ONLINE APPENDICES

Question Wording 
Question wording for moral issue attitudes
1992-1996 ANES 
1. “There has been some discussion about abortion during recent years. Which one of the opinions on this page best agrees with your view? You can just tell me the number of the opinion you choose. (1) By law, abortion should never be permitted. (2) The law should permit abortion only in case of rape, incest or when the woman's life is in danger. (3) The law should permit abortion for reasons other than rape, incest, or danger to the woman's life, but only after the need for the abortion has been clearly established. (4) By law, a woman should always be able to obtain an abortion as a matter of personal choice.” (4-point scale).
2. 101-point feeling thermometer: “Gay men and lesbians; that is, homosexuals.” 
3. “Do you favor or oppose laws to protect homosexuals against job discrimination?” Follow up probe gauges support as “Strongly or not strongly?” (4-point scale).
4. “Do you think homosexuals should be allowed to serve in the United States Armed Forces or don't you think so?” Follow up probe gauges support as “ “Strongly or not strongly?” (4-point A follow scale).


2000-2004 ANES 
1. Same wording as 1992-1996 abortion question. 
2. Same wording as 1992-1996 point feeling thermometer: 
3. Same wording as 1992-1996 “protect homosexuals against job discrimination” item.


2012-2013 ANES
1. “I’d like to describe a series of circumstances in which a woman might want to have an abortion. For each one, please tell me whether you favor, oppose, or neither favor nor oppose it being legal for a woman to have an abortion in that circumstance. . . . Staying pregnant would hurt the woman’s health but is very unlikely to cause her to die.”
2. “Staying pregnant could cause the woman to die.”
3. “The pregnancy was caused by the woman having sex with a blood relative.”
4. “The pregnancy was caused by the woman being raped.”
5. “The fetus will be born with a serious birth defect.”
6. “Having the child would be extremely difficult for the woman financially.”
7. “The child would not be the sex the woman wants.”
8. “If the woman chooses to have one.”

Respondents who said “favor” or “oppose” received a follow-up probing the intensity of their preference. Respondents who opted for the “neither” position got a follow up asking if they lean one way or the other. For each scenario, then, we have a nine-point scale that ranges from favoring abortion a great deal to opposing abortion a great deal.  

9. “Do you favor or oppose laws to protect gays and lesbians against job discrimination?”
10. “Do you think gays and lesbians should be allowed to serve in the armed forces or don’t you think so?”
11. “Do you think gay or lesbian couples should be legally permitted to adopt children?”
12. “Which of these statements comes closest to your views? Gay and lesbian couples should be allowed to legally marry. Gay and lesbian couples should be allowed to form civil unions but not legally marry. There should be no legal recognition of a gay or lesbian couple’s relationship.”

For Q9-Q10, respondents receive a branching question that asks whether they feel strongly or not strongly about their preference, which yields four-point items.


2016-2020 NES 
1. Same wording as 1992-1996 abortion question. 
2. [bookmark: _Hlk130471689]“Do you favor or oppose laws to protect gays and lesbians against job discrimination?” Follow up probe gauges support as “Strongly or not strongly?” (4-point scale).
3. “Which comes closest to your views? Gay and lesbian couples should be allowed to legally marry. Gay and lesbian couples should be allowed to form civil unions but not legally marry. There should be no legal recognition of a gay or lesbian couple’s relationship.” (3-point scale).
4. “Do you think business owners who provide wedding-related services should be allowed to refuse services to same-sex couples if same-sex marriage violates their religious beliefs, or do you think business owners should be required to provide services regardless of a couple’s sexual orientation?” (6-point scale).

2006-2010, 2008-2012, & 2010-2014 GSS
1. [bookmark: _Hlk130471762]“Please tell me whether or not you think it should be possible for a pregnant woman to obtain a legal abortion if  . .. the woman wants it for any reason?” (E)
2. “. . .  there is a strong chance of serious defect in the baby?” (T)
3. “. . . the woman's own health is seriously endangered by the pregnancy?”  (T)
4. “. . . she is married and does not want any more children?” (E)
5. “. . . the family has a very low income and cannot afford any more children?” (E)
6. “. . . she became pregnant as a result of rape?” (T)
7.  “. . . she is not married and does not want to marry the man?” (E)

Yes-no response options for all questions. (T) indicates item used in “traumatic” abortion mini-scale. (E) indicates items used in “elective abortion” mini-scale. These means we use an E and T additive scales in the CFA models below.

