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Abstfact: In this article, we examine black attitu'des towargl Bweliecul;e gsi) z; It;ll.;r:'lct{;rz
of racial-identity, internalized racism ar_ld afflec‘uon towar blar o ooeps i
that black feelings towards domestic policy from wl-nch acks n (e
oy \fare) are augmented by the presence of an Afrlcan—Amepcan pres 1—;
blach Wehareubscribe to the notion of “linked fate™ will }Je more Iﬂcely to suI:;ptc;1
bla(lzlks vlv'c?es' however, blacks who reject the notion of “linked fate” and g(;ccpt a:
S1\}11(';1 0 1h oif individu,alism will point to the existence of an Ob ama presz1 te}rxlctythe
gr;:; t(;lr:lt);uch policies are extrinsic to blick E(I)ciiecionon;;:l ;n;‘l?;l;tl}; Sa:; ; upsz the
i i sire by other blacks to pu pw;
ng;g'draMng:elosvt;? liall:(lz{k‘s)fvfo possiss internalized racism are expecgd.to r;g) c:)cgt
mo ress-ive policies that impact a disproportiopate number of bl.acks. . 'smgaCial_
pa an National Election Studies Time Series Data, we test for positive rd.
ﬁilerﬁcrig and internalized racism in predicting attines towa?d ‘.:vel‘far.a.1 O(;;rn fgli;y 1;153
r expectations as the level of intemal_izqd racism, racial i ity and
S?? p(t)irt Olloward President Obama proved to be significant in ex.plammg a 1f e
io\szrc? \lefelfare However, ideology, party identification and socioeconomic fatle

to significantly explain opposition to welfare.
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from citizens regardless of race, clags, or gender. The election
of Barack Obama raises questions over theinfluence that
electing the first Black President may have on shaping and changing attitudes
toward this highly charged issue. It has been well documented that citizens employ
stereotypes and other heuristics when making political decisions and when
expressing their political attitudes. The extant literature reveals that citizens are

Welfare 1s a policy issue that evokes strong emotions and opinions

~ influenced by what social and political efites say and the way in which the media

report these comments (Sniderman, Brody & Tetlock, 1991; Zaller, 1992}, Such
research is rooted in the notion that many citizens use shortcuts to make political

Jjudgments, in some cases relying on trusted sources (e.g., national/local leaders) for
information (Kuklinski & Hurley, 1994; Mondak, 1993),

Over the last few presidential election cycles, blacks have supported the

Democratic candidate with approximately 90 percent of their vote, To some, such
support might serve as a proxy for black voters’ support for a progressive agenda
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candidates.! Prior research indicates that black

and sole support for progressive
support for progressive policies is a function of both black consciousness (Nie,

Verba & Petrocik 1979) and racial-identity (Gurin, Hatcheit, & Jackson, 1989}. For
example, Tate (1993) finds that black support for Jesse Jackson in his bid fo
become President in 1984 was directly related to black racial-identity.
At the same time that blacks provided their support for the Democratic
presidential candidate at record highs, scholars documented a decrease in black
support for anumber of pro gressive social programs. In other words, there has been
a move to the right by blacks on a variety of public policy issues. Tate (2010) finds
that an increasing number of blacks are becoming much cooler in their support for
social welfare progrars, despite the sizeable number of blacks who continue to live
in poverty. Tate (2010) offers two potential explanations: 1) elites frame the issues
for blacks and blacks respond accordingly, and 2) blacks also embrace negative
racial stereotypes as an explanation for blacks as dependents of welfare. Indeed,
in her analysis of black support for welfare reform, Tate (2010) posits that a
majority of blacks may have followed the leadership of Bill Clinton and that many
blacks may have bought into the negative stereotypes associated with black
recipients of welfare. As it relates to Clinton, Tate (2010) suggests that Clinton
vacillated on the issue of welfare, mostly by addressing it as alternately
ameliorative and pejorative to the black socioeconomic condition, Clinton entered
the presidential race in 1992 by using language such as “ending welfare as we Imow
it and “mend not end” programs such as affirmative action. Such language
arguably proved to be appealing to hlacks for a number of reasons. On one hand,
because of the strong racial-identity blacks have held over the years, they still -
perceive structural barriers as one of the justifications for the continuing presence
of the disproportionate number of blacks living in poverty. On the other hand,

