThe nd Orlidlef569ont ai
formation that were already 3i.mcl8mdepganrntni au
ymidentity as the principal researcher, a
ocedures for potential cases of compl aints

formati on, espmyiatlugyt aed ftu htf loet mad é o ooff a @ e
ements i n my survey. I n order to draw res
|l ded the sections on deception and made i
nfirm tvleatr etalde yt hteaspea rotfs daebcoeuptt itvhee eul e ment s
glL0,e2p9)4 Respendenbhsshhthe survey by checki

i'sS surveyo anphgmoviaig ero whhehnehtey are r et
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their remuneration fOOnlpprthei paspogseéesn ofy s
who icromft heir consent to tahhee nucseef corft H haen al ydza
6.4)Anal yses sl tod r

For my experimental anal yses, I rely on
di fferences in means and propgdarrt, i dnsusfeort hwee i

Wal d (Cadtt tteo 2c0lxpll e  gphdatcastical |y signif

bet ween the <control and treatment groups i |
mobilization onr @ff ebeanc edsemolcmaoyder to anal
di fferences i n yphree fperroepnocretsi oanss a fr epsawrltt of m
mobilization treat m@ittass( it actcsal Tno.éde.&)e  Peaad p

mysur vey dtelse ggoerambeirdh cor r ect i(oln9 80ifgl Raoon vaenrdt eSdc

Fstaadgsrbeli owi ng chapter discusses the results

®Due to spce constraints imposed by YouGov, my UK survey included a shorter debriefing
page, focusing on the use of deception with the following textHiggee 115 p. 296):

This section of the survey was paftan academic study and included hypothetical scenarios.
The aforementioned positions Bfitish parties regarding global democracy were fictional.
Moreover, we will not ask yowtdgn any online petition, post anything on your Facebook
account, or askor donations to any advocacy groups. We apologise for any inconvenience
caused. Please teassured that your responses remain entirely anonymous. Thank you very
much for your contbution to this research project!

Pagd@# 40



Who on earbtahl wdaeniihase dgal woly DPhitlh ebsyi sFar sa

NYResul ts: Global democracy attitudes a
Thichaptiesrcusses rtehseulptrsiunccé epymg r i Imemmit sd t ha
pasamobati i fiecnliwecer traemsamowpt er groups of
| oegtabl i s.Hend opg dretri ecsount rmuelptainetlyelct moaé Blygi

voting tenédet ooofnfeecdte @glnibtyi ve mdbebi tai n@nngi

gl obal dermoncrlddne twheddiisnadf patrtailtle!l i sm, I o]
stabi pbreyemédnces inglcasals dvdmwnc rwaecaiip at ty t ud
prefelreades$ o datstsiothniachicreal Last !l vy, in |ine wit

seddl ugpwthheéehsesinl evéesgrserveyed country tha:

their preferred party shamescr ddye, rewemnr shalad d |

to this effect in the face of (supposed) evi
This ce¢kBapuet uoved: alki fotl,] | present the re
mobilizati®s@ear veyddecountorbiaels doenmopceroapclye Gast tgilt

analyze the effects that the cogotiitnigvenmobnbk
athet national | evel. Third, | del ve-diehtusi tome
among citilz,enGeroniatnByreaadiip ame US.
71)Parti san mobilizati on

This subsection discussesn mmyo beinpiizrditlti@ol n , |
hypot hesi s fr oimunCderptpar tFiiovwel @arhacdi r cunist ance
individual gl obal democracy attitypded eareda
political parties5.0d. IMhe ssbdbsec(sea Peocrtkeed:
by I ooking at the aggregqat ¢ ol evwhalt exteadh paoc
|l eads to shifts in global democracy attitude
on itocwssi ng etlfeevcetls, acto ntshied eprairntgy i f gl obal d

voter grwruypwey nconyntsries are affected either |
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Finally, I del ve deeper i nt oaptheer cRiuwe,l Incea
potenti al partisan mobilizatiparteibfeaenmgd ® b aln

democyswEgyor topnpgo sainndg parti es.

')

At the-leomht swurvey experiments do not
mobilizatilmepaertisans moBiakthnaesataorstati sticall
aggrefgédeet (p<@etmd)cramcygladhalt ukiegl 3p@3plyd i n J ¢
t hr dughi4,23pl)6T he di fferences i n global democr e
and treatment conditions in Brazil, Ger many,
Il n order to understaatdi potenfte @atl s plaettt sra,n Mmoo
|l ook at aggregate changestiat gpobahtidalmodr &
particul arisywetcerf igradéuys whet her those differ:
positiompecftitvieke paedy and i1 f they point in ¢ttt
partisan cues).

Let men bweigg RaBtagah. mobilization effects I
for most parties due to theehtrgesmambesulbbdgr
of each voter group. l ndeed, my hehkwogeneo
statisticarldsyulsliadp@(bsfep®@mtl i n@en@wirtthies,a nwhciuc h
claimed that the Brazilian Socidelmokeamagyr a @\l
voters iant hgraugpadame indeed more |ikely to
voters in the control groypsi ganipiobadwd vedif ect
incontrastitsanmynopad i zati on hypothesis, voter
become |l ess |ikely to support global democr a
to a partisanredepaftyhendocpysk iTghi gl weeakullge mos
statistically sailgoreiiftivebaanste si(m@<dnd . als)aWe | cdo sn ate

observe any ot hearntstpatritdtsiamalnMd®@rigziigimit failodhy e m
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among the thtkat vatePBDBgapsehamoters of the
(PSL), the Workerso Paghlye3pdpdr), and NOVO (se

Moving onny,0 wWer mgai nscabhsxartwe of evidenct
mobilization eflfetetshatca@fbdct 602 Admp di ffer

bet ween da@mte amdadomt rwdt g odifpmg if @d p iearoeh rfiagrh t

from statistically significant. This is esp:¢
groups | argely have gl obal de mocr accsyi taitotni taufc
their predelasl8éde Ipos tas | kirs bed owf {rséle Sect i

Let upr macece dJ apan. Rehmesrmbkee ro ntlhyatcount ry i

observe an aggregate (negati $apgcbapganiahygle
that this effect iIis driven by ahiec 6BPPBhyped o
gl obal democr acyv atnagar ¢ & eati tmptawwcde D ni n ttshi s r e s
in favor of @¢®akHlle 3pHISMonchrialcey st hper elsDePnt ed as
gl obal demecgud p6)9 Whil e the change in gl obal
result of partisan mobi(lpi<latiibgg otBePrsTaaltkieset i c
27 367, no other voterst@iaceap | yncshlagimehgeéabwb
democracy attitudes as a resul Howevexrxpobureh
be noted that the effedDemoocnavoteParofy (IEOPE
Democratic P8DPYy)oadrdapanthe expected direct
cues that showed gl albaodppdemddroanc yr esypreEdri tv et
marginally st atnattstdamvydrny{ pantalghlildedcppcdi Yely

I n my UK surdegenwanghenohe effects of p

cognitive ®Webichynzamndloynze t he combined effect

8 This is due to restrictions on my exjpeental setup imposed by YouGov.
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the cognitive mobiindizwitd waal battttietr yd dosa dt owmar d
l ook imdyi vaitdual v Oltachdl 7eg3p7/p8u pwve ( 8bserve that gl
attitudes in three subgrnoyups evaernee nstisgn iFfiircsan,
in the treatment group werce alcegss alnidk e lhy st d i o

statistiaatl|l ypsogh) fi S8econd, voters of the

mor e l i kel y t de nsoucpipaocryt e g lotbat hat (S stati s
conventional |l evelwsvwot(@<d.®S5 )t hdAn@r ¢edms dwer e
support global democracy, a finding that is

wee no such significant differences between

ot hdrervgroups, it is noteaonceéehyabbhae tmeacelf
with my partisan cues. Thatl iDse movcortaetrss, oafn dt h
became | ess or more |likely to myavmar tgyy owiadn

presented theirncper eafser rHeedn cpear ttiheiss6 bsrteaa k d o wn
further evidence fobi ltihzatithhtelwe é tzleada pairn i tshaen ¢
not among abhdvwtetengr cexfpee i ment al setup.
Movingo blbS we eobseweakly statistically si
mobilization effect among voters of Tahbel eRepu
28 3p6)7. This aligns wi tkhn oowlre degxep eocft agtlioobnasl adnedn
in the US more broadly. That I s, upp omat] ogli d bye
democr arc g 6( @)8, andi8pienr dddretg u bsldioc sontolbe contr
condi( sE@d ¥ FPp7)AAssomi t hat pastynat hegiU&nare s
el sewhere, It thus makes sense t hat vRdpusl iod
parties el sewhere to be swayed by a partisa

democr acty,, timi § aseemappenkbd wh my survey exp
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Let us now proceed to examining F#hvwe.caus
Given the slightly different survey designs,

Japan, aindstt,heaibotithkea bIKvi bgt tme beBasnedvit h

on my theoretical framewor kamowearmay aatpdat
democswmgyorting parties, support fpar gi saal
mobilizati oncompatedntogtbepcontrol group. N

gl obal democracy opponce&mats®e , i r@sttiiee ynowshgrl a kpel
to be swayed by parpga rstaonfs aguiseosh.a -8 pdpeonmsodcir gaacpya n g
opporsitta ogl obal democparctyiosheary i zatreaseabdbngr:
i n weak gl obuaplordemcaoroahdoy lasrleel vy t o be swayec
Howeveirt her of these expectations i sziblosrne
Ger many, Jap.anAmoawmngd stuhpep oUS er-anaodr gil md ap a rdteima
are noltatgsitfeaeancedi in the partisan mobi
groumpesi ther the expected intyease fhegéopatt
in weak gl obal des@ebdd c3y6)8opfomi Lt apbhy, among
gl obal doepnpoocsriancgy parti es, we do notr @pEsanve
mo b i | iiznaetiitohne r the expected increase in opp
expectesde diencrweak gl obal Taédne c36p8dyweaswermp,0or 1t o t(
that mexpemrvenents in Brazil, Germany, Japan,
examining thenéhadptcdedis pkhoae®dlry,zeddlue t o the | ac
partisanship strength.

My UK survey amoboesspasdbicdmraludywhi ch t he
model outlined in the fifth cheskedbldleBEPBps to
t hr oftmgpB e P7)2 I n Chapter Five, I hypothesi zed

especiallguaftempahndbsran i dentities but weak
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I expected such individuals to adjubkeirthei:
preferred partyods stance in cases wheae such
out, wexplkoctl to observe the following in the
group: First, there should e efr swearn dwereokr eg

democracy opponents among st-opm@sistuipdpgpa ties s
baed on the assumption that weak gl ob-al dem
gl obal democracy cues fr &nmconhde,i rwestwamwnlgd ye Xr
fewer weak gl obal democracy wqppomdretstss camgb nrgo
partofsagkobal-s udpeproorctriahdgy airs i eadased on the as
gl obal democracy opponepgrkosb avlo udtl d mder ascwa yeuwe
strongly pref eHorwedv epro,| intea ttahloenrpeaebxt gggocntfie e mp i
data. While there is indeed a statistically
gl obal demotcracy @anomnhigs anss wpg pagdtoibrad pamboice &
from 15% to 43®Wepmst kvies mohranmgbey a sbppor femosm
(decreasing from 38% ptpoo ngeba)tgsr ab dler dé mMaor aveya
from 9% stefea 6@ B.772 n ot her wor dsi,Ztti lnen p aretait aree
sesemas ol itdhief y(ot her wi se weak) vi ews of stron
demochatcyt hey doharmgdge gtemerwdllegenace of peopl ed:

Overvad |l may t hus mgonrcxlpedd memd tal e piontveensttiiag a

effects of partisan mobi | i zsahtoiwesn tochmat g laaroanlg
i mpowvtoamripsgn mua di vreirieess peeti adfl ycdamptari, t he
partisan cues can indeed beaeef ffeacrt ifvreo m Huonwew

that we cannot speak of strong partirsamy.mobi
Moreover,caheexpeotations outlined in Chapte

with redhpecetf ftea tuse sgflb opbard t ideanmocr acy attitude
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our expectations, the empbal cdemdat aznddoes p m
opponents, who taoebstswaygeg¢gabyitskmeisr, preferr
democamdhy switch their view on global democr
72) Cogni tive mobilizati on

This subsection presepgtgsoemyi rciocganomnn eul
hypot hesi s5(3e2). ecttiheniexpgect ptaamstubhmece s o0
attitudi niadt rdarsg ognlamlreel democr acpr ed papeorrttaeirns
political par ttys tsot aanncoet hoenr gdluoeb atlo diemocr acy.
foll bewginl by di scussi refgf eotgsnidte vieh enbppari teyaal i
I then move to heterogenous ‘treatment effe
mechanieosms zetd in Chapter Five, I . e. focusi
democracy supportosrcsoamd roppomeamdt $ naerach col