8. “What about sexual relations between two adults of the same sex—do you think it is always wrong, almost always wrong, wrong only sometimes, or not wrong at all?” (4-point scale, agree/disagree format).
9. “Do you agree or disagree with the following statement: Homosexual couples have the right to marry one another.” (5-point scale, agree/disagree format)


1992-2020 ANES Cumulative file
1. Same wording as 1992-1996 abortion question. 
2. Same wording as 2012-2013 gay adoption question
3. Same wording as 1992-1996 “protect homosexuals against job discrimination” item.
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[bookmark: _Hlk150845961]Table A1: The Impact of Authoritarianism on Moral Issue Attitudes, Cross Lagged OLS Estimates for Non-Black Respondents
		 	 
	
	1992-1996
	2000-2004
	2006-10
	2008-12
	2010-14
	2016-2020

	Moral issuest-1
	0.72**
	0.68**
	0.89**
	0.84**
	0.81**
	0.63**

	
	(14.57)
	(10.75)
	(18.84)
	(21.99)
	(25.42)
	(22.83)

	Authoritarianismt-1
	0.05
	0.06
	0.00
	0.03
	0.07
	0.06**

	
	(1.33)
	(1.30)
	(0.05)
	(0.59)
	(1.51)
	(4.03)

	Party IDt-1
	0.07*
	0.01
	-0.00
	0.01
	0.07
	0.11**

	
	(2.06)
	(0.19)
	(-0.50)
	(0.36)
	(1.68)
	(5.79)

	Aget-1
	0.00
	-0.00
	-0.00
	0.001
	-0.00
	0.001**

	
	(0.66)
	(-0.40)
	(-0.28)
	(1.59)
	(-0.21)
	(4.35)

	Femalet-1
	-0.04*
	-0.01
	0.06*
	0.02
	-0.01
	-0.01

	
	(-2.13)
	(-0.25)
	(2.20)
	(0.90)
	(-0.36)
	(-0.88)

	Marriedt-1
	-0.02
	0.04
	-0.02
	0.02
	0.01
	-0.01

	
	(-1.21)
	(1.59)
	(-1.38)
	(0.86)
	(0.26)
	(-0.56)

	College graduatet-1
	-0.01
	-0.07**
	-0.06*
	-0.02
	-0.01
	-0.00

	
	(-0.64)
	(-2.74)
	(-2.06)
	(-0.80)
	(-0.44)
	(-0.24)

	Southt-1
	0.02
	-0.01
	-0.05*
	0.01
	0.01
	0.01

	
	(1.09)
	(-0.43)
	(-2.25)
	(0.40)
	(0.40)
	(1.47)

	Constant
	0.08*
	0.09
	0.05
	-0.02
	-0.01
	-0.05**

	
	(2.01)
	(1.45)
	(0.68)
	(-0.60)
	(-0.28)
	(-2.97)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2 
	0.65
	0.58
	0.72
	0.72
	0.71
	0.62

	F test 
	101.14**
	36.00**
	251.00**
	124.64**
	180.36**
	378.56**

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Number of observations
	371
	312
	159
	335
	302
	2,132



* p < .05, ** p < .01 (two-tailed test).
Notes: Ordinary least squares estimates. Unstandardized coefficients reported with t-statistics in parentheses. Estimates adjusted to account for the complex sample design. Moral issues and authoritarianism are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing issue conservatism and support for authoritarian values, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 range except age, which is measured in years. 