given the strong negative-stereotypes associated with blacks (i.e., blacks are -

“lazy’"), many blacks—Tlike many whites —are also expected to blame blacks for

their failures. For Tate (2010), such attitudes point to a potential decline in black
conscicusness in the black cormmumnity.
In addition to Tate’s assessment, Michael Dawson also examines black -
opposition to welfare. Dawson (1994) finds that support for redistributive
economic pelicies was a function of blacks’ perceived “linked fate” with othet
blacks. The author also finds that class served as a constraint to the perceived
linked fate, as individuals who possessed higher education and income were less’
likely to support economic redistribution. Even though Tate mentions negative
stereotypes of blacks as a plausible explanation for support for welfare reform, the
author was unable to test this position. Likewise, Dawson (1994) only provides a
positive measurement of racial attitudes by also examining racial-identity as an-
explanation of opposition to economic redistributive services. .
Such analyses are copsistent with the research in the area of black politics. An
abundance of research exists that focuses on positive racial-identity. Scholars have.
measured positive racial-attitudes using a variety of variables. Racial-identity has
been researched under both “linked fate” and “common fate” (Tate, 1993 and"
Dawson, 1994). The linked or common-fate theory contends that because of their
shared history and experiences vis-4-vis whites (i.e., economic subordination and
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sa ) -
o :;riﬁlzr; ?Eeé:fhelm{ng majority qf blacks believe that what happens to blacks
e o i+em\.refDn impact on their personal lives. It has been measured using
oo halve : olyou think wl_lat happens generally to black people in this
g sr(}me_t hng to do w@ what happens in your life?”’For instance
A febl at;(onalBlack POhtl(l:S Survey, Harris-Lacewell (2004) report;
T be Stateoh ac _respondents ?)e_heve that what happens to other blacks in
Sxrortenes blas kas an impact on their individual lives. Hence, given their shared
infustic” (Curi ot o, 1989:497) Tathas o o s 8 victims of
surit il : , I than blaming themselve i
:;1];107:;)511:;11;: d1lspant1es betwe_cn blacks and whites irff the Unit:eclsSftcz)irtet;1 ) '?'?:::i
Sholars en mp gﬁg llalacﬁ CONSCIousness as avariable (Gurin & Epps, 1975: Miller
Guin Curin & Malano uk, 1981; Gurin, Miller, & Gurin, 1980; Gurin, Hatchett,
“Conscioug’” ifth,e bllng ez, 1981; Reese & Brpwn, 1995} identified blacks as being’
s inequaﬁﬁesyan ﬁem;hes?sten: a{xild pomte'd to racism and discrimination for
e 0 2 s oot y suggeste [?tiat their status in the United States was
Bm“l?nleglg ;z;{uo;gé;s% bf.?lck autonomy and:racial solidarity (Welch et al., 2002;
Do & Sha th’a o ,k a\;lls & Brown, 2002; Dawson, 2001) are coIlectivel;/ baseé
toneh ot zzlc S5 ould rer. almos‘t exclusively on other blacks to navigate
fogh socke y and improve their sgcxoeconomic condition. The comm
' naior between all of these labels is the shared experie i 1d
view possessed by blacks. periences andunique world
” nf(rilea;n ‘i{fs‘rmmr;otlge:;er undf{:rst-and the possessi‘on of positive and negative racial-
mong b,1acks i e work of W.E.B. Du Buis. Du Bois described the tension
who possess both pro-black group-identification and internalized

. anti-black social-evaluations in the Soul of Black Folks. According to Du Bois, “It