Let us begin witdgaihndevreaa,ss® ofot Bodzsielr ve
mobilizatimmnstefpgaekitzh 448§ & e a 3 8 3p7)4. However,
cognitive dwodhe d ® hagbbrgti sticall yl scdregeraisfn can:
support foma NOW®IY significant (p<0.1) dec
Mo v ennieMDB) , and a weakly significant Il ncrea
Populist Soci atTeash8 §eBa7ia ty i( # P15 tl eavwnagrgt chryi ttiheast
NOVO and MDBéavoomtrsol ngroup endoalBlee gpH@ybal d
while my vignetartipoasesantoegpboe @ Hpodeleobal
reductions in vote s hatroens ndawe bteo icnagemriptrieviee

puni shment f osru ptplossead yrptoibead 6 diemoot aey. wor

81 PPS was presented as opposed to global democracy in my vignette. There wegeviotels
in my control group.
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substantial inalmbe®@\WO odn gvelMeB tviontgertso vote for
due toupmentr forayglhebalbsee maqdi toinvefmobili zat

Brazallsa sworthasnbtiagntrasts with ztahtei areleftfiea

in thrigseeuBedhi adi c actoegsnetthnaotbi | | z atbieo moe fef e c
peval ent in countries in wholtdhempwaed.i san mobi

Il n Ger many, my experiments yield perhaps
My cognititveommabmksetrtatanssecal |y significant

Greens (p<0.05) ,aingnitkhic deegdd® .glg <Oh dY@c iodl t h
Democratic, Paethydd SPQ)ni fi camaippmird@ Eeascgurteh e
1461B.1)9 dradd E®B.75 Once babese eseeualinadrliggruei ng i n
of my vignette and glodbdalheddamddrea ey tgpnneedfit eerr e |
presented the Greens and t he wheefrtehaess SBDpwa s
sai d to opporsae¢ goEleoghticBleZpd).8move v ear, i tmags of t he:
partiesd voter suipmp dtl toeb ad o rdtermioal d3 GerSprudd esnecee
the observed cognitive mobi lvioztaetriso rpoafe t d telse r
decided to vote for the Greens or the Left b
the SPD was puni stheerds bd/ue ttso piottse ndp pd s ivtoi on
While it would be aqnirtiigweanmomioliisndl yeetl y
voter mi gr ati on-l ebaertiwvrege np @ rhteisees , |1 etfte avail al

experi menty wdwofesr thwon atadll dve cfawessesarcche mtnsa l iyrs e

contr ol and teeabmgntasgedupscar about their
bef or e tarmnea.tamMdoetre tshelnesBsr,aza | , the observatioc
mobiatibn effects in Germany i s noteworthy to
parstan mobi | iimattihoind =& eBtérdinice agai n, this
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cognmbbvei zatpipcermarmanor e, where partisan mobi
ispeciifmcadingt ei Eb-padt musystemsilli kaen dt hGees enam!
I n Jthpae, are mo®gdiidaderenimwlbe | i zati on effec

of no party changes after the cognitive mobi
VignetFtiegu(#,®e3e2,0 dm@a 4 2 3p7)6. Once again, the comn
anal ysis above I S not eworthy, whi ch ishowed
secifically, among voters of &.hEhiLgtmneortahlerDem
il lustration offbdtheeemipairveent and apgaotiisnan mo
d fferent countries

Let us now move to the UK. While my anal.
mobialtibn effects among $ioeme tvhoet edotngsecor vpast 6 rveel
Democgr aatnsd t ke e &r edd ihen only group for whic
proportiond ysidgriffeircadbieli gyt icomgnt t @ ¥temenn t
(sEeglud4@é3p2,1 dathd% 3y which i s ebhab ttemddgmpacsye
vote mhraegae&sds f or m oinae weoa ktl hyr eset apg @ redreemats lel vy
( p<OHelnc e, onognimibrideg zrmad i on seems nt ccouentlr ee
where parti san cnoonbsiilsitzeantipl ayn toi bssuemewsdyt b-n @ s
est abrmajpdae s ueb as the UK withothe Conservat.

I n the US, we oObservent hé es ke afhd el nboameync
anal ysi s abo/n.ed)(ds eree v®eadt ipoamr teifsfaenc t mo baimoinzga tR«
voters, no cognitive mobi Qi4aB6pk and eeddfile t.s ar
37)6. That i $jzensealtdS motivated to consider
including the two major partiesd6 positions o
significantly change Tcasmplairteide iteosnptrhees ¢ sht@ant utst

coghopearti san mobtidnd attad obne eprfeawalsarmtati n hceceo u
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a

a

t

re conckehurdpaardtiyt nvhp st etme hmatkce ssient |l y obser
mong Vvoter -egsrtoaubp si sohfe dl omdgDdPrJ iappaarnt, is e sh esauCdon eas ¢
n the UKubdnadatnBe i Rep he U

Af t elry ainmmg ftelte s at the aggregate | evel, I

reat ment effect analysis in order to study

Ta his end, I focus on the subgr ouoppsp oonfe nsttsr.o

Based on my themwreetnesyplect r amewdrod,] owi ng ¢ h:

c

d

a

(7))

—+

ognitive mobilization control andgtgkabmknt
emocracy supporters, theppodienigengha dele codf Imagll lod
n the treatment group compared to the cont.
|l obal democracy opponent s;sutplpeorvatng gmarte ec
mal |l er in the treatomett oilgricoanpd cHompeavreerd tnee i
xXpectations are consistently borne out in
nd t TebdlESB.7)pr e stehnet sr esul t sp fodr sttheo nsgu bgg roocbua |
upporters in Brazil, Germany, Japan, and tl
ocounWhi é®. my theoreticmaady mpudgedestin Chaptthe
| obal doepnpoocsriancgy pdetreasshatitdr cognitive n
ubgroup of strong gl obal democraddy sum@mma rftie
i fferences confithmi mngpltyhissatistfaatl y signi
ncriemtsesg If ob a | doepnpoocsriancgy par Tabds@Ge@.MNEGewmany .

he results for themsubgrcygubhgpadpibme nvlsinlge gwe bme

decrease iof tghe bwdtsa poaneady parties, ther
ignificamnhedi héerencebe pooled sample nor i
Once agaismowulwy mowever, Brhazti Imy @Genranhaynsye,s
hedWd8s not requihtee tchaeptruet i c al model i n Chapt
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partisanshsge sSa@M@gedh specifically, my theor
Fi peedicts that t he v ot-seupsphoarrteisn go fpagltoleasl w
among people who stronghy bbppeseaegkolpalf e me
democswagpy®r pantGomsver sel vy, my theoryglpoeal ct
democomgrgysing parties would decrease among
democamdkcyhave weak preferoppesi hdadri maled mayls UKe
surveyldiidee ian question on strangelk ekxppartaits
the extenhthtehteoo rwhziecdhome d h amreids msn Chapter Five
peopl ebs voting intentions.

Based on my theoretical omodgl jnl tWweuldea
compared to tihre tckféentothkgl igirdawp dual s who stroc
democgr ancey shoul d s eweotdfes glromlpaolfstudpepmoorcdriancgy p at
increase and the propobaiodempowaalg partisan
Thi s i st hbeasaesds wmpti on that some -wpp&spagtpa@amn
would come to strongly support gl obal democr
decide to ctlparedertemeier, peaardtoy si ng a opcarratcyy .t he
These expectati ons (a@iab5cfe Bp7,9 rdmddl lelB3pd)0t lFe rdadt a
the propoteiregl obal-s udpepnoorctriancgy parti es among
gl obal democracy inctreraseentfrolm @®&n dietricemtt
treat meimt dgfdepence t hiacdants (sp<al.i®%)i .c a3 dcyo rsd
this difference does seem to be driven by a
gl obal doepnpobcnrga cpyar t i es among strong gl obal d
percent i n thetcomiwyol27c @redicteinahal muttahte sttri ea

significant decrease (p<0.05).
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A second expectation deri vi higitnf rtohne myr ereotdr
condition compar ediweo sthhoeu | cdoonsterfeoblagnlba oenedm ot ci roanc
opposing parties and f ewer -swepapkorpg a rmtgi spaanrst i @
strong gl obal déE€mosr asyhkramppdmuenpttd on t hat we
gl obal dseunpopcorratciyng parti es, wbb OQkobamk démoi
through deeper consideration, would then dec
party that also oppesesegpebahtdemecrmaey al s«
(sEBabbl2e 3p8,Ondabdl3e3p8l First, among strong gl obe
votimtgenti ons foopgbebalg damobceacyndeed incr
contamdi tci on to 96 perckatstatitstei ctarlelayt meingr
(p<0.05). Second, as expected,setshiinn iwearke pae
of gl ob al-s udpepnoorctriancgy parti es among tsst,r omhgi cghl
amount to nine percent in the control condit
ifa highly significant difference (p<0.01).

I n ggdnerwe may thus conclude that the cour

affectedaretiitdhhen mgbipli zati on or by cognitive

same ti me. This findinfgorimalodtitdhierser iwéndoh a shle
alternf®dDalven ROOEDVer, it I s i n l i ne with
mobilizat momewpuldalbent in countrieasd awiltls hlea
voter bases, whereas cognitiwmel mbpalttygyasiyehnce
greater voter fluctuation. Specificamdrye i n
significant cognitive mobilization effects,
il lustrations of dormifrants.partisan mobilizat

Het erogeneous treatment effect analyses i

provide evhdemwmgni orve mobilization mechani
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Howe,wvetrhe results whiomhy UK bBbetrvep asnadegdesor
confihmpohbhesi zeflr mmc@hapstWesakFipvaerti sans who
vi ews band gleanocracy are willing to vote for
di screpancy between their own gfl oblaeéi rdewmd a
preferred nati onal Tphaer tcyavoenatg lhoelrael, doef moccoruar csye
to demonstrate this effect for one ciloautntr y.
|l east i n some countri ddeapdrambngks ome abotuer

combi nadd meigtbh ict i ®d@d s iptairadniesgmawn ahfsectr espkicod

shates .ot her words, my results indicate that
pol iitsiscuael att itchidnedseaimes i do wamtdr iwhhen nati onal peé
on. it

73)Atti tudinal ©parallelism

Myt hescfi sattiattddcilnalm pn Chaptieurndkirveceprt ad
circumstances of weak gl obal d e nca ctri azceyn s a twthi
exepr i ence an attitudinal di ssonance between
stancet heei r apntegf ernretdhipp matter would not no
without adjusting either their egnodebh@amng dtemios r
subgroup of respondent s, I t husnetxlperct elr d w
pasam cues nor cognitive mobilization.

Let me begin by considering the countries
Japan, antdhe e dJSunttmies, my attitudinal par
among wealkmgtodbay @Znugpgpoppenents who experi e
di ssonance, . e. by preferring a political
d e moccyr,a we woul d not expect to see any shift

assumpttihat i mbaweanceéesvsobweakly held attitude
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evidence conf i rNmsi tthheirs ienx ptehcea agd wlhed apampl e
and the US, nor in each of these @oacestinined hie
proponsgs of preferencesupfportghgba®lar tdeescroacy
opposing parties in the amomgraoki gviso b atlr edaetnmo
opponents and supplarbhl 4r398 1r £ ls hahbl@gd 3p6. v ( see

When considering potential differences 1in
Based on my attitudbsnpaiwepawmeadtd eth® saned yiog rhiefs
i n prhoeportions of weak gl obal democracy supf¥
angliobal demoglraltyl ad@mpaocroacy parties respec
empirical er as el tnst. sdiilgffefriefriecnacres b elteveteme &thme nc
condition i n terms of we ak gl obal gtletmatr ac
democracy parties. Conversely, there are no
t r eeanttm c ondrintisi oonf iwe atke gl obalambemgo praady s@amEo
gl obal demqcrEabd/de Bpd, 6t tigdTsod vl 3e 3p9) 1.