Table A2: The Impact of Authoritarianism on Moral Issue Attitudes, Cross Lagged EIV Estimates for Non-Black Respondents
		 	 
	
	1992-1996
	2000-2004
	2006-10
	2008-12
	2010-14
	2016-2020

	Moral issuest-1
	0.98**
	1.10**
	0.92**
	0.92**
	0.86**
	0.92**

	
	(16.45)
	(14.35)
	(15.04)
	(23.65)
	(20.37)
	(33.83)

	Authoritarianismt-1
	-0.02
	0.01
	-0.07
	0.02
	0.10
	0.00

	
	(-0.46)
	(0.15)
	(-0.66)
	(0.32)
	(1.44)
	(0.06)

	Party IDt-1
	0.03
	-0.09**
	0.00
	-0.01
	0.03
	0.02

	
	(0.97)
	(-2.81)
	(0.06)
	(-0.44)
	(0.86)
	(1.12)

	Aget-1
	0.00
	0.00
	-0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.001**

	
	(0.93)
	(0.29)
	(-0.38)
	(0.99)
	(0.12)
	(3.09)

	Femalet-1
	-0.01
	0.03
	0.03
	0.03
	-0.01
	0.00

	
	(-0.36)
	(1.55)
	(0.82)
	(1.39)
	(-0.77)
	(0.23)

	Marriedt-1
	-0.03
	0.00
	-0.04
	0.02
	0.01
	-0.01

	
	(-1.42)
	(0.29)
	(-1.47)
	(0.85)
	(0.29)
	(-1.51)

	College graduatet-1
	0.01
	-0.01
	-0.07*
	-0.03
	0.00
	0.01

	
	(0.35)
	(-0.71)
	(-2.23)
	(-1.04)
	(0.00)
	(1.43)

	Southt-1
	0.01
	-0.02
	-0.04*
	-0.02
	0.02
	-0.00

	
	(0.62)
	(-1.17)
	(-1.23)
	(-0.58)
	(0.74)
	(-0.17)

	Constant
	-0.00
	-0.03
	0.08
	-0.01
	-0.03
	-0.04**

	
	(-0.06)
	(-0.95)
	(1.07)
	(-0.32)
	(-0.69)
	(-2.45)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2 
	0.78
	0.78
	0.73
	0.76
	0.77
	0.77

	F test 
	101.73**
	89.56**
	85.84**
	197.10**
	182.55**
	566.02**

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Number of observations
	371
	581
	159
	335
	302
	2,248



* p < .05, ** p < .01 (one-tailed test).
Notes: Errors-in-variables estimates. Unstandardized coefficients reported with t-statistics in parentheses. Moral issues and authoritarianism are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing issue conservatism and support for authoritarian values, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 range except age, which is measured in years. 



Table A3: The Impact of Moral Issue Attitudes on Authoritarianism, Cross Lagged OLS Estimates for Non-Black Respondents
		 	 
	
	2006-2010
	2008-2012
	2010-2014
	2012-2013
	2016-2020

	Moral issuest-1
	-0.02
	0.20**
	0.20**
	0.22**
	0.16**

	
	(-0.34)
	(4.23)
	(5.69)
	(3.54)
	(5.18)

	Authoritarianismt-1
	0.55**
	0.37**
	0.42**
	0.53**
	0.54**

	
	(9.37)
	(6.74)
	(7.49)
	(11.51)
	(23.05)

	Party IDt-1
	-0.02
	-0.05
	0.05
	0.03
	0.00

	
	(-0.41)
	(-1.38)
	(1.03)
	(0.74)
	(0.03)

	Aget-1
	-0.00
	-0.00
	-0.00
	0.00
	0.002**

	
	(-1.48)
	(-1.10)
	(-0.78)
	(0.68)
	(4.33)

	Femalet-1
	-0.05*
	0.03
	-0.07**
	0.00
	-0.00

	
	(-1.99)
	(1.34)
	(-2.91)
	(0.16)
	(-0.25)

	Marriedt-1
	0.06*
	-0.05*
	-0.01
	-0.01
	0.01

	
	(2.28)
	(-2.06)
	(-0.37)
	(-0.40)
	(0.33)

	College graduatet-1
	-0.13**
	-0.06*
	0.01
	-0.07**
	-0.09**

	
	(-4.48)
	(-2.16)
	(0.32)
	(-2.60)
	(-5.87)

	Southt-1
	0.06*
	0.04
	0.03
	-0.02
	0.00

	
	(2.18)
	(1.23)
	(1.41)
	(-0.70)
	(0.03)

	Constant
	0.31**
	0.19**
	0.11*
	0.15**
	0.10**

	
	(3.85)
	(4.07)
	(2.19)
	(3.28)
	(3.33)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2 
	0.37
	0.34
	0.42
	0.46
	0.43

	F test 
	22.04**
	21.71**
	34.53**
	39.74**
	251.88**

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Number of observations
	171
	349
	312
	593
	2,235



* p < .05, ** p < .01 (one-tailed test).
Notes: Ordinary least squares estimates. Unstandardized coefficients reported with t-statistics in parentheses. Estimates adjusted to account for the complex sample design. Moral issues and authoritarianism are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing issue conservatism and support for authoritarian values, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 range except age, which is measured in years. 