:)Sn z’gezzili‘ar t}ffélsatmtl;; this double-consciousness, this sense of always looking at
Amorion aNe;fil-l o : ey;:s of others.... One ever feels this twoness,—an
1903:45) » : two souls, two thoughts, two unreconciled strivings” (DuBois,
presideletl fil’ih hésrtf;faé glectlox} of Barack Obama as the first black to serve as
though the two stri ited States in 2008 (and reelected in 2012), it may seem as

Clinton, &t b o vings may at last be reconciled. Unlike the message offered b
.suspect,will osjrt'cmilte?mon that Obama represents a progressive voice - one WZ
rescarch at hI; a1 ge y Hlljﬂuence black a'ttlitudes toward welfare. Additionally, the

o endecsta. b1 oves 'eyond the traditional reliance on positive 'group-ide;lﬁ
and black attitudes toward progressive public-policies by offerirg

" ‘negative racial-atti i

_ Wegi ntmdjg;ailn?ttlmges as an.altemative explanation for such policies. Specificall
: e nocuced 1ema ized raclsmmd.efmed as “racial antipathy toward menibers C},}
_ Cclal group, expressed via negative racial-stereotypes™—as a potential

explanati i )
planation for black opposition to social welfare programs and overrepresentation

] of blacks in the welfare system.

The i i
current research examines the impact of political elites and intra-racial

ot . e X
?w Ltﬁf}sl ;ﬁiﬁiﬂg black fittltudes toward welfare. This work builds on the first
g ch on positive and negative racial-attitudes. A i
: - - Accord
et al. (2012), black negative-racial attitudes, even when con‘rrollir:gl?frt?a(z;;y
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identity, help explain black opposition to racial policies and welfare. We contend

that both positive and negat

to welfare. We examine black attitudes toward welfare as a function of racial-

identity, internalized racism a d affection toward Barack Obama. First, we provide
d Obama administrations as they relate to black

a synopsis of the Clinton an _
attitudes toward Democtatic candidates. Next, we provide a brief introduction of

internalized racism within the black community. Finally, we present the

hypotheses, data and met
Studies Time Series Data), followed by the
black attitudes toward welfare in the Obama Era.

findings and conclusions regarding

Black Attitudes toward Clinton and Obama

Bill Clinton and Barack Obama represent the only Democratic Party candidates to
pe elected President of the United States since 1992. In each election,
overwhelming black support propelled the candidate to office and helped both win
second terms. In addition, during the initial campaign seasons, hoth Clinton and

Obama were perceived as agents ofposi
and political power of blacks.

administration—though purporte
is arguably different than that of Clinton, particularly with respect to the means by
Ivanized support of the black electorate during the first

which each candidate ga
campaign and black perception of policy positions taken by the candidate once in

office. Clinton, who first ran and was elected in 1992, was hailed by blacks as the .
promise of increased economic opportunity in the wake of twelve years of
Republican economic conservatism (Harris—Lacewell & Albertson,: 2005).
Clinton’s overtly symbol
blacks in the administration en
policy actions on Clinton’s decision agenda proved as d
preferences as those promulgated under the previous Repu
Clinton signed
on the number of years poor families cou
roughly two-thirds
opposed it (Barker, Jones, & Tate, 1999). Arguably,
among blacks are associated with those possessed by wh
(1995), opposition to welfare is strongly associated withne

However, Obama’s campaign and.

etrimental to black policy

blacks. Negative racial-at
were heightened during the Clinton vears and were en

policy steps aimed at “correcting” or

the attitudes (e.g., welfar
Pblacks, as embodied in the archetypal “weifare queen” motif originally fabricated

by Ronald Reagan’s campaign in 198
agenda itemn (and others such as signing
nomination of Lani

ive racial attitudes will contribute to Black opposition -

hods (based on the 2008 American National Election

tive change for the socioeconomic fortunes .-

4 to be modeled after Clinton’s cenrist posture -

ic actions during the campaign and appointment of
deared him to the black electorate; however, certain’

blican regime. Tn 1996, -
into law the Welfare Reform Act, placing a five-year lifetime fimit .
1d receive welfare benefits. At the time, -

ofblacks supported the Act while only approximately 30 percent -
the attitudes opposing welfare -
ites. According to Gilens :
gative attitudes toward .
titades towards other blacks and intra-group resentment -
hanced when Clinton took -
“punishing” blacks who were the subject of -
e reform and the specious equivocation of “welfare” with