MyUK sewr vabbowse examine fclse moh edmwd wisfeéil gy Inla
we would expect that weak supporters of gl ob
party opposed to global democracy atomiitdiydes
preferences. Thi serivdend mgl ewaa kvh@md r twies aonbss o f
opposing parties, there is no statistically
democracy supportersthbeatwmemtecdl@ad EpYYE © | arn
Similarly, among we ak pauppesansngf parltoibad,
statistically significant di f f eraecrnyc eo pipm nteme
betewe t he contr ol a nTda bl BeePpY2ane dtn dri oep swi (t she emy
parallelism hypothesi s, tehsesree nfaiinndiunngasf fiencdtiec

di ssonandcaeavobevtea&kemtti tudes.
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Finally, | et us consider potential attitu
in the UK. My attitudinal parall elism hypot
g obal democracpasuippandieenvdscogaywas&dIing parties
be affected by the attitudinal di ssonance t1l
| ooki ng atTatbidlée 3% a Mps etelveraart alt ludl inaam pPhesi
t hat among weak gl obal tdiesmeoncsr aocfy goebkpoppoanbernttesm g c
parties should not change their party prefe

experience. IO%ncienagardenswhlatthsi Benlted @ 3{93e eWe can

conclude that the attitudinal parallelism pbh
attitudimaim paoalgl evecarka cgyl osbuapl p odgoepneon 8 n & 8 , as
(weak) partisans in al/l countries.

74)Parti san expedebhusonsa and self

Anotuhneirver sally observed interrelationshi
party prederpaopbeitsentdprefenpadhtaphéheir vi
i ssue of glioab glh edneomoecnrpaacryt h @ & n | .e xTpheikst apt hi eonnosme
appears even in cases where suolve awhseulpnpionsg
expectations ofegarcdien gl tadensogcdwddxdye st & hhae of
bor derwhnagt agid r t i sdeed useldfaheed ,par t i sasef eepect at E
strong that masyemempencdresg ed part ys@usc hsupp:t
cl ear si rmsft ainsdal Wwxeilvdont e rnse nttear dt wteca r i gmef err ed
gl obal dset naondcreshc yt heir own position on gl obal
been preqdqwsppedew)tbvidence to the contrary.

Let wus begienoWwazZBhl tahgeaicna.s Amonwi ngbe Svoti at
Li ber al Party (PSL)1poefr cRRrméa s isdueprmpto r B o Igsi%orbaarl o ,d

percent opa®d3f IP7PAMNcree lppkee c®8nt who support
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beli evhe tPBdt supports it too, -wppoei aghoRFL Lt he
a majority of 53 percent believes t hlatblteheir
79 395 These differences are highly stati st
peopl ebs own positionsnmasaddearcdi ngheglro beaxlp eccd m:
t heir paretfpyeassi ¢ d op &n vehi $SLésustrongly nati
President Bolsonar o, It seems somewhat unr e:;
democracy. Thupgecttatiisonpsarftiimdainng xcan fbe sai
dediudmi s effect becomes even cl earer when co
themselves, even after Dbeing presented with
of gl olealac gTeafbd Bge3 995Re me mber t hat my vignette

opposed to gl obiadadep®mdhn aey ohd ge 20 percent o

who opposmeo gyl otbhhad msdeel ves i ncorrectly remembert
i n my manipul ation check, this proportion si
PSL evyst are themsel ves i nl nf aovtohrerofwogldesh alP Sd
sgniafnitd y more | ikely to misremember their pr

democracy if they supporitil glusth alat daogno ¢ohfac yp h
partisleah uselom.

The phenomena of par-d edsiamreexrpieedeénati amengn
the Brazilian Social Democratic Party (PSDB)
as a -rciegnhtterparty onalt hsep eBatarzunm,i aln plodadad cit o
supportive si dtet od &8angllpeeeadcent viognets voter b
democr aTcayb3 fes3p®3. Among those PSDB voters who
themsel ves, onl yt 1IPRSpkocscentglexipaictde matr acy,
PSDB voters who oppose gl obal democrTaachyl et he m

81 396. This parsisstmamsehpghnt gyt isarmti stically
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expected, signifi edaentusliewe lassr eo fo bpsaerrtviesda m nsoenl ¢
(sE&b8 2 3p9)6: Whi [7e peemticyofl PSDB voters who suprg
themsel ves erroneously pl ace PSDB on the ¢
mai pul ation check, this figure increases to
gl obal deamestrdgwsifcaant di fference (p<0.05).
Finally, similar patterns are obsé&0Oved a
per odntt lpgmarsu gl obal Tabdyo PTNA c Wh(ebheNSOVV Ot er s
who support gl obal democracy are asked wher
supports gl obal democracy, whil e among NOVI
themselves only 50 percent befeee3¢3p3Z NOVO
The difference i hwbebretipsbeswbeghtheseatist
Thphenonefnomarti sansexpeopwpikasiapmmdng NOVO vot
responses to my wiagrkda tcthe srta ommgd tyr udcetdivuosna b e . p
Among NGbvWwGepawhio oppose gl obal democracy th
remembered their partyo,s whiplhosedrpoirt i @m
percent among those NOVO voters whbobhlS8adpport
p397a statistically significant difference (
Theesulrtegarding parti shel uesxipopenctarne onet a
significanitparnt lew edwe ctpc et hfei gluorwe ss ubbescaanu s e of
of Brazilian parties included in Imyiisadidy.
partisan expeeltasi om afmfde sted fal most across t
notable excaptieoms ®oteéhssop the formerly gc¢
the Green Party (PV) arssthgeptpanalybyg poabst
gl obal democracy, and placing their party on

oposition table after exposure to my party
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themsel ves onl tdemoacy a@E»aE9;§ d BIGa3p9;8 dad | e

87 3mM)9. This deviation from the palttsiroas ols e:
for other parties may be due to greater part
the party vignetteypddihsh esneeatsie afr ®@dsonabpar
strongly polarizing effect that this party
party attachments of t h(oGuea du ot eXdsd Jwd ocRasddi B ¢ i
2016 )Anot her reason, perhaps especiigllopabppl
democracyiappearstsi bobo tpngtamss hblFeor not t hey

oppose gl obal d e doocsr aScayn t tolse adsCeGli8v) ewh en asked

gl o damocracy 2ppericeamtnsef 6Brazil i ans believe
democirtehcey t op value among all Br azTialbvl@nppart.
394

Theargi san ex pedcetlautsiioonns appheedresredd@enrtmany as
Let us begin wit-lheftth 82@@is®ladi ct RPaait gmt( SpgPedr) c e |
of SPD voters suppoTab3dgl dHh4 | adamo/dr apceyr clend e
believe that the SPD eTaddr8s &¥)9.9 ! Anbcan g dtehrooscer
votersppbbobal democracy, only 16 percent be
democracy, whereas among thoscer &®PY I bHtpersc avini
that their par tTya b8 feadp00s Whi Ise vii ewl i( seewi t h t
expectations that we expect, these differenc
l evel s. However, SPD wotewsl di 8d edpunmt & gna smyg
experi madabh% (e (43000Be me mbery tphaatt ymvi gnette pres
opposed to globPabdaBexpth8&r Ampnfisebose SPD vot

gl obal democracy mbmmsielli@e® sc 8rOr ecetricye,ntwhi | e
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correct recall decreases to 68 gderbcadntd eamoax ¢
whiacdnsti tutes a statistically significant d

The caserioght h&l fternative for Ger many (Af
the power of ©partisan expectations ipn iGer ma
Germanymfajwh ity (55%) opposes t hTeab8Peopal d e
374 Accordingly, there is overwhel ming agre
democr alcaw8l § VW)X ethi lwe only five percent of th
gl obal democracy believe thatstpbeopoproy isno
to 36 pengoestelt A voters who Tisa pcploerar gclaosbhealo fd
expectwdtiicdoins s highly st at(isskeibdtel4do)y, sh grnd driicre
on pagedidslaunsi on, given the i mprobldbowévern, oWwe .
observe ndedusiech ekt écts TambZegpO)Af D supporte

Finally, samonfngt weedfeatiec DRaamoty ( FDP) , a |
phenomenon of partisan expectat rtohnisr@sanfbe o
FDP s uppdoorrtseer sgleonb al T a8 8r)4 c yHo(wseevee r , 7a maj O
percent in Germany believes tha(tsEad@88 FPP i s
399 and indeed my part yt hvei ggnl eotbtaed pdreensoecrnrtaecdy t
(skiegad &p6)8. Among FDPRrwetndr 0f Ghose who supp
themsel ves believe that, twheilrée hpaasretny§g DPs vsout peprc
oppose gl obal democracy themselves 72 percer
wel | TdOS=4p0)2. This difflyesicgni Bi camti 6px@al)
perfect example of partisan expectations wit
del uesfifommosg FDPsvateéessi@amély insighp€9dchnt ¢

the pattwounl dse alpehdlse. 40052e e
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Al t hough the omhexpeatatdiedifusspamd iisn@alder mar
statistically signifiioac®@mjiapgphbh geeaenalk aphet
Green voters in Germany consi stgemtblay deenoct la
i ndependcant oonMn tplosi ti omabde ®HAR)E naand eal s(os epe
exceptionalvliygnweealtle irne caognksi tnrgu ctthieonm ttoa srke me mb e
position orr@alcibfdtecdEm). As itrhi Br eexicle,pti on m.
because t he ailotpepronsaittiivoen ptoos wgbl uobbda | s edeenm ascorb & @ryp
for the Grewehen adeokleédabout partiesd positio
Ger mans beli eved tghlaotb atl h edidGroscataspyswuplpwe t a mo 1
l eading Ger nMabsl P B3p9t% es (see

Il n Japan, the partisan expectatiaerys iphen
omni pitesaess wel | . First of al |, we should no
maj orities in every singlfegVyotbhal gkanelle earcdo
p37)5moAng voters of the | eading dPaveryni(indPpar
percent of those who suppaoaretvegltohbaal tdheemolcD Pa «
too, while among those LDP voters whe opbpose
the LDP endab%8e gp0idt Thiee i s a highly statist
(p<0.01). Similarly, among voters hof stulpg oCdn
gl odbeamocracy 86 percent eéslgleowkkralt hdad ma chrea cGpD |
only 40 percent of CDP voters who oppose gl
the propalO®DNeIp)Bacedi ffer edoge stthaati sits chaildhy si g

This pattern of ptarde sfamr €w@gteerasadgla to afr anrotl idess

82 Another reason thathe party vijndte may be easier teemember for Green voters in
Germanyis thattheir party is only one of two who are presenées supportive of global democracy.
However, consistent results acrassintries for progressive partigsint tothe conjectured reason
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Among votedefof JapbantPaet CoMmhCPkR) st 80 percent
party suppmadrsaaog) oibfalt ey t hemselves endor se
of thopposwbdogbobal democracy themselTvaebs ebel i
10,0 405, whi thteosstatistically significant d i
voters -nifghthelJdman | nnovation Party (Il shin),
democr awe tbhed tideo essh( Is@r deoroi Nng <drel paromn@g@easel
pecent of l shin voters who oppose gl obal d e
proposal adaabivel PO oeee again constituting
si gmitf idciaf f erence (p<0.01)r.e Aiss iaan Baxazdapdt iaonmd
partisan expectations: Among voters of t he
agreemtetniteitrhaparty supports gl obal gdemecsacy
themsel ves t hi nk a bToaubflOed #p0)Baard d diermolcir mec ywi(tshe el
(sEegd4ep6)9The reason for this strong agr eeme
democracy positions may be similar to the Gr
positie@animomppgo® gl obal d e madcrhaacrya)c twa y | f dp ir v eeenn
thait positions itself as a pr(oBgrraessosri v2i0slt9 )f c
Perhaps the oft arttkesef fexatmp | ®@f pdealtu ssiamn eixs
of édr by ctahsee .USFi rst of all, we should rememb
maj ority position in the US, but that Democr
withbl aar maj ori ti)ofi nDdmovmrratasnd(l7a c a2k o bt y
opposelhbfl3e8e)6. This dividé tatl genhsrglepspsl
gl obreolcrdaecy positions of these ttww @farAmeersi:c @
believes that the Democrats support global d
opposeTalllgpdmdd However, ther evidti mesiegmwbi ma

voter camps on the iIissue of gl obal democracy
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Among Cpmerseemt of Republican voteTablwdho o
43 3p7)6, 73 percedamteibelpiaegveg trregtect s the propo
Republicans who sup8opGt mdrodearndt deenoiceavae yt H at
gl obal democr dahl @isHPWNE | la (dadd erence that P
significant (p<0.01). These strong partisan
of par tdiedamsial dmocraqy Reopgwer s with r ensopnegct t o
t hose cReenpsu bwho oppose gl obal democracy 84 pe
correctly by confirming that the TRdP1ed Ipi.can
41)3. Among aRep uwhloi support gl obal democracy,
party vignette corReegtblly camd Psatrdtye s utptpatr ttsh e
di fference bagtrwaers tikedsd gthwy statistically
good demonstrat i edneloufs itohne pphaerntoinseanno ns.e | f

Both phenomena of partdetasi expactatoibsres
Democrats as wel |, a | gi no utghhe tchoen sd isftfeenrceyn coef |
regarding it hi@ddppearcteyndslpgos dowtseof/ Democmgatodawh
democr alkkayb4@Es 6 bel i ewve ptamaty tdhhes so as well
decr eases atnoo n6g3 tpheorscee ntemocr ats whadablplpdose gl
p4a1)4 This differencai fiiscahnitg h(lpy< Os.tOalt)i;s tyiectalilt
resul ts etrhvaehdo R@pobki can voter se ie mohcarta tas omavj
think that their partpwdepppdens gfobhei demwn
Nonet heslaggs®eememit on the Democratic Partyaos
democracy does noideproecledde cfar tainsbanyll Z28einfo ¢ r |
p4a14d Thepadentre who vote for the Democratic P

rembered their partyds position correctly at
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those Democrats who oppose gl obal dieanocr ac )
di femeat is statistically significant at cor
Mowig on to the UK, |l et us Dbegin by noti

attitudes by Sp ai togrhpetre fceoruenntcrei.es-l andi ag eape
tend ot oglf alval demo-teaoayngwhioker siTgaebi & po r e ]
37)8. Partisans of the Brexit Party, UKI P, anc
democracy wdt@l 7Fer ddnt arespectively. Me anwh
GreensLabSNP,, and the LiberaloDemgkolhak oe&emoac
proportions of bet weleens e6 1t eemndde n8 8 e peracentr.ef
expect amteromisng ot he respective partiesd posit
my other survey countonewhi thoglgbahcteaechedr g
woul d expect the three major part ieneosc rteot st.ake
While 70 percent of UK citiopposkes| igéwd atl hate
60 and 67 pveerlcye nbte Irieesvpee ctthiat t he Labour Party
gl obal deard ®a3 &m)y.