Table A4: The Impact of Moral Issue Attitudes on Authoritarianism, Cross Lagged EIV Estimates for Non-Black Respondents
		 	 
	
	2006-2010
	2008-2012
	2010-2014
	2012-2013
	2016-2020

	Moral issuest-1
	-0.08
	0.10*
	0.11*
	0.06
	0.16**

	
	(-0.90)
	(2.14)
	(1.99)
	(0.93)
	(4.90)

	Authoritarianismt-1
	0.77**
	0.67**
	0.70**
	0.78**
	0.73**

	
	(6.03)
	(8.17)
	(7.69)
	(14.81)
	(28.24)

	Party IDt-1
	0.01
	-0.06
	0.03
	0.06
	-0.02

	
	(0.18)
	(1.54)
	(0.80)
	(1.75)
	(-0.90)

	Aget-1
	-0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.001**

	
	(-1.19)
	(0.07)
	(0.30)
	(0.34)
	(4.01)

	Femalet-1
	-0.02
	0.04
	-0.05
	0.00
	-0.01

	
	(-0.61)
	(1.65)
	(-1.95)
	(0.18)
	(-0.58)

	Marriedt-1
	0.06
	-0.06**
	0.01
	-0.03
	0.01

	
	(1.43)
	(-2.62)
	(0.41)
	(-1.60)
	(0.48)

	College graduatet-1
	-0.10**
	-0.04
	0.02
	-0.05*
	-0.04**

	
	(-2.57)
	(-1.48)
	(0.75)
	(-2.18)
	(-3.12)

	Southt-1
	0.04
	0.04
	-0.00
	0.01
	-0.01

	
	(1.09)
	(1.26)
	(-0.18)
	(0.33)
	(-0.53)

	Constant
	0.19*
	0.09*
	0.01
	0.06
	0.01

	
	(2.03)
	(2.09)
	(0.17)
	(1.42)
	(0.43)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2 
	0.41
	0.44
	0.51
	0.54
	0.55

	F test 
	11.72**
	26.43**
	26.27**
	73.57**
	337.79**

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Number of observations
	171
	349
	312
	608
	2,235



* p < .05, ** p < .01 (one-tailed test).
Notes: Errors in variables estimates. Unstandardized coefficients reported with t-statistics in parentheses. Estimates adjusted to account for the complex sample design. Moral issues and authoritarianism are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing issue conservatism and support for authoritarian values, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 range except age, which is measured in years. 

Table A5: Effect of Moral Issues on Authoritarianism controlling for Pre-Adult Socialization other Background Covariates, OLS Estimates 2012 GSS Non-Black Respondents

		
	2012

	Moral issues08
	0.11*

		
	(2.14)

	Authoritarianism08
	0.37**

	
	(5.84)

	Party ID08
	-0.02

	
	(-0.56)

	Age
	-0.00

	
	(-1.21)

	Woman
	0.01

	
	(0.18)

	Married
	-0.01

	
	(-0.37)

	College graduate
	-0.06*

	
	(-1.88)

	South
	0.03

	
	(0.80)

	Babies at home
	-0.03

	
	(-1.05)

	Preteens at home
	-0.01

	
	(-0.40)

	Teens at home
	-0.02

	
	(-0.55)

	Rural resident at 16
	0.00

	
	(0.14)

	Big city resident at 16
	0.01

	
	(0.13)

	Mother’s education
	-0.38**

	
	(-3.32)

	Father’s education
	0.07

	
	(0.87)

	Constant
	0.43**

	
	(4.35)

	
	

	R2 
	0.39

	F test 
	12.37*

	
	

	Number of observations
	264



* p < .05 (two-tailed test).
Notes: OLS = ordinary least squares estimates. The t statistics are in parentheses. All estimates adjusted to account for the complex sample design. Culture war issues and AL values so higher scores reflect conservative positions. All variables lie on a 0-1 range except age, which is measured in years.