0). Assuch, backtash against Clinton for this -
the NAFTA agreement and rescinding the

Guiner for Assistant Attorney General) was not met withi
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significant negative reaction from the black community. Finally, Clinton’s

acillati . .
vacillation between liberal and conservative positions (e.g., vetoing the Welfare

i{uebflc])in zfatct t.wice but signing ?t the third time), appeals to conservatives and
bt aiam €8 clln an effort to win back “Reagan Democrats” during the 1992
o lfbrtgn,air:i :;a;lljlalllmpéa;gtlled administration failed to sufficiently reduce black
[ — ch, black resentment and intra- hostili
Clinton’s last year in office, near] e faverable view o
i _ s y four cut of five b i ,
ChntIon (Harris-Lacewell & Albertson, 2005 :651‘3“; tackshelda favorsble view of
n contrast to Clinton, blacks’ percepti ‘ iti
: : ot ptions of Obama as a legitimat
for the Presidency were heightened with the critical JTowa primfry Wineiflo;l ;:11?;113

) iﬁ’ ‘howt.aver, some blacks maintained lingering loyalty to the Clinto
inistration and initially lent their support to (then NewYork Senator) Hiilaryn

Cli .
linton. Later, Obama’s ability to weather attacks against him (e.g. Jeremiah

. Wll (13 I3 :
- 1%111;,1 C;h:m EOdS and guns statememf), win other key primaries and deliver a-
: on on the state of race in America was sufficient to change the

perceptions of many blacks (and whites):,, Though questions of Obama’s

Vi;é?:écél::sa u\:ff;a‘ raised as earh'/ as 2007 (Walters, 2007), Obama came to be
- lowed s El1 yAll;lig force later in thg campaign because of (1) his heritape (i.e

birac , mt n can father), {2) his r;latively short—yet powerful - presenc;

, political scene, and (3) the recognition by blacks, whites, and other ethnic

groups that not only could he win, but he m
: , ay be able fo change the- ’
i{;rﬁtgnes for thfa better'm the wake of the Bush 43 presidency, thf 200§ ;’:::égjs
pse, and international conflict with Trag and Afghanistan. In addition az

bama presidency held for many blacks the promise of progressive policy

promulgation which would provide blacks with “equality of condition”—that is

| ?;Cl:;:s 1;111;35/ ;n;or;d remec){y p&St effects of discrimination {i.e., redistribution of
sources); other blacks viewed an Obama resi
om¢ ! . : ] reside

?;fjr;}}iltf}‘?r pohcy .pl.‘omulgatlon designed to help blacks to aCI;liBVe i:ia?iytg?"
rosut = atnls, policies that Wgnt beyond redistribution of income/resources and
raogalfe?}{; ually help ;nlacks achieve socioeconomic parity with whites and other
- nic groups (e.g., affirmative action). In other w
- [ » affir . X ords, many black

fflg)}:{ﬁ;t:ﬁl SCEJES ;.;le-ll Eogifinzrl?m}ggedpohcy changes which would ﬁnzlly melsiovrveﬁg
' . y, Obama in 2008 bolstered positi iai-i i
among blacks, as blacks expressed ¢ i ide in th et At

: s, verwhelming pride in th ) i
American with a robust chance inni e B e ot sleeton. o
of winning the presidency; upon electi
I 5 ) ect
: Eic;li{c::e\gfters 1tn}bue§il with a sense of “hope” not only for the rﬁewly ele;(t]:;l quztéi
. , but for the prospect of accomplishing feats in th i i
political realm previously denied to mo : i ot P R
st blacks. Accordi

b U ing to the Pew R

enter, of the 131 million people who voted in the 2008 election, blacks n?zfl:rﬁl;