Like in the other survey countries, we ot
across the (pohtahdl 0g4dpl,t7 hteh TUdllddd 4p1)2To st art wi t h
ConservativeGeroenhte bbhteve that théballonsert
democ(ta€gbl @3 4907 Howewnegr ,Coanns er vati ve voters
believe that (tsheeibllOshp4pd) Ay vhpegasbDi san expect a
in Chapter Five predicts, tthhel sp edrisfofnearle ngcleo baapl
attioud€®nservative voters. Such individual

t hemsel ves over wheviemitnhgaty t(h8e0i%) pbaerlty i s opp

8 This limitation was due to space constraints imposed by YouGov.
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well . Conversely, amohmg aCaen sge rovbaatlipvoee mpdan tsi csy
percent believe that the Conservative Party
bet ween tbapse twochearly in |Iine with my exp

and highlyigetatcant cat | go@ YesnEteibt tpd 4p0)™Myv el s (
theory i n Chaptspairhfeikspgencgragd ons woul d be esy
among stroAgopagr st srawnagt iGoenss, we 1 sadgedf iobasret
parti san e xTpaebtl Och ¥ 0)dWhsi 8@s eper cent of those str
who oppose gl obal democr acyr rtehde mseerl tvye sd desd i s
percentwhd dthpmsert gl obal democracy themsel v
position. Thenditfhfesree pco® pett weons i s highly s

Moving on t-delpathicos a2 slusbregsdlayriene wit talt i ome
t hat respondents tend to delude themselves
democcyr,a bringing it in line with thWNabiOeher sort
(p4d 08 shows that 87 1percent of Conservative
supposed posdemoar aomy gd wrbradct | vy, i . e. t hat t
opposes gl obal deneoicsr agay.sublstivameral tHeffer e

democracy opponents and suwmdgporftoeurrsh gierfr cteimi¢ s o

group mi grheemeamipearrt yds position, 29 percent
Conservativen PaotiyéstlIpy.si This difference 1is
(p<0.01) .

Due to its sl ighspdeclidyifcfaethenti ndt®sgoono

parti sansimyp UKt rseurgvtety al |l ows for exploring |
deRisi on hypotheses more deeply in light of ¢t
l et us now conrceunpraft es tomopradn ¢ G snatnesr wehtoi vaer e s

democracy supporters, as my thetogeparcail sdm a;
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delusion effects especially among this subgr
ar e stbahg dgmocr acy saUdpmmordgteresnganConservat.i
experiencing an attitudi avaHi adh sproemsaenrctes ithhd i
Party as opposed to gl obal democracy) shoul
they shoul dt ®econmoviend ¢ ktehegmsel ves that the C
gl obal democracecypoeeentaftctent badingtory infor
percent of those who do not aftalvle ipnmatra itshaen ss u
gl obal democracy supporters remember correct
Partyse(dsluyppoopposes (Trlbt 0cad 4p0)8 eAnmoacrmr g ciyndi vi dual
both strong Conservative parptoirstaenrss ,anid es.t rtohn

that my theorimtChbhbapt ér amewer expects to be m

del usion, correct recal/l of the Conservative
expected. However,egsivea ohet A®al Istbhemplipt
sigmcéioh this difference cannot be establis

Next, |l et us consider partisan expectatio

to gl obal debthKccat ymerAmmmi® Obh dhlaite t hepphabosr F
gl obal deadldg3a4ply7 The partisan expectations |
when considering the subgroup of Labour vote
party support s(Tagldldddaip0)9d eHlmoveva@eecy thateons bhagi
on whebbar Laters support gl obal democracy
partisans who support gl obal pdaermoycrsawypo r7tss |
democracy as wel . Meanwhi | e, amonde moaxbawty ,
percémntvieet hat the Labour tao Thi ep pgiocsnéceer g h 0 E
agaiicnn early in line withypoyhe@airsgi sesanl iex@ekct &

substantively | arge, amtd GhplLgbolkdilngo @magti tsatb o a f
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partisans, I n particullaabd B9 chd)®fn rmBi ¢§ hssbgpn !
percent of those who oppose gl obal democracy
sootowhile 82 percent of those who support

Labour Pmaddrysad sl @ebal edemoeriascyhi ghliy <t &dfi
(p<0.01) .

A similar picture-dehmarsg ®n .rf e@ ngsanmrtauestd nt hsee
Partyodos supposed position on gl obaly ddnrmoearealc
opposes glaoyalbl 4@ rOnce again, those Labou
gl obal democracy themselves areée mpmareyds kpovy
correctly (85%), wh ibd ler 2vo tpeerrsc ewmh o od uyptphoorste
themsel ves misremember their preferred part
groups i s weakly stati stigcgalnlgy nsoirgenidfeiecpa nyt i(r
mechani sms t hefirweg,edbseaer Caaptasmommgr i nidngy i desau
are strong gl obal democracy supporters as WwWe
by the attitudimagndt seoonaateshbdbr myhem by
as epdpoto gl obal de masarbga opuepr W ntl er @ me mbhea rs
supposed gl obal democracy ®@erteatd sralsleert | y
Tamong i nwWhoidaanaect bel ofagblile 4gl)fdaTheubgrecpi
this difference is tonedary Chamyeexpeveatas
such attitudinalmadpasbndaetesetebhgamengt ¢ hose
Mor eotvheer ,di fference 1is substant5 al Oaed pset ahi
explanatisosufregr itshng imeslblelasitsfriomt spawppflf ec
moragd t enti on to informationmmeshathatteemr mbeeat

to recall such information | ater.
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Lastl vy, | et us consmdehecLtberakbdDerpecht
gl obal demo dtKa y .t6i B @ nt beli eve that t he
democ(Tably0e3 40.7 This fdegurteoi htrpeparcent among
Li beral (De bible2r4piTishi s di ff er en c eop lse Goansns oactitaitteu
toward gl obAamodge moiclrearcayl: Democr at voters who
percent believe that tameing pamtey ado®d®e moa rtad o
gl obal democracy, only r6yu pgperrdaentgl oelail e vdee nmo
di fference is weakly statistifuaalkhyedeingri ffioc a
partisan epxpteltd aits oin#M@Blyaptver, Fasein other s
should be noatefl that Lsbppalt RemcComates vati ve

partisraensrel atively consistent with respect

gl obal democracy: Independently of whether t
thelmgs a majority of them believes that the
democracy. Once more, the expl aoataoyn wayl & e

be too uncharacteristic a position for the L

Moving oisasedédparst on, we Observe a surpr
remember their partyodés alleged position on
Denocrats supposedly dghabdrieteplRl dHoaMe veee mo d rhaea
significant di f fleireenrceel bRdmeecmattshowleo suppo
themsel ves and thwtsei whoheppppesiite directic
former pgpeouapnt 72 edetnybdesr stuhpepiorsepd posi ti on col

latter groaump ithighprod2Ppopedcéherence that i s

84 The difference is stistically insignificant in the subgroup of strong Liberal Democratisen
control group (se@&ablel113 p.411), but since this subgroup only consists of 7 individuals the results
are not very meangiul.
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significamst behed p@E®i bl e expl anati obmefohathi
cear h voter groups pay greater attention to
abl e ttohernechadtlt er . I n ordedeltwsiexmp| mhendrhen o
Li ber al Democrats in gr eatbgr odrop plf p swé i s and
are also strong gl obal tdheemoa& vanidlywa olpgstwidd n tcg .e
provide evidence i n speg¢iyfptoct direso sp ad il ti€iharp t cel
sampl e, there is neraslubDepaopri mAnsstwloamgarlLeb
opponents of gl obal democracy, tdati t hi s soib:/
woul d be more p-deha(¥ablngbadp?2y i san sel f

Overny If,i ndings in al/l surveyed acfoumant ies
expectations is highly prevalent with respec
seem stoco sbter ong that many peopl e del wtdeende e ms
on gl obal democracy, evemp@addceclry beo mrge cto nif m fc
contHawe,vetrhe mechanism tlhiewberebg sSmEmMGhayder
a strong but dissonant gl olkaelydemodirsaplaptpa
del visisomot urmrceqnuiivwareal.l vy
75Data quality

I consider seaxgtahle ngeuaasluirtéydh eotfoqmoreyb Ideamaat. i ¢
st atairsehechigh failure rates on mFi g@geépucti
26)0n average, 54 percent Thadile®4l)d o Hoevewvem d
shoul d er etiheetr, while this test reaspoindeanded
testing on various | anguage versions of my

nati onalwierieepawhomg very cl ose attentoomnhit |

8 Due to space constraints imposed by YouGov, my UK survey dicomtdin this question.
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guestion correctly. Thuchecky wansstdeu cfta cothea | mm
an attention check; It also containend segl eme
tdr eubnyd ou ctoend Iryt nu t heg hi gh fediHerree. rates obse

The worrying results afalmy.ifeidr oty anyt eretcioo
attenti on, the vignette reconstructi on escor e
table respondents coul Bi &t €p8)6r eTloins t atutce n tcio
provides powerful evidence thatemastenfti mg.r
(sEeglbe3p23 and s&leipgainb, & 3p2)4, more than 60 and
resnnpent s respectively remembered mor & than
correctly. Il n Ger many, 65 peércsenxt pafrti espacro
Figbbe 3p2)4 n the UK, 67 percent of respondent
cor r e(cstEleyg i 5,8 p2)BL astnl yt,hei US, 76 percent r eme
positions €ognédtd P35 (dde s, despite responde
performaycienotnructi onal wagnetutl et e cocodrtecskc t
suggest that parti csiepaantttse nteiroen ptaoy i nmyg squurivteey

As an additional, ehptaygdaai tyemememke man.i
t hvei gnettechd(isgld e€pH7i n wihiwshed a question abc
interrelationshipshdatgieemalpadeé nmopradyerpgmetrer
respondertds thel iienf or mati on i6n.Yfinvevirgsetl t s
encoiumrga.g On average, 79 percent believed the
Ger many to 85 peTrachd 26 4pl)6. tThhee AhSev(aplemads consi

that i1t intuitively s geasodmsiooanelwihkag ¢ Inmphd alu sd &

8 Due tospace constraints imposed by YouGov, my UK survey only inclgdestions on the
supposed global democracy positions of the Conservatives, Labotinedrnitieral Democrats.
87 Due to space constraints imposed by YouGuig,question did not feature imy UK survey.
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be more present inepublhiad odéehatce allf ppasni ti ®@n s
roudhluy out five sespensemelsi ened my vignett
of the choices | made in placing parties on
and fdoesitghre of my vignette t@ab2ps more gener

We should remember t hat, I n addition to
empl oyed various other data queds tghaclsurwaimi
outlined 1in ChaptlTeeyg hdvedr,e famrd ndoampl ¢ ant h
respondents were mdibreébsstunheéys exteakleddamons
of my resedl|l ton. tBhese diverse measures, I t h
experi mental survey data is high.
7.6)Su mmaarnyd di socfu srseisounl t s