Table A6: Effect of Moral Issues on Authoritarianism controlling for other Background Covariates and Personality, OLS Estimates 2016 ANES Non-Black Respondents

			 	 
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3 
	Model4

	Moral issues16
	0.14**
	0.13**
	0.15**
	0.11**

	
	(4.72)
	(3.70)
	(4.72)
	(2.91)

	Authoritarianism16
	0.52**
	0.53**
	0.53**
	0.51**

	
	(20.63)
	(22.43)
	(22.81)
	(20.51)

	Party ID16
	0.01
	0.00
	-0.00
	0.01

	
	(0.47)
	(0.04)
	(-0.18)
	(0.27)

	Age
	0.00**
	0.00**
	0.00**
	0.00**

	
	(3.47)
	(4.20)
	(4.23)
	(3.14)

	Woman
	0.00
	-0.01
	-0.00
	-0.00

	
	(0.17)
	(-0.49)
	(-0.19)
	(-0.12)

	Married
	0.01
	0.01
	0.00
	0.01

	
	(0.43)
	(0.36)
	(0.24)
	(0.41)

	College graduate
	-0.08**
	-0.09**
	-0.09**
	-0.08**

	
	(-5.49)
	(-5.76)
	(-5.81)
	(-5.40)

	South
	0.00
	-0.00
	0.00
	-0.00

	
	(0.01)
	(-0.29)
	(0.01)
	(-0.32)

	Number children < 18
	-0.01
	
	
	-0.01

	
	(-1.20)
	
	
	(-1.54)

	Rural resident
	0.04**
	
	
	0.04**

	
	(2.48)
	
	
	(2.35)

	Big city resident 
	0.06**
	
	
	0.06**

	
	(2.97)
	
	
	(3.04)

	Has gay family member
	0.01
	
	
	0.02

	
	(0.78)
	
	
	(1.16)

	Has gay friend
	-0.06**
	
	
	-0.06**

	
	(-4.36)
	
	
	(-3.95)

	Gender conservatism
	
	0.01
	
	0.01

	
	
	(0.28)
	
	(0.11)

	Biblical literalism
	
	0.05*
	
	0.04

	
	
	(2.12)
	
	(1.76)

	Religious commitment
	
	0.00
	
	0.02

	
	
	(0.15)
	
	(0.79)

	Openness to experience 
	
	
	-0.08**
	-0.08*

	
	
	
	(-2.50)
	(-2.26)

	Constant
	0.11**
	0.10**
	0.16**
	0.17**

	
	(3.63)
	(2.79)
	(3.60)
	(3.45)

	
	
	
	
	

	R2 
	0.43
	0.43
	0.43
	0.43

	F test 
	200.37**
	180.45**
	216.61**
	162.15**

	
	
	
	
	

	Number of observations
	2,220
	2,217
	2,217
	2,201



* p < .05, ** p < .01 (two-tailed test).
Notes: OLS = ordinary least squares estimates. Unstandardized coefficients reported with t-statistics in parentheses. Estimates adjusted to account for the complex sample design. Moral issues and conformity/self-direction values are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing issue conservatism and support for conformity, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 range except age, which is measured in years.





























Table A7: The Impact of Authoritarianism & Moral Issue Attitudes on Party ID for Non-Black Respondents, 1992-2008
		 	 
	
	1992 M1 
	1992 M2
	2000  M1
	2000 M2
	2004 M1
	2004 M2
	2008 M1
	2008 M2

	Age
	
	-0.00**
	
	-0.00**
	
	-0.00**
	
	-0.00*

	
	
	(-3.98)
	
	(-3.83)
	
	(-2.90)
	
	(-2.30)

	Hispanic
	
	-0.09**
	
	-0.05
	
	-0.11*
	
	-0.15**

	
	
	(-2.93)
	
	(-1.15)
	
	(-2.39)
	
	(-4.33)

	Woman
	
	-0.02
	
	-0.01
	
	-0.02
	
	-0.02

	
	
	(-1.38)
	
	(-0.55)
	
	(-0.59)
	
	(-0.71)

	College graduate
	
	0.08**
	
	0.07**
	
	0.02
	
	0.02

	
	
	(3.90)
	
	(2.71)
	
	(0.52)
	