12.1 percent of th i :
ol e e voting eleciorate; 95 percent of blacks cast their votes for

Despite the perceived dearth of items on Obama’s governmental and decision

§§§2§22 that ‘vx(fiould benefit blacks (e.g., jobs programs for the inner city), the
fistance ;;egtganlg, SOCI,J}?n.la frc])fl his ‘Zﬂiackness” and black issues captured 1;1 the
| ) vious bipartisan/conciliatory stances on poli

Qbama 5 presence as the embodiment of “descriptive” as Welljloal: )C‘E)r/;}rll)l)o(?ﬁ}cs;:
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representation of blacks across the board has (arguably) reduced intra-group -
resentment. Perhaps, policy issues related to the economy which (as of 2013) -
threaten all but the wealthiest individuals, play a rofe in reducing this degree of
resentment as people are concerned more with preservation of the middle class (of:
which blacks comptise a significant portion) and maintaining a “safety net” for the
poor (also of which blacks also comprise a significant portion). However, some -
blacks may reject the notion of welfare - even as an aforementioned “safety net” for
blacks—because of internalized racism, a concept which will be discussed in the

following section.

The Evolution of Internalized Racism

The focus on racial-identity from the lens of positive racial attitudes paints an
incomplete picture of black identity. The extant literature has focused almost.
exclusively on black racial solidarity, while providing almost no coverage of
negative racial attitudes. Moreovet, much of the research examining ne gativeracial -
attitudes has focused primarily on whites—particularly as it relates to racism. By
comparison, there is a paucity of literature—particularly in political science—which
focuses on these factors from the perspective of blacks themselves toward other.
blacks. Hence, out work differs from priot work in that we focus on both positive
and negative black intra-racial attitudes. First, we address instances of internalized
racism—again, defined ag racial animus toward members of one’s own racial
group—as shown in the extant literature. -
We can turn to Cohen’s (1999) incorporation of the theory of marginalization
in helping us to explain existing attitadinal cleavages within the black cotamunity.
1t is appropriate here because it moves us beyond the paradigm of studying race
relations as a function of the dominant group’s regulation of the. marginal group, to
a discussion of the marginal group’s regulation of their own group members;
Cohen (1999) states that white stereotypes of Blacks “have great staying power” (.
43). Indeed, DuBois writes, “the average Negro has also taken over something of
{he white American’s attitude toward the Negro” (Myrdal, 1944:1143).

While political scientists have failed to focus on negative black intra-racial -,

attitudes, early social psychology research on blacks focused on anti-black social

evaluations among blacks. Lewin’s (1941) analysis of self-hatred among JTews "
affirmed that group identity and personality are linked directly. Lewin (1941) later

applied this framework to the study of blacks, concluding that “one of the better

known and most extreme cases of self-hatred can be found among American ',
Negroes. Negroes distinguish within their group four or five strata according to skin
shade—the lighter the skin the higher the strata” (p. 189). Using Lewin’s approach,”
Cross (1991) creates a formula whereby he defines racial-identity as being a sum
of group identity and personal identity. Cross’s observation is extremely important -
here because we assay racial-identity, both as measured by attitudes toward Blacks -

as a group and attitudes toward the individual her/himself.

The famous *Dolls Tests’, ploneered by Mamie Clark and administered to the .
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. plaintiffs in Brown vs. Board of Education by Kenneth Clark (Clark & Clarl;

- 1947), emphasized the level of seli-loathing held by some blacks. In this research

“black children were found to be more likel i
| . y to express preferences for white doll
than black dolls. Following the era of self-hatred (1939-1968; see Cross 1991) Waz

. aperiod of time known as the “nigrescence era” {1968-1980). “Nigrescence” refers

to tl}e e.volution of black racial-identity. During the “[b]lack is Beautiful” era,
replicatlons of the ‘Dollg Test’ seemed to indicate that “times may be changing’:
and “Negroes are becoming blacks proud of their race™ (Hraba & Grant, 1970:400).