Il n |line with the expeicieatitomese puedemtdch
evidence for varrsesus phaembmkera:e FBignifican
mobilizateosmeeifadlekcysin Japan, the &&tsaadcuh
in countries withlob#gdabpbasheds vohat bases
significsandf inesgmintcieve mobilization in Brazil
these effects thus becomed eunpdeecri ad il ryc uanpsptaa necr
party el emstwrah $ysceéeuating voter dbhsesvedhi
across countries as | expect in Chapter Fi Ve
party prefer encoebsr tahr,e twied epshpernecandeomas oafn dp asretl it
del usi on are common acvreo sfsorc ocuonntsriisetse,n cays bceitt:

attitudes and thus bring their gl obal democr

ot hefneer en n the face ofconsturpagproys.ed) evi dencc¢
For practical politicsi,ng:heOmati me uprsd ol &n

some voter group (e.g. LDP partisans in Japg
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democracy aontitmngest aoe cues phefetheg pacey
many i ssues that hawverbheane st mgi ekpeni meret
enor mous sway that parties have over the pol
otrhevoter groups (e.g. &NOVOlesamtmpgt Wiozers im
evident lgyl ccmamlccad&cyaposiftoenpicdhromosi ng which pa
Specifically, my exwpeérirmeaipp esmoorwirdghoabir gisidaoselp
partekeBOVO in Brazil, the SPD inwBGercmamay,e G
to oppose glopattdesmocrkeythe Greens and t he
to support gl obal d 8 morgpreaeciyme nR osr bseuvaah epsgretci
i mplicatiemenstasatbaeyf dgl obal democracy advo

strategy to receive a gr aMet eralyene o ckhwd & talh a

whil e gl ogpalitsdaemoicysawce i n politicafl aredawhen .
this does happen, the evidence here indicate
one, given peopleds willingnesswhexpakedact i
the ied@samch consequential action as voting fc
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8Concl usi on

Il n this di sseor twahtaito ne,x tle netaxrpa noadr dcewds Wt ppeop Il @

or oppose gl obaloodkengdcorbaacly.cri ses Cloiv-B& cl i m
pandemi c, as weélh asthessutas svoe bdheodeed eresur genc e
nationalism amwd st bwrafl tpeorweatfiuMe and more r e

governanceasynsstiaruttiimguospe®d nt o owthloil mirdg tihea e
that my thesi aoemattrnivkekutaegument sempi gl obbl dd
aboue Itehgi ti macy of gl obal governance I nsti
fodati ons of cos e pAglcihti bru g-&t t ikKioledn @ g , and M

2012a; Bayram 201%Z;rhal2l0leér,g.Catbralr.a 20RD;)

Buil dregriamct he fields of Political Sci en
develaopedl| theoretical tftriatmiedweosr ka nodn aicntdiiovnisd u
democr awhyi ch | conceéeptuwuahniatedt i hercmsaisthis cCcoOl

par lnitamend/ or . Mybvememenk starts -evnuihr ogremmeen ti a
i nfl lmesnctehse f undameine all a&midiveudeeand ft hpolriizes r
and vielswesi ally procedurdhsapdoxpmat emdgi @l
democracyMarntdovardesl theorize that politica
potentiahl pecptheddeas aand will hpgpobbesitpbpemagth
i ndi witdualudes to be a wielyl idnrgi nveesrs bteoh itnadk ep eaoc
opposition of gledtatli dedesrarcyg : mGrod eingk €1 y nig«
tbakecbsghaction on gl obal democracy, whil e
to be willdpongttactake (oWw any) on gl obal den

Chapters Fivexplhtohoe gihn tSeervreenl at i on ady i ndi
attitiudhesone parti-emudiarorkmerdt alf ismfcliwence, i

nati onal |l evdlic drypeomd wpeédi ngness to act,
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ting point, | theorized four di eharemwmt s

which the greater centrality of preferenc
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r glcabmaly damhattluedeface of evident di sso
erences and gl obal demotraayi onhews; esectt
h the greater centrality of globalksdemoc
haingepahty preference and support a part:
d, attitudenatheasaéeheaetiemin which both

y preferences ar e ofperoepllaetiiaviyeel wi él&odwn gc etna

itudinal di ssomaadcé oun tdhehliupsa roenis, p @ina.tres.e | tf h €

h both global democracy attitudes and pa
de t hemsied vparttaydr t@m shiel ob al democracy,
ence to the contrary.

n order to test eeypdectoatdieongs hampireitng ad ut
he specific interrelationshitpi dtareengli o
cracyl aconmdwadtesdq survey experiments on

[ Gerenaul, dEpgankceotbAboration with the
YduBGowv019 and 2020. Thesenabamphabkst avteipvee nv
g at | east four di mensi ons: age, gende
rvanmalojmsads using the standard met hod of

ri ments, I usedngi gae pbor diehnee sast urpepnat sse de xppc

nati onal political parties with respeomin to

tr

pe

eat ment) and batteries of guestions about

op

|l eds thougmbsrabggtigkekvobamodili zation) .
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My main results are as foll ows: First «

Cc o uinetessm d og lsceb a | democracy in its constitutio
parl i ament andiwil olhtadtr igonwalr aane@bpzed ce&thng6 r ang
frdm percent i n the UK to 74 percedtobiah Ja
democracy are most consi stentileys pderciivaednl ybya icn
for i nter maticdnaletmpsadvepiniip casiur a&l. lgmbt effesn t
i mportance of enabl i ng pulbhliirell,agan toied itp aetsi orf
who are willing to take political adtoiwon on
costnacdguoh as signing oncosnte apcettiiotn so nlsi krea tdnc
Neverthel ess,i meyntsuaotesgioogmgpleé i ve mobi |l i zati or
in differ,ent¢haearoaumtteriiezsed bparrteyl asiysvtedmpso,f & am:
attitude dhoavpeoemld i catl i igs | aaft feendtieoch by deeper
gl obal democracy and the supposeFdrpasnisttiamncse ,
Germanlyeahiemg¢g parties that are saiidf itcoanstulpyp oi
trems of expecitepdovbéexsdaameiyrlesngbiajshred
pariwestend to observe parti staerofsmaleirltiaz at ipaoal
follow theirébcppretiendagtpahei esglobal democr a
thus observe tehaae dtfhked bee tsweeeenns ptaona b estainb ma,n da sc
wd end observe one or the other moile@ sonomghby
a universal phenometntbpant alcamges @l dpacrotuindams ecf
be affected Ipyratl tTibthd dimesg t hegasegmpt ef erce¢ g
gl obal democracy attitudes, deopshecldggwstehant i a
attitudes ar eFiodfaleloyumaiviee s ameomhacomss count
of partisan expectations. T hiaat nfdir £ ,q udeeal tul dyes a n ¢

t he msietlhvaets t heir preferrew eomargipclsdalzyes Thhei
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applies in casesiwhenewsputhd separtwyghpdyauni e
suchPSas in Brazil, AfD i nCoGesremamy, v eaxnkdim it
Republicans in the US.

My f i ndeairggsns fi ¢cacial pi anpiln ctati ohey embol ¢
democaacycates around the world as they sho
countries support their calls for stronger a
At et Bame tesnel t snyprovide reasonstfoussuahceac
contexts, given that the strength of support
exampl e, whil e Japan has t he ahli gdeensdc radvceyw, a gi
features the Isawongppvopeeoostero,n wHil e majorit
the US are in favor of gl obal democracy, the
pr opordgtiroonp goofnoef n tgsl odocarl a cdye.intMsy trheussu consti tut e
for global detmos:r aWhyi laed viohey are encouraging
of resistance such advocates may face along

Secpmd t he contextmy fr easawpblittadsaa |l spoarei tliecasd,i n
key cowmtpmiteesngdiami i gant vote shares if the
advocacy as a hccamfdairgegmetnd g iocnesadn iexg npd ret iods |ie
ida case Howep@irntshoul d hlae hihghll ightdéde result
experi mewhjch the causal relationship betwee
political parties and peopldeds i votidng Tihmntse mt
expectesdiper gee@dba@ | democracy suppdaratl amdndpp
i nesd hypodrmset &lcladtt itohne t i me t hatrcelmgamsurlvety st
i's not to saygaifns oarr sleo $ head isructheg anrsi loy ol le
in the real worl e@relm@marpr amamiyc anlor go If iatcit ®g st ha

play that pdftegtppeopl @e@®esasi om of my survey

Pagea®h 40



Who on earbtahl wdaeniihase dgal woly DPhitlh ebsyi sFar sa

mo d e | t hi s ¢ ompgeocexhisti wmyowehe expected effects o
i ntent edmncboyncsawser ati ons of arguments for and
wi thehypothleohbhalal democracy peAstsoaob, omyppoeés:t

useful foriesltoicahspder, butihlhohnpasiftoireese

>

e gaittihvaeg positioning on global democracy ma\

I n addition to suchyspmuagt iccoanlt raiciepdteiens acttioc

iterature | nmyadarstuast iwary scorfFtirrishytes in dif

iterature on gl obal democracy. For Il nstance
among nor mative theoristsppbat pétophé Wwembdw
it showsi & hwitdd shpermread i nternati,oniatl isuuppotreéew
that the | east suppioornt iawéearmeegtel e sUK namg fskaenp
countries wherehdotlaage wuimbiemg &b osts cthhoelsaer stdo |
claims that majoritigaglsobvaolr | dievmgoer icoly | neort 2sO0ulpOy
201Magy r efilveeclty rwveil daets piraenadd dao pspoor soiptairwmbeerr ast eolfy
strong oapmorneéretis own home countries; but my
assumptions are neiot htehre jpuosptuilfaitei do nwsi tohf rtehsepiel
rel ation to other nations.

Secowmid,h regard ctad tilhd eempgiure on the | eqgi
my di ssertation adds an i mportant misrsiilnyg pi
on the per ceiewa dgtllicgogEvteir maacmyc ep & .ngs.t iTtad tlibcenrsy e
Del |l mut h and damd!| bhetgtddpeDpedaeims i nternati

organi zati &mNzsh a s skiemlt.h My0 2tOh)e s i s ¢ ommpsrteihteuntse sv et

investigation of iwittelr nrad s peratl tparmhgli aab atph éehda n
populoahrgr m viosi gh®bal governance among nor ma:
Thid, my study advances ongogingaldebauedata
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smopolExt ant swocruks enda sonf e x p | mo i cadgs ntohpeo ldirti avneir
. g.n Rayde KMitlzlaers k201 3, 2018; yBagi @ sne r2t0Oalt5i
mpl ements this lhietoereatiuraed widtahmeadvo mimvadily d e g
ni fol d idrsitviecustsinmfrpaolli if tr omi €smowii roon ment al f ad
tteyx esnd values, to politetal knowledge and
There are many promisimgh.avieamuesnd, or my u
untwhielse stretchiing aowrnesshetlreessgllabme ted i
stance, ealsliamcpohyen tr el at i vel y pdoewreorcfrualt,i cp.o pHuel
I mportant exténmnsibentof bmpyasdtemmdy hwows ampl e
ss power ful, popul ous, and democ rAatoitd ecoun
y of building on theegemriens ex pldyp avotus m. b

my t heamewobc&l in Chapter Two that remain
fluences have been br acketherdeveaompslicebtodllayr sa s
ve vieaemn eneasttédhee bi ol ogi cal unddérepignniAhgerd
2005; Hat e@onewctailng 290OH research spec
mo ciroacynor e broadl yywogll adbanlakggo Qerexardhas$s oinn &
epening of myratefdycalimeeeeconvédrti onal a s
eoarle tfircamewor k to be explored more thoroug
rti cuelnavri rsooncmeont al i nftliueesn)c ea n(di .oen.e psopleictiifci:
.eg wvVptentions as the attitudihreale mprmrec urasn
ch influences and acitfiroonns tthhea tN Gt buoet nacees aoait
political protest.
Ashumanity faces $évemaltihdgd cCwahdemiic e o
aglkee necessindlembceladlealt i yevear nance seems

opl e. vatf or whi ésarofundi ttrhay wgopd rdt a funda
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tranafiomgmo@mtlli ti cs, maennye nottl hye rosp paortsde idwse.ls t udy
My di s stelrdsant 9 t@ant simalsl piece in the puzzle of
t we-htystiaepmoanzlye for which thewvear poeaemdanylp

solutions.
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Figures

FigbB6eSurvey on the crde @iNi ®Prmaradfi aaneditr e

Survey question:

AThe United Nations i s cur rasenetl inaf yoe fayor o
oppose each of thefolloi ng proposal s. 0o

i C atieg a new UN Parliament, madp of representatives directly electectitizens, havin
powersequa t o t he current UN General Assem

Argentina 28%
Australia 10% 7
Brazil 17%
Canada 8%
Chile 29%
China 12%
Germany 9%
Great Britain 8%
India 23%
Indonesia A 14%
Italy 10%
Mexico 15% &%
Philippines HGE= i 6o e
Poland 32%
Russia 45%
South Korea s s o v
Turkey 27%
United States 10%
International averageSINGE 17%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

= Favor Depends / Neither / Don't know m Oppose

Note: Fo presentational purposes, | combined theat egor i es fiBDepe
i Do n 6t inth one sat@gory. Deviations from 100% achk row are due to rounding.