	(0.64)

	Married
	
	-0.02
	
	0.03
	
	0.03
	
	0.00

	
	
	(-0.98)
	
	(1.25)
	
	(1.04)
	
	(0.10)

	Middle income
	
	0.03
	
	0.07**
	
	0.06
	
	0.05

	
	
	(1.26)
	
	(2.63)
	
	(1.92)
	
	(1.31)

	Upper income
	
	0.08**
	
	0.02
	
	0.10**
	
	0.16**

	
	
	(3.30)
	
	(0.53)
	
	(2.69)
	
	(3.52)

	Wealthy income
	
	0.18**
	
	0.11*
	
	0.18**
	
	0.25**

	
	
	(4.45)
	
	(2.25)
	
	(3.55)
	
	(3.62)

	South
	
	-0.03
	
	0.03
	
	0.04
	
	0.07*

	
	
	(-1.64)
	
	(1.36)
	
	(1.40)
	
	(2.38)

	Church attendance
	
	-0.02
	
	-0.03
	
	-0.02
	
	0.00

	
	
	(-1.82)
	
	(-1.73)
	
	(-1.06)
	
	(0.13)

	Religion important 
	
	-0.03
	
	0.04
	
	-0.02
	
	0.06

	
	
	(-1.64)
	
	(1.44)
	
	(-0.68)
	
	(1.63)

	Biblical literalism
	
	0.01
	
	-0.06*
	
	-0.02
	
	0.01

	
	
	(0.25)
	
	(-2.33)
	
	(-0.45)
	
	(0.35)

	Authoritarianism
	-0.10**
	-0.01
	-0.01
	0.05
	0.04
	0.12*
	-0.06
	-0.01

	
	(-3.47)
	(-0.19)
	(-0.15)
	(1.39)
	(0.84)
	(2.46)
	(-1.10)
	(-0.23)

	Moral issues
	0.32**
	0.33**
	0.30**
	0.32**
	0.35**
	0.37**
	0.34**
	0.35**

	
	(11.15)
	(10.06)
	(8.68)
	(8.38)
	(8.02)
	(7.60)
	(7.42)
	(6.86)

	Constant 
	0.38**
	0.45**
	0.37**
	0.41**
	0.37**
	0.42**
	0.40**
	0.33**

	
	(21.22)
	(8.56)
	(16.12)
	(5.82)
	(14.69)
	(5.07)
	(11.28)
	(3.70)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2 
	0.07
	0.13
	0.08
	0.13
	0.12
	0.18
	0.09
	0.20

	F test 
	62.84**
	16.44**
	42.58**
	12.16**
	42.23**
	10.88**
	28.13**
	11.85**

	N
	1,583
	1,481
	1,193
	1,145
	823
	787
	723
	683



* p < .05, ** p < .01 (two-tailed test).
Notes: Ordinary least squares estimates. Unstandardized coefficients reported with t-statistics in parentheses. Estimates adjusted to account for the complex sample design. Moral issues and authoritarianism are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing issue conservatism and support for authoritarian values, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 range except age, which is measured in years.


















Online Table A8: The Impact of Authoritarianism & Moral Issue Attitudes on Party ID for Non-Black Respondents, 2012-2020
		 	 
	
	2012 M1 
	2012 M2
	2016 M1
	2016 M2
	2020 M1
	2020 M2

	Age
	
	-0.00*
	
	-0.00
	
	-0.00**

	
	
	(-2.24)
	
	(-1.41)
	
	(-3.01)

	Hispanic
	
	-0.16**
	
	-0.21**
	
	-0.19**

	
	
	(-5.87)
	
	(-9.78)
	
	(-9.16)

	Woman
	
	-0.02
	
	-0.05**
	
	-0.05**

	
	
	(-1.26)
	
	(-3.45)
	
	(-4.54)

	College graduate
	
	0.05*
	
	-0.01
	
	-0.03**

	
	
	(2.52)
	
	(-0.87)
	
	(-2.89)

	Married
	
	0.03
	
	0.03*
	
	0.04**

	
	
	(1.65)
	
	(2.28)
	
	(3.33)

	Middle income
	
	0.06**
	
	0.07**
	
	0.03

	
	
	(2.78)
	
	(3.84)
	
	(1.75)