- However, Mamie Clark was less optimistic: “From my gener. i

- children’s perceptions of themselves as black, and );l% the atllé)gbasgxrf‘;u;lli) Elllt?
conno:tyes,.havle not changed significantly since my first studies in-the 1930s and
. 1940s (mFed in Clark, 1988:248).8till, in arecent study, Bernstein (201 1) suggests
- that the rejection of the black dolls by the children in Clark’s study had little,g fo do

1th internalized racism and more to do with the children’s opposition to the

. common practice of violent play involving black dolls during thy i ime i
- which the study was conducted. ' b during the period of tme in

Hypotheses

Pr_ev19us ' studie'sAroot.ed in Psychology—succeed in providing empirical
examinations of internalized racism; however, what seems to be missing from the

. extant literature is an empirical examination of internalized racism as it relates to

policy preferences. In the past, such preferences have been construed as catholic

--desires held by most blacks and borne out of a shared sense of historical

marginalization, slavery and de jure/de facto segregation. We contend that despite

._ EEG hjst(?rical plac'ement of 't]:}e group, many blacks do nof subscribe to the notion
blat s0cioeconomic and political preferences are universally shared, and that some
- blacks—particularly, those who subscribe to the philosophy of individualism —do

not readily accept the notion of “shared” or “linked” fate as it pertains to policy

- preferences related to welfare. However, the attitudes of'bl i
_ . . , acks with regard to th
_ policy preferences may be enhanced by the Obama presidency. WE argtc:e t;ii

black feelings towards domestic policy from which blacks benefit (in thid case

- welfare) are augmented by the presence of an Afri i i

. . : can-American president; black

_ _Wh9 :Subscrlbeto the notion of “linked fate™ will be more likely to support 51(1:0(151
policies; however, blacks who reject the notion of “linked fate” and accept the

philosophy of individualism wili point to the existence of an Obama presidency as

~ proof ’Fhat such policies are extrinsic to black socioeconemic mobility, and that the
. true hmdrance is the lack of desire by other blacks to pursue avenuc;s of upward
.. moblllty: Moreover, blacks who possess internalized racism are expected tol?:e'ect
* progressive policies that impact a disproportionate number of blacks. :

In sum, we expect that blacks will employ both their negative and positive

gama!-amtudes in cxpr.e_ssing their affection or disaffection toward welfare
. lpecxﬁc_ally, we testpositive racial-identity and internalized racism. In addition, we:
also believe that attitudes toward Obama will impact individuals’ attitudes tmn,fard
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: érfatd}‘;ional! seven.-polir{t scal_e rapgmg from strongly liberal to strongly conservative.
J]_;Ill azly, party identification is measured using the traditional seven-point scale
where S_.trong Democrat” t.a.kes on the lowest value and“Strong Republican” takes’
on the highest value. Additional controls include education and income;both are
H;easured.frbolm lowest [to highest. For ease of interpretation, we have mapped all
of our variables onto a [0, 1] interval. Such coding will all
mndependent variables. ¢ (T S fo compare agross

welfare. Formally stated:

H,: An increase in linked fate will decreaseopposition to welfare.
H,: An increase in internalized racism will increase opposition to welfare.
H,: An increase in affection toward Obarna witl decrease opposition to welfare.

Data and Methods

The data employed in this analysis are derived from the 2008 American National -
Flection Studies Time Series Data. This survey employed sampling frame which
occurred in five stages. During the first stage, counties were sampled, followed by
census {racts from within selected counties; within census tracts, census block -
groups were sampled. Lastly, individual households were randomly selected from
within each census block group. The Time Series consisted of one pre-clection
interview and one post-clection interview. After informed consent forms were
signed, respondents were paid for each completed interview. Post-election
interviews were conducted between November 5 and December 21, 2008, Surveys
were conducted in person using computer-assisted interviewing. Of particular
interest to our research, the Time Series oversampled blackand Latino respondents
to ensure adequate representation of these groups. There were 583 blacks sampled -
in the survey, The pre-election survey included 2323 respondents, 2102 of whom -
completed the post-election survey (90% retention rate). The final sample included
1933 respondents, all of whom corapleted all measures.