Source: GlobeScan 2005, pp43
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Figu7yeSur hey delneetcon of rtetphre slddrtddld nAvsess

Survey gestion:

AThe Uni tiscdirreNtly éxplarimgspossibleeforms. Please tell me if you favor
oppose each of the following proposal ¢

fiHaving your country's official represetive tothe United Nations General Assembly
elected by the people gbur countryo

Argentina 16% I
Australia B o 30%
Brazil 14%
Canada I A o e
Chile 14%
China 7% INEIZ
France HMmmyZ i 6% v e
Germany B /A
Great Britain s o A LT
India 8%
Indonesia 8%
[taly P 6% .
Mexico 16%
Philippines i s o7
Poland 18%
Russia 30%
South Korea I o 37%
Turkey 17%
United States F Mo 32%
International averageSE 7 10%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

= Favor Depends / Neither / Don't know m Oppose

Note: For pesentational purposes, | comline t he cat egori es nil
ADonét knowo into one category. Dunding.a t

Saurce: GlobeScan 2005, pp-2L
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FigLb8eSurvey oo arudki nag sfsb&€8nah a p o hvgo rudN

Survey guestion:

i T h e dWNatiorts & currently exploring possible reforms. Please tell me if you fa
opposeachof t he foll owing proposal s. o

nGiving leaders of major enviromental and social groups, dea unions, and busine
organzations a formal role in shaping Unitedtias policies and actions, rather than ha
only government leaders do this.

Argentina 29%
Australia I I 79
Brazil 16%
Canada e 590 I
Chile 30%
China 12%
France 11%
Germany FEET 6% I
Great Britain Hm i 500 I
India 24%
Indonesia 18%
Italy 10%
Mexico 16%
Philippines 7% IV
Poland 32%
Russia 46%
South Korea B 4 o - =7
Turkey 28%
United States M= i s oy =7
International average SN 16%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

= Favor Depends / Neither / Don't know m Oppose

Note: For presentational purposes, | combinegéth c at egor i @iNeii Dé|
i Don &t nthone eategoly. Deviatiofid®m 100% in each row are due to rounding.

Source: GlobeScan 2005, pp65
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FiglhoeSur hey ddtsetntg looffpaal | i ament

Survey gestion:

AnHow | i kgoulge tonsoppdrt @ Global flament, where voteare based on coun
population sizes, and the gla | parl i ament is able to |
Australia 6% 21% 15% 6% IE N
Denmark 5% 10%  17% 16%
Dubai 30% 29% 12%  11% [EZEEED
France [10% 36% 16% OYMEELZ) 20%
Germany 23% 26% 15% 7% LA 9%
India 36% 28% 16% 15%
Italy [9% 19% 13%  12%
Norway 5%  21% 20% 13%
Poland 16% 31% 19% 8%
Russia | 14% 12% 20% 15%
Singapore [12% 22% 26% 14%
South Africa 29% 18%  10% 7% 2N
South Korea 5% 34% 29% 8%
United Kingdom 9% 21% PR 7% 29% |
United States 6%  18% 25% o NI
International averages 14% 23% 18% 9%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Very likely Quite likely Neither
Don't Know / Refuse@ Quite unlikely m Very unlikely

Note: The international avegasare not reported by Synovate but calculateg me as tk
arithmetic nean of all country results. Dations from 100% ireach row are due to roundi

Source: Synovate 2@0pp. 910
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Fighbe2014 survey meawpthaet coprali ongamni a

Survey guestion:

fiDo you think a new supnational entity should begablished to take enforceable glc
decisions in order to solve globaloblems such as climate change, environmental poll
war and poverty®

Brazil NG oEE
China [T a2

Germany | 2% 46% 7 14% 59
India [ETs6% 34% 2 6%
Poland | 14% 40% 13% 21% 13%

Russia = 32% 41% 8%

South Africa = 8% 42% L% 10% 8% |
Sweden | 16% 39% 17%

United States | 17% 32% 11%
International averages 82% 39% 8%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

= Yes, definitely Yes, maybe No opinion
® No, probably not mNo, definitely not

Note: Devations from 100% in each row are due damding.
Source: Global Gallenges Foundation 2014,48
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FigBte2017 survey meawtdhepraratti eomaloform

Survey question:

fA supranational organisation an inermational body comprised of different méel
countries. It doesat replace national govemens, but places global interests above th
nationstates. Examples aupranational organisations include the European Union, N
and the United Nabns. Doyou think that a new supranational orgaation should be creat
to make enforceable glabdecisions to address global risks?

Australia 27% 38% 16%
Brazil 31% 38% Y 17%  10%
China 31% 47% 7%
Germany = 17% 44% 9% 22% 6%
India 46% 38% el 11% 39
South Africa 43% 32% % 14% 5%
United Kingdom 25% 44% W7 12% 6%
United States 26% 40% %) 15% 8%
International averages 31% 40% 8%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Yes, definitely Yes, maybe Don't know

® No, probably not  ®mNo, definitely not

Note: This table is based on a npablicly available dataset which was generously pro\
by ComRes and the Glob&lhallerges Foundation. The data reflects the snamy result
reported byComRes and th&lobal Challengs Foundation2017, p. 18 Deviations fror
100% in each row are duermunding.

Source: Global Challenges Foundation and ComRes 2017
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Figh2e8dUdrvey onof ha orreva tsigpamna reaattii coma l

Survey question:
fiTo what extent do you agree that a new supranational organisation shauthted to ma

enforceable global decisions to addres
Australia 22% 42% 18%
Brazil 37% 32% % 13%  13%
China 30% 48% 8%
Germany 22% 40% 10%
India 51% 36% Y 6929
Russia 29% 37% 12%
South Africa 46% 33% LY 11% 6%
Sweden 20% 37% 16% 15%  12%
United Kingdom 26% 42% 14% AL
United States 23% 38% 13%
International averages 31% 39% 13%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Strongly agree Somewhat agree Donét know

®m Somewhat disagree  m Strongly disagree

Note: This table is based oa nonpublicly availabledataset which was genesy provide:
by ComRes and thGlobal Challenges Foundation. The data reflects the summary
reported by ComRes and the Global Challenges Foundation (2018, e3#ations fom
100% in each row ardue to rounding.

Source Global Challenges Fouation and ComRe2018
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FigRBeConsdpartftofim

UNIVERSITY OF

OXFORD

General Information

We appreciate your interest in completing this online survey. Please read through these
terms before agreeing to participate by confirming that you are at least 18 years old and
ticking the “yes” box below.

The principal researcher on this project is Farsan Ghassim, a DPhil student in the
Department of Politics and International Relations at the University of Oxford. His doctoral
research, including this project, is conducted under the supervision of Professor Karolina
Milewicz. This survey is implemented in collaboration with the survey company Dynata,
using software of the service provider Qualtrics.

In this project, we are investigating public opinion with regard to certain current affairs. You
will be asked to answer various questions throughout this survey, which include your
opinions on political issues and other topics that you may consider sensitive. The survey
should take about ten minutes. No background knowledge is required. The responses you
provide will be used for the purposes of Farsan Ghassim’s doctoral dissertation and other
potential scientific publications. This research is conducted in the public interest.

Do you have to take part?

Your participation is voluntary. You may withdraw at any point during the survey for any
reason, before submitting your answers, by closing your browser window. Please note that
it will be more difficult to withdraw your consent after completing the survey because the
researcher’s dataset will not contain your real name. If you want to withdraw your consent
after finishing the survey, but do not want your identity to be revealed to the researcher,
please contact Dynata (https://www.dynata.com/company/contact/) and ask them to get in
touch with the researcher on your behalf.

Please note that we reserve the right to only reimburse participants who complete the
survey in good faith and consent to the use of their response data. Questions are generally
optional. However, we expect you to only skip those questions that you find too sensitive to
answer, or which you truly cannot answer even after giving them some thought. We will run
relevant checks before making final decisions on reimbursements of participants.

What data will be used and how?

Your answers will be pseudonymized. This means that any data which may allow us to
uncover your true identity will not be accessible to the researcher, while your response data
will not be passed on to Dynata who may know your real name. Moreover, we will use all
reasonable endeavors to keep your personal data confidential, i.e. not disclose it to the
public. However, please note that complete confidentiality during internet communication
procedures can never be guaranteed.

Your data may be used in academic publications. Your IP address will not be saved by the
researcher. Research data will be stored for a minimum of three years after publication or
public release in line with University of Oxford regulations, requirements of funders,
scientific journal guidelines, and applicable laws. The data that we collect from you may be
transferred to, and stored or processed at, a destination outside the European Economic
Area ("EEA"). By submitting your personal data, you agree to this transfer, storing or
processing. Moreover, please note that your data may be saved by Qualtrics on backups or
server logs beyond the timeframe of this research project.
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FigRdeConségpartolm
Who will have access to your data?

Dynata is the data controller with respect to your personal data and, as such, determines
how this data is used. Please see their privacy notice here:
hitps://www.dynata.com/privacy-policy/. Your responses are recorded in pseudonymous
form on a password-protected Qualtrics account. Qualtrics is a service provider for
conducting online surveys and adheres to EU-US Privacy Shield regulations. The
University of Oxford will obtain only fully pseudonymized data from Qualtrics for the
purposes of this research project.

This project has been reviewed by, and received ethics clearance through, the University of
Oxford Central University Research Ethics Committee [reference number:
SSH_DPIR_C1A_19_020]. Responsible members of the University of Oxford and funders
may be given access to the survey data for monitoring and/or audit of the study to ensure
that we are complying with relevant guidelines, or as otherwise required by law.

We would like your permission to use your pseudonymous response data in scientific
studies, and to share this data with other researchers (e.g. in online databases). No
personal information that could identify you will be shared with other researchers or made
public. The principal researcher would be glad to provide you with feedback on the study’'s
results upon your request.

What if there is a problem?

If you are concerned about any aspect of this project, please contact the researcher,
Farsan Ghassim (farsan.ghassim@univ.ox.ac.uk), or his supervisor, Professor Karolina
Milewicz (karolina.milewicz@univ.ox.ac.uk), either directly or through Dynata
(https://www.dynata.com/company/contact/). We will do our best to answer your query. The
researcher should acknowledge your concern within ten working days and give you an
indication of how he intends to deal with it. If you remain unhappy or wish to make a formal
complaint, please contact the Chair of the Social Sciences & Humanities Inter-Divisional
Research Ethics Committee at the University of Oxford:

« E-mail: ethics@socsci.ox.ac.uk
« Address: Research Services, University of Oxford, Wellington Square, Oxford, OX1
2JD, United Kingdom

The Chair will seek to resolve the matter in a reasonably expeditious manner.

This research project is designed to be consistent with the Dafa Protection Act 2018 of the
United Kingdom and the General Data Protection Regulation of the European Union.
Please refer to these sources for further information on your rights as a participant in this

research project.

Consent
Please note that you may only participate in this survey if you are at least 18 years old.

| certify that | am 18 years of age or over.

If you have read the information above and agree to participate with the understanding that
the responses you submit will be processed accordingly (in pseudonymous form), please
check the relevant box below to start the survey.

Yes, | agree to take part in this survey.

Pag@g&dfh 40
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Fi gRBlélusitaoorht consent form validations

Consent

Please note that you may only participate in this survey if you are at least 18 years old.

| certify that | am 18 years of age or over.

If you want to proceed, you need to read and confirm the following by clicking on the button
below.

If you have read the information above and agree to participate with the understanding that
the responses you submit will be processed accordingly (in pseudonymous form), please
check the relevant box below to start the survey.

Yes, | agree to take part in this survey.

Fi gBbeSelnfmi t meinpgioqquesti ons

Please remember from the consent form that questions in this survey are generally
optional. However, the quality of our research depends on your responses being as
comprehensive as possible. Thus, we Kindly ask you to only skip those questions that you
consider too sensitive or which you truly cannot answer, even after thinking about them
carefully. Do you agree to comply with this?