	Upper income
	
	0.08**
	
	0.08**
	
	0.05**

	
	
	(3.11)
	
	(4.53)
	
	(3.07)

	Wealthy income
	
	0.09
	
	0.18**
	
	0.06*

	
	
	(1.84)
	
	(4.45)
	
	(2.33)

	South
	
	0.03
	
	0.05**
	
	0.04**

	
	
	(1.61)
	
	(3.62)
	
	(3.40)

	Church attendance
	
	-0.00
	
	-0.02*
	
	-0.01

	
	
	(-0.14)
	
	(-2.03)
	
	(-0.92)

	Religion important 
	
	0.07**
	
	0.06**
	
	0.07**

	
	
	(3.16)
	
	(3.75)
	
	(4.72)

	Biblical literalism
	
	-0.03
	
	-0.00
	
	0.06**

	
	
	(-1.29)
	
	(-0.13)
	
	(3.19)

	Authoritarianism
	0.02
	0.06*
	0.08**
	0.11**
	0.18**
	0.17**

	
	(0.64)
	(2.07)
	(3.60)
	(4.72)
	(9.62)
	(8.23)

	Moral issues
	0.45**
	0.43**
	0.43**
	0.38**
	0.55**
	0.46**

	
	(16.11)
	(12.56)
	(17.27)
	(13.33)
	(25.30)
	(17.58)

	Constant 
	0.35**
	0.29**
	0.34**
	0.33**
	0.30**
	0.34**

	
	(19.52)
	(5.55)
	(27.86)
	(7.88)
	(34.59)
	(9.36)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2 
	0.17
	0.22
	0.16
	0.24
	0.24
	0.31

	F test 
	149.73**
	37.12**
	218.27**
	59.88**
	598.98**
	132.47**

	N
	2,179
	2,128
	3,161
	3,020
	6,302
	5,603



* p < .05, ** p < .01 (two-tailed test).
Notes: Ordinary least squares estimates. Unstandardized coefficients reported with t-statistics in parentheses. Estimates adjusted to account for the complex sample design. Moral issues and authoritarianism are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing issue conservatism and support for authoritarian values, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 range except age, which is measured in years.


Table A9: The Impact of Authoritarianism & Moral Issue Attitudes on Party ID for Non-Black Respondents, Pooled Estimates 
		 	 
	
	1992-2012 
M1 
	1992-2012 
M2
	2016-2020 
M1
	2020 
M2

	Age
	
	-0.00**
	
	-0.00**

	
	
	(-6.42)
	
	(-3.21)

	Hispanic
	
	-0.12**
	
	-0.19**

	
	
	(-7.61)
	
	(-12.61)

	Woman
	
	-0.02
	
	-0.05**

	
	
	(-1.95)
	
	(-5.81)

	College graduate
	
	0.05**
	
	-0.03**

	
	
	(4.60)
	
	(-2.87)

	Married
	
	0.01
	
	0.04**

	
	
	(1.44)
	
	(4.13)

	Middle income
	
	0.05**
	
	0.04**

	
	
	(4.65)
	
	(3.70)

	Upper income
	
	0.08**
	
	0.06**

	
	
	(6.19)
	
	(5.00)

	Wealthy income
	
	0.15**
	
	0.09**

	
	
	(6.40)
	
	(4.14)

	South
	
	0.03*
	
	0.04**

	
	
	(2.54)
	
	(4.69)

	Church attendance
	
	-0.01
	
	-0.01*

	
	
	(-1.85)
	
	(-2.05)

	Religion important 
	
	0.03**
	
	0.07**

	
	
	(2.75)
	
	(6.09)

	Biblical literalism
	
	-0.02
	
	0.03

	
	
	(-1.80)
	
	(2.55)

	Authoritarianism
	-0.02
	0.04*
	0.15**
	0.15**

	
	(-1.43)
	(2.24)
	(10.22)
	(9.42)

	Moral issues
	0.37**
	0.37**
	0.50**
	0.42**

	
	(23.71)
	(20.68)
	(30.60)
	(21.82)

	2000
	0.04**
	0.04**
	
	

	
	(2.88)
	(3.34)
	
	

	2004
	0.09**
	0.10**
	
	

	
	(5.70)
	(6.40)
	
	