Yes

No

Pag@go&®@# 4 0
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Fi gR7YeQuesgarmaderon

What is your gender?

Female

Male

Other gender:

FigRh8eQuesdagen on
How old are you?

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

years

Pag&®# 4 0
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FigRéolel | ust ruaetsitd o no doenjtrseés proegeon of r ecs

In which part of the country do you live?

Baden-Wurttemberg

Bayern (Bavaria)

Berlin

Brandenburg

Bremen

Hamburg

Hessen (Hesse)

Mecklenburg-Vorpommern

Niedersachsen (Lower Saxony)

Nordrhein-Westfalen (North Rhine-Westphalia)

Rheinland-Pfalz (Rhineland-Palatinate)

Saarland

Sachsen (Saxony)

Sachsen-Anhalt (Saxony-Anhalt)

Schleswig-Holstein

Thiringen (Thuringia)

| don't live in Germany, but in:

Pag@gé&d# 4 0
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Fi gBORoO-pp prompt to request responses

Response Requested

There are 5 unanswered questions on this
page. Would you like to continue?

Continue Without Answering Answer the Questions

Fig8tSl i der cquedgtfiicmti ons

On each of the following scales from 1 to 6, please indicate which of the two statements
you agree with more and how strongly you do so. The score 1 means that you completely
agree with the statement on the left, 6 means that you completely agree with the statement
on the right, and 2 to 5 indicate weaker agreement with one of the two sides. In order to
provide an answer, you must click on the slider at least once or pull it to where you want it.

Fi gB2Qust i on onl eefctgmod miposi ti on

“Our country’s

government should take “Citizens of this country
more responsibility to should take more
ensure that every citizen responsibility to provide
is provided for.” for themselves.”
1 2 3 ) 5 6

Fig8BeQueswuilomrrafgyht epdosition

“Every citizen of this

country should live in “Every citizen should live
whichever way he/she according to this
likes.” country’s cultural norms.”
1 2 3 4 5 6

Pag@®d# 40
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Fi gB4Matxr iquespaloint iocnal acti veness

How often have you ...

Never Rarely Sometimes Often

... signed online petitions on political issues? @) @) O @)

... posted political content on social media platforms

like Facebook? O O O O

... donated money to political causes? @) @) @) O
FigBbeQuesitmmest in world politics

How interested or uninterested are you in world politics?

Not Rather _
interested : 1R not : it Interested ‘ Highly
interested : interested interested
at all interested

Fi gBbQuestiforgaerncyiomfnsdiavoowt worl d po

How often do you discuss world politics with your family, friends, or colleagues?

Never Rarely Sometimes Often

Pagé&Q# 40
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Fi g87 eluncsttironal mani pul ation check

Some people get most of their news from traditional sources like TV programs or
newspapers, whereas others go online or receive their news from social media. However,
this question is actually not designed to tell us where you get your news. It is a standard
attention check to determine if participants read this far in the question. Please only select
Other below, type the number 8 in the box, and ignore the following question. What is your
most important news source?

Television

Radio

Newspapers

News websites or apps

Facebook

YouTube

Other:

Fi g88e&Seolnfimitt emdrea@al sources

Thank you very much for reading our questions carefully. For the quality of our research, it
is very important that respondents pay close attention to this survey.

Now would you please confirm that you will complete this survey without talking to others,
searching for answers on the internet, or using other external sources?

Yes, | confirm.

No, | do not confirm.

Pag@g®&B# 4 0
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FigBolel | usdafradn®oweri ng speed validatiort

Please allow yourself sufficient time to read and answer our questions carefully.

Thank you very much for reading our questions carefully. For the quality of our research, it
is very important that respondents pay close attention to this survey.

Now would you please confirm that you will complete this survey without talking to others,
searching for answers on the internet, or using other external sources?

No, | do not confirm.

- -

Figdblel |l ustrationxtofandtreaddicngrsgpded \

Please allow yourself enough time to read this text carefully.

Please read the following text carefully:

There is a debate about the idea of global democracy. The term “global democracy”
refers to proposals for institutions that would be democratic and aimed at global issues.
“Democratic” here means representing the world population. Examples of “global issues”
are international peace, world poverty, and climate change.

Some global democracy advocates propose establishing a world parliament, directly
elected by the world population, to recommend policies on global issues. Instead of a
world parliament, others advocate creating a global government to implement policies
on global issues. Yet others suggest forming a global democracy including both a
world parliament and a global government. Proponents of such institutions generally
agree that national parliaments and governments should still address issues that are not
global. Finally, other people oppose proposals for global democracy altogether.

-

Pag@®&a# 40
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Fi gdtlel | uosnt rapaftsipn expectations question

What do you think: Which political parties in the Germany support global democracy, and
which ones oppose it?

Support for global Opposition to global
democracy democracy

Christian Democratic Union / Christian Social Union O O
(Chu/CsU)

Social Democratic Party (SPD)
Alternative for Germany (AfD)
Free Democratic Party (FDP)

The Left (Linke)

O O OO
O O O OO0

Alliance 90 / The Greens (Griline)

Figd2Rarty Jviogndtrtae i |

Please pay close attention, as this will be important to recall later in the survey.

The following tableshows the positions of some politigalrties in Brazil on the issue of global
democracy:

Support for global democracy Opposition to globaldemocracy
-~
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Soci al

Brza | n
Soci al i s

i a
Parti do
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Figd4BeParty v

ignette for

Ger many

Please pay closattention, as this will be important to recall latethe survey.

The following table shows the positions of some political pamigSermany on the issue «

global democracy:

Soci al

Alternative

fior
Deutschland

Al ternat.

Freie
Demokraten

Fe®emocrati c

Spport for glyobag Opposition tocwyl
Biinnmsﬁ CDU
DIE GRUNEN Csu %’
\/
Al'l'i ance 90 / Christian Demdc
- Christian Soci
DIE LINKE.
The Left

Democr a

we f o

P
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Fi gdd4Rarviygnfeotrt elapan

Please paglose attention, as this will be important to recall later in the survey

The following table shows the positions of some political parties in Japtre @ste of globa
democracy:

Supporbbhbr dgimog Oppostobighobal d

nERER SFEIR%

Con'sttutwi onal Democ Li ber al Democr at

Ri k#mémshut @ (Ri Ji-Minshut @ (Ji
1’E"F§tﬁﬁﬁ?

Japan I nnovat.

Ni ppon Ka&aihi n

Komei to
AT EI A

Democratic Party For the People

Japanese Communi Democratic ParDhPyP)i
Ni hon K@Wdsan Koku-4mi mshut @

L7
& 18

FEIRR SKINSERENN] Democratic

Rei wa Shinsen Party
#HER

Soci adcrDetm ¢ Party
Shakai -tNd n sSth@)mi
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Figd4beParty vignette for USA

Please pay close attention, as this willhportant to recall later in the survey.

The following table shows the positions ofnse political parties in the United States on
issue of global democracy:

Support for gl ob Opposition to gl

Republican Pa

Democratic Pa

Paga@# 40
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n o fi ovni eowi nvg gsnpeetetde vtarle

Please give yourself enough time to take in the information on this page.

Please pay close attention, as this will be important to recall later in the survey.

The following table shows the positions of some political parties in Germany on the issue of

global democracy:

Support for global democracy

Opposition to global democracy

BUNDNIS 90
DIE GRUNEN

Alliance 90 / The Greens

DIE LINKE.

The Left

CDU
CSUze

Christian Democratic Union /

Christian Social Union

Social Democratic Party

Alternative

fiir
Deutschland

Alternative for Germany

Freie

Demokraten

Free Democratic Party
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DPhitlh ebsyi sFar sa




Who on earbtahl wdaeniihase dgal woly DPhitlh ebsyi sFar sa

Figd7veQuestion on importance of gl obal

How important or unimportant is the issue of global democracy to you?

Not Rather :
important Not not Rather Important . Highly
important

at all important important important

Figd8eOpen comment questtonhudaesgl obal

It is very important for our research to understand your opinion on global democracy. Thus,
would you please explain the reasons for your views on the global democratic proposals
above?

Pag@ada@# 40
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Fi gd9Mat ruiexs tgpan oan exposure to gl obal (

Yes No
Have you ever taken a survey on global democracy before? O O
Had you ever thought about global democracy before taking O O
this survey today?
Did your family, friends, or peers ever talk to you about global O O
democracy?
Have you ever heard of an advocacy group working on global @) @)

democracy?

Fi gbbFeo | upwegssommmi or eéxpgswowbal democr a

More
Not at Very than a Quite a

all little little lot
How much had you thought about global democracy
before taking this survey today? o O O O
How much did your family, friends, or peers talk to you
about global democracy? o O O O
How much have you heard of an advocacy group
working on global democracy? o O O O

Figbtelll ustration of cqtueosnt igolno boanl wadi el nh

Previously you stated that you oppose the proposal of a global parliament that would
recommend policies on global issues. Would you like to take any of the following actions to
reemphasize your opposition? Please say “yes” or “no” to each, and we will make any
necessary preparations.

Yes No
Anonymously sign an online petition on this? O O
Post about this on social media like Facebook? O O
Donate money to an advocacy group that works on this? O O

Pag@adad# 40
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Figb2eOpen comment question about wil/

It is important for us to understand your willingness or unwillingness to act on the different
global democratic proposals. Please explain your reasons for wanting or not wanting to
take the actions above:

FigbB&l arification on references to gl

Now please answer the following questions.

Note that whenever “global democracy” is mentioned, we are referring to the previously mentioned
proposal combining a global parliament and a global government.

Figbhbdaea@stbomt gl obalctdemenerasydosn ef i en:

Do you think global democracy would be an effective or ineffective way of addressing the
issue of climate change?

\ery . Rather Rather . Very
effective Elzdiuz effective ineffective sl ineffective

Pag@daf 40
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Fi gbbeQueasbtoiuvotndgelmolcalacyds effectivenes

Do you think global democracy would be an effective or ineffective way of addressing the
issue of world poverty?

Very ) Rather Rather ) Very
effective Effective effective ineffective Ineffective ineffective
Fi gb6eQueasbtoiuotn gl obal demowrcriactyésnaff et

Do you think global democracy would be an effective or ineffective way of addressing the
issue of international peace?

Very . Rather Rather ) Very
effective Effective effective ineffective Inefiective ineffective
Fi gb7eQuesneowems ointy of gl obal democr ac

Do you find global democracy necessary or unnecessary to solve the world’s problems?

Absolutely Rather Rather Absolutely
Necessary Unnecessary
necessary necessary unnecessary unnecessary

Figbh8eQuestion on gloldalppmdpmecr acyo6s d

Do you believe that a global democracy would be too distant from or close enough to
people to represent their will?

Definitely Too Rather Rather Close Definitely
too distant too close enouah close
distant distant enough g enough

Pag@a®h 40
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Figbh®eQuestionoononotiogl obgl t Hempaooecy

Do you think that a global democracy would be dominated by the world’s poor, the rich, or
neither?

Neither
Definitely By Rather by the Rather By Definitely
by the the by the poor by the the by the
poor poor poor nor by rich rich rich
the rich

FigbeQuestion on c wlbtadr ale nmbicwercsyi ty i

Do you think in a global democracy there would be more, less, or the same cultural
diversity in the world as today?

Much Rather The Rather Much
More Less
more more same less less
FigateQuestion about gl obal democracyo

Do you believe that global democracy would lead to more unity or conflict among
humankind?

Much Rather Rather Much
More More
more : more more : more
: unity : , conflict :
unity unity conflict conflict

Fiug6e2 Quieshhenri sk of global tyranny

Do you believe it is likely or unlikely that a global democracy could turn into a global
tyranny?

Very : Rather Rather : Very
likely LAY likely unlikely S unlikely

Pag@ad®d# 40
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Fig6BeQuestthenl ioknel i hood of gl obal dem

Do you think it is likely or unlikely that global democracy will ever become a reality?

Highly

‘ Likely Rather Rather Highly
likely

likely unlikely LY unlikely

Fi g64eQueosygli mmal democaoamyadtr idd free@ptrgesoet

“In a global democracy,
citizens of my country
would be better
represented in world
politics than currently.”

“In a global democracy,
citizens of my country
would be worse
represented in world
politics than currently.”

1 2 3 - 5 6

Fi g65eQueasbtogpuotobal democrmeytdisc edémadcr @
“Global democracy would “Global democracy would
strengthen democracy in weaken democracy in

my country.” my country.”
1 2 3 4 5 6

Fi g66eQueasbtoputobal democracyods effect o

“In a global democracy,
my country would
become more powerful
than it currently is.”

“In a global democracy,
my country would
become less powerful
than it currently is.”