	2008
	0.06**
	0.07**
	
	

	
	(3.64)
	(4.15)
	
	

	2012
	0.09**
	0.10**
	
	

	
	(7.37)
	(8.16)
	
	

	2020
	
	
	0.05**
	0.05**

	
	
	
	(5.50)
	(5.28)

	Constant
	0.31
	0.30**
	0.28**
	0.31**

	
	(24.89)
	(9.75)
	(29.61)
	(11.04)

	
	
	
	
	

	R2 
	0.11
	0.16
	0.21
	0.28

	F test 
	105.02**
	58.04**
	547.73**
	172.38**

	N
	6,501
	6,213
	9,464
	8,623



* p < .05, ** p < .01 (two-tailed test).
Notes: Ordinary least squares estimates. Unstandardized coefficients reported with t-statistics in parentheses. Estimates adjusted to account for the complex sample design. Moral issues and authoritarianism are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing issue conservatism and support for authoritarian values, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 range except age, which is measured in years.


























[bookmark: _GoBack]Table A10: The Impact of Authoritarianism and Moral Issues on Party ID, Cross Lagged OLS Estimates for Non-Black Respondents
		 	 
	
	1992-1996
	2000-2004
	2006-2010
	2008-2012
	2010-2014
	2012-2013
	2016-2020

	Party ID
	0.80**
	0.91**
	0.61**
	0.78**
	0.82**
	0.86**
	0.72**

	
	(18.46)
	(25.00)
	(7.93)
	(22.88)
	(20.58)
	(29.65)
	(33.27)

	Moral issuest-1
	0.24**
	0.02
	0.20*
	0.06
	0.10**
	0.08*
	0.20**

	
	(8.16)
	(0.27)
	(2.69)
	(1.48)
	(3.42)
	(2.12)
	(6.29)

	Authoritarianismt-1
	-0.01
	-0.11
	-0.12
	0.01
	-0.02
	0.02
	0.07**

	
	(-0.37)
	(-1.92)
	(-1.23)
	(0.29)
	(-0.55)
	(0.73)
	(4.07)

	Aget-1
	-0.00
	-0.00
	0.00
	-0.00
	-0.00
	0.00
	0.00

	
	(-1.03)
	(-0.96)
	(1.00)
	(-1.08)
	(-1.22)
	(0.17)
	(0.72)

	Femalet-1
	-0.03
	0.02
	0.03
	-0.02
	0.01
	-0.02
	-0.01

	
	(-1.41)
	(0.60)
	(1.33)
	(-0.87)
	(0.66)
	(-1.76)
	(-1.02)

	Marriedt-1
	-0.01
	-0.01
	0.04
	-0.06*
	0.01
	0.01
	0.02

	
	(-0.59)
	(-0.21)
	(1.15)
	(-2.38)
	(0.47)
	(0.41)
	(1.79)

	College graduatet-1
	0.05*
	-0.02
	0.03
	0.01
	0.02
	0.01
	-0.03*

	
	(2.19)
	(-0.65)
	(0.69)
	(0.25)
	(0.81)
	(0.48)
	(-2.44)

	Southt-1
	0.01
	-0.01
	-0.02
	0.03
	0.01
	0.01
	0.00

	
	(0.44)
	(-0.25)
	(-0.47)
	(1.10)
	(0.49)
	(0.50)
	(0.05)

	Constant
	0.03
	0.16
	0.02
	0.16**
	0.05
	0.03
	0.05*

	
	(0.78)
	(1.36)
	(0.32)
	(3.54)
	(1.39)
	(1.40)
	(2.06)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2 
	0.65
	0.67
	0.51
	0.65
	0.70
	0.84
	0.63

	F test 
	148.30**
	100.96**
	67.11**
	91.12**
	113.55**
	314.70**
	561.17**

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Number of observations
	449
	336
	172
	352
	313
	594
	2,257



* p < .05, ** p < .01 (two-tailed test).
Notes: Ordinary least squares estimates. Unstandardized coefficients reported with t-statistics in parentheses. Estimates adjusted to account for the complex sample design. Moral issues and authoritarianism are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing issue conservatism and support for authoritarian values, respectively. Party ID coded so higher scores reflect strong ID with the GOP. All variables lie on a 0-1 range except age, which is measured in years.