1 2 3 4 5 6

Pag@adfn4o0
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Fi g6 7 e Qureasbtogubtb a | deghocefafcect on nati on

“In a global democracy, “In a global democracy,
citizens of my country citizens of my country
would become wealthier would become poorer
than now.” than now.”
1 2 3 4 5 6

Fig68eQuestion on gl obal |dgmdcrodcydd tfL

“The world population is “Global democracy would
too diverse for global work, despite the world
democracy to work.” population’s diversity.”
1 2 3 4 5 6

Fig6®eQuestion on fgdiadddliitggbthanof athés wo

“The world is too large for “Global democracy would
global democracy to work, despite the world’s
work.” size.”
1 2 3 4 5 6
FigubeQuesttheonposnsi bility of global de
"Global democracy is "Global democracy is
possible." impossible."
1 2 3 4 5 6

Pagea@# 40
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FigadteQuestion ognl o bmaplo rptoalnictei coafl parti

Would you find it important or unimportant to enable people worldwide to participate in
world politics?

L Not e Rather Highly
important : not . Important .
important : important important
at all important
Figd2eQuestion on ilmpsoovearnegiegdnof ndaepéenod

How important or unimportant do you find the principles of national sovereignty and
independence?

_ Not Not Rather Rather Highly
important . not . Important .
important . important important
at all important
Fi gdBeQueosnt iionnt ernati onal organizati on:

In principle, do you support or oppose current international organizations like the United
Nations?

Strongly Support Rather Rather Oppose Strongly
support support oppose oppose
Figuf#deQueosmri obbd ®lnvi ng capacity of intert

Do you believe that current international organizations like the United Nations are capable
or incapable of addressing the world’s problems?

Definitely Rather Rather Definitely
Capable ) Incapable .
capable capable incapable incapable

Pag@add# 40
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FigubQuesti onadabouwmtequladh ty

Some nations are poor, while others are rich. Do you think that is justified or unfair?

il B Justified Raicy RELITS Unfair S
justified justified unfair unfair

FiguBbeQuesdgi ohabndemocratic deficit
Do you find present-day world politics democratic or undemocratic?
e Not Rather not Rather Completely

democratic : . : Democratic )
at all democratic democratic democratic democratic

FiguYyeQuestion on compet iat igwes e Inametnit o n

In principle, do you think an election between competing political parties is a good or a bad
way of choosing a government?

Very Rather Rather
good Good good bad Bad Very bad

Fi gud8eQueosnt igopnob ad citciadn s

In principle, do you support or oppose globally oriented palitical actions like international
peacekeeping, development aid, and fighting climate change?

Sl auppen  fae fabe opes  Storgy

Fi gu®eQueasbtosuotmi | ari tgl ebalviiewwvsu e

Do you believe that your views on global issues like international peace, world poverty, and
climate change are similar to or different from the opinions of most people worldwide?

Very I Rather Rather . Very
similar il similar different Ll different

Pag@g@8®d# 4 0
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Fi g80eQueosnt irkempresent ati venessmof curr e

“The current global order “The current global order
represents the will of fails to represent the
most people in the will of most people in the
world.” world.”
1 2 3 4 5 6

Fi g8t eQueosnt idcenmocracy as a form of govi

“In principle, democracy “In principle, democracy
is the best form of is the worst form of
government.” government.”
1 2 3 ) 5 6

Fi g82eQuestion on tndst iglnoahl alg orveesr pnonmesni b

“My country should

“My country should take avoid taking
responsibility in responsibility in
managing the world’s managing the world’s
problems.” problems.”
1 2 3 4 5 6

Fig8BeQuesdglioomalonati amrals ha ip

“I consider myself more

“I consider myself more a a citizen of my country
citizen of the world than than a citizen of the
a citizen of my country.” world.”
1 2 3 4 5 6
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Fi g84eQuest i-mmnghmorf@welglhnher s vs. compatr.i
“The well-being of “The well-being of
people in other people in my country is
countries is as more important to me
important to me as the than the well-being of
well-being of people in people in other
my country.” countries.”

1 2 3 ) 5 6

Fig8beKnowledge question about voting

Which of the following best describes the vote share system in the World Bank Group?
Each country has the same share of votes

The vote shares are proportional to countries’ population sizes.

The vote shares are based on economic coniributions and power.

Five countries have veto powers, while the other countries have just one vote each.

Fi g86eKnowl edgbeo ugtu el setaidoenr sahi p Fconvent.

Where have the Managing Directors of the International Monetary Fund (IMF) come from
thus far? Please select all that apply.

Alrica

Asia

Australia
Europe

Israel

Russia

South America
Switzerland

United States of America

Pag@g8@# 40
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Fig87YreKnowledge question about pempmaan

Which five United Nations members have permanent seats and veto rights in the Security
Council?

Argentina
Australia
Austria
Bangladesh
Belgium
Brazil
Bulgaria
Canada
Chile

China
Colombia
Congo (Democratic Republic)
Czech Republic
Denmark
Egypt
Ethiopia
Finland
France
Germany
Greece
Hungary
India
Indonesia
Iran

Ireland
Israel

Iltaly

Japan

Malaysia
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Fig88eKnowledge question about pempmdn

Mexico

Netherlands

New Zealand

Nigeria

MNorway

Pakistan

Philippines

Poland

Portugal

Romania

Russia

Saudi Arabia
Singapore

Slovakia

South Africa

South Korea

Spain

Sweden

Switzerland

Thailand

Turkey

United Arab Emirates
United Kingdom / Great Britain
United States of America

Vietnam
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Fig8deComprehension question about UN

What happens to a resolution in the United Nations Security Council if a permanent
member with veto power votes against it?

The resolution passes if a simple majority of the other members votes in favor of it.

The resolution passes if all other members vote in favor of it.

The resolution passes if two thirds of the other members vote in favor of it.

The resolution does not pass, regardless of how the other members vote.

FigadbPeComprehension quempiboabbonos vo

Imagine a parliament. Which of the following voting rules generally creates the lowest
hurdle for a proposal to pass?

An absolute majority (more than half of the votes)

A supermajority {(more than two thirds of the votes)

Consensus/unanmimity (all of the votes)

A relative majority (more votes than any other proposal)
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Figatlel | ustr at ieocno nosft rvuicgtnieotnt et ars k

Do you remember the global democracy positions of the political parties in
Germany which we showed you before? As far as you recall, and without any
help from outside sources, simply drag and drop the parties from the list on the
left to the correct box on the right. (The order of parties does not matter.)

Items
Support for global Opposition to

c Du democracy global democracy
CSU%e

Christian Democratic
Union /
Christian Social Union

Social Democratic Party

Alternative

fir
Deutschland

Alternative for Germany

Freie
Demokraten

Free Democratic Party

DIE LINKE.

The Left

BUNDNIS 90
DIE GRUNEN

Alliance 90 / The Greens
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Figaetlel lustration of vignette belief <c

Do your political party preferences and global democracy views influence each
other?

Yes

Why? Please select all that apply.

Because the issue of global democracy is not so important to you.

Because the views of your preferred party on global democracy are not so important
to you.

Because you do not believe that the political parties have these views on global

democracy.

Other reason:

Fi g8BrRemi nder about pseudonymization o

As stated in the consent form at the beginning, please remember that we will not associate
your real name with any of your responses in this survey. Now please answer this final set
of questions:

FiggdeQuestion ©ofnaiitmportance o

How important or unimportant is faith in your life?

Not Rather )
important ) Not not ) Rather Important ) Highly
important ) important important
at all important
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Figdba@stioni geplfat € ment

Many people speak of “left” and “right” when describing political ideoclogies. On a scale from
1 to 6, where would you place yourself on this spectrum? The score 1 means far left, 6
means far right, and 2 to 5 mean rather left or rather right.

Left
) (2) (3) (4) (5) ©)

Figaélel |l ustration of question about na

What is your nationality? If applicable, please select more than one choice and/or indicate

your other nationality/-ies.
German

Other nationality/-ies:

Figarlel |l ustration of question about ho

Which country did you mostly live in until you turned 18 years old?
Germany

Other country:
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Fi g88uesti omtshmiboumi nority status

Were you part of an ethnic minority group in the country that you grew up in?

Yes

No

Are you part of an ethnic minority group in the country that you currently live in?

Yes

No
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Fi g8®9Questi on about education

What is your highest attained or expected level of education based on the list
below?

No formal education

Started but did not complete primary/elementary school

Completed primary/elementary school

Started but did not complete secondary/high school

Completed secondary/high school

Started but did not complete university/college

Completed university/college (Bachelor/Master)

Started but did not complete doctoral studies

Completed doctoral studies (PhD)
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Figb®O®Questions about i ncome

Which currency do you mainly earn your income in?

Euro

Other currency:

In the currency you indicated above, what is the approximate yearly gross income (before
taxes) of yourself and those whom you may share an income with (for example, your
partner)?

How many people depend on the income you indicated above (for example, including
yourself, your partner, and your children if they do not have an own source of income)?

Number of people
depending on the
income:
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Figbo®Pebrief andpmitndl consent

UNIVERSITY OF

= OXFORD

Dear survey participant,

In line with the University of Oxford’s regulations and general research ethics, we must
inform you about the purpose of this study and the use of deception in this survey.

At the beginning of this questionnaire, you were informed that this survey relates to “current
affairs”. The full title of this doctoral research project is: “Who on earth wants global
democracy — and why (not)? A theoretical, observational, and experimental study of public
opinion”. The primary purpose of this survey is to study people’s positions on global
democratic reforms, in particular, the effect of party preferences on global democracy views
and vice-versa.

For scientific purposes this survey included some elements of deception. The
aforementioned positions of political parties regarding global democracy were
fictional. It was necessary to fabricate them because most political parties indeed do not
have publicly known positions on the topic of global democracy.

| understand that the stated positions of political parties on global democracy were not real.

Moreover, please note that we are not asking you to sign any petition, post anything
on Facebook, or donate to any advocacy group. The relevant questions were intended
to gauge the strength of your willingness to take action regarding global democracy.
Deception in experiments is a common scientific method, for example, the use of placebos
in medical trials. Nonetheless, we apologize for trying to deceive you as part of this study.

| understand that | am not expected to take any actions on global democracy as a result of my
answers in this survey.
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Figbo®debrief andpfarmalz consent

As stated throughout this survey, please rest assured that your responses are analyzed in
pseudonymous form and treated confidentially. This means that your response data will not
be associated with your real name (which remains unknown to the researcher), and that we
will not share infermation on your true identity with the public. Moreover, please note that
you may still withdraw your consent for using your survey responses by closing your
browser window. However, we reserve the right to only reimburse participants who
completed this survey in good faith and who consent to the use of their response data.

If you are concerned about any aspect of this project, please contact the researcher, Farsan
Ghassim (farsan. ghassim@politics .ox.ac.uk), or his supervisor, Professor Karolina Milewicz
(karolina.milewicz@politics .ox_ac.uk) — either directly or through Dynata

(https:/f'www dynata_com/company/contact/). We will do our best to answer your query. The
researcher should acknowledge your concern within ten working days and give you an
indication of how he intends to deal with it. If you remain unhappy or wish to make a formal
complaint, please contact the Chair of the Social Sciences & Humanities Inter-Divisional
Research Ethics Committee at the University of Oxford:

 E-mail ethics@socsci ox ac uk
+ Address: Research Services, University of Oxford, Wellington Square, Oxford, OX1
24D, United Kingdom

The Chair will seek to resolve the matter in a reasonably expeditious manner.

If you have read and understood the important infermation above and would like to confirm
your consent to the use of your pseudonymous response data, please proceed by clicking
the “Complete this survey” button below.

Complete this survey

Thank you very much again for contributing to this research project! We truly appreciate it.
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Figbodl |l ustration of confirmation val:i

For scientific purposes this survey included some elements of deception. The
aforementioned positions of political parties regarding global democracy were
fictional. It was necessary to fabricate them because most political parties indeed do not
have publicly known positions on the topic of global democracy.

| understand that the stated positions of political parties on global democracy were not real.

If you want to proceed, you need to read and confirm the following by clicking on the button
below.

Moreover, please note that we are not asking you to sign any petition, post anything
on Facebook, or donate to any advocacy group. The relevant questions were intended
to gauge the strength of your willingness to take action regarding global demaocracy.
Deception in experiments is a common scientific method, for example, the use of placebos
in medical trials. Nonetheless, we apologize for trying to deceive you as part of this study.

| understand that | am not expected to take any actions on global democracy as a result of my
answers in this survey.
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FigueBbntroductory prompt in UK survey

Figlb6:é Partisan expecsatvewnws question














































































































































































































































































































































