The dependent variable for this analysis is opposition to welfare. It is
rmometer scale recoded so that 0 represents very

measured using a 100 point the
warm feelings (i.¢., strong supportfor welfare policies)and 100 represents very cold

feelings(i.e., stronig opposition to welfare policies).

Findings

We first turn to Table 1 to assess the descriptive statistics. Here, we see that based
o1 means reported for the dependent variable, blacks are situatc;d approximately a
third of the way from the bottom, averaging about .35 on a 0-1 scale. This su ejscts
that the average black respondent was fairly cool on the thermometer scale ingIere

because the welfare scale was reverse-codecf;' low scores indicate that respn;ndent;
were less supportive of welfare. Moving to the independent variables, respondents
were extrgmely warm toward Obama on the thenmometer scale, aver,aging 91 out
of a possible 1.00. As expected, respondents also scored high on the linklad fate
_sca}e at agproximately .70. Respondents, on average, held fairly low internalized
facism attitudes. The mean score on the internalized racism scale was roughly 29
on a dO-i scale. These findings indicate that the average black respond.ent
: zgﬁs:m ?;et:;ll 1(;;1'1:111;‘13lamks to be fairly hardworking and intelligent as opposed to lazy

Table 1: Descriptive Statistics

The independent variables include internalizes recism, linked fate and affect - -
toward Obama. The internalized racism variable is constructed based on two - Welfare 15‘1 : Mean  Std. Dev.
seven-point items ranging from: 1) hardworking to lazy, and 2) intelligent to Thermometer (affect) 535 Sgg 212
unintelligent. An additive scale is created where higher scores indicate that the Linked Fate 53 1014 é:;i}g%)
respondent hatbored more negative stercotypes of blacks (i.e., lazy and Education 583 7251 14542
unintelligent). The linked fate variable is operationalized based on the following Ideology 583 A691 18982
jtem: “Do you think what happens generally to Black people in this country wifl - Income 583 3305 22240
have something to do with what happens in your 1ife?” The follow-up gquestion - Internalized Racism 583 2007 21734
Party 1D 578 7158 16528

used to gauge intensity was worded as follows: “Will if affect you a lot, some, OF -
not very much?” Black affection is measured using a thermometer scale. This
scale ranges from 0-100 where zero represents someone who is cold toward the
president, i.e., does not like him and 100 represents someone who is extremely hot
toward the president, i.¢, has great affection for hins.
In addition to the independent variables, a number of control variables were ' -
also included to fully specify the model. For example, scholars who endorse the -
principled-politics argument posit that opposition to progressive policies ismota
Function of racism; rather, it can be attributed to traditional American values (e.g.,
individualism) and ideology. Here, we include ideology as a control by using the -

. In otr second cut at the data, we employed linear regression to examine black
attitudes toward welfare. Table 2 provides the findings for the regression. Recall
that H, posited a negative relationship between linked fate and opposition to

.Wclfar.e'; H, offered a positive relationship between internalized racism and
opposition to welfare; and H, hypothesized that an increase in affect toward Obama
(thermometer) would lead to a decrease in opposition to welfare. Based on the
results, Hypothesis i is confirmed. Here, an increase in linked fate results in a
decreaseinnegative attitudes toward welfare by roughly seven points. Table 2
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reveals that Hypothesis 2 is also confirmed, These results indicate that an increase
from the low end of the internalized racism scale to the high end of the scale results ..~ -
in a 17-point increase in opposition to welfare attitudes among blacks. Fastly, -
affection toward Obama confirms Hypothesis 3. An increase in affection towards

Obama results in a 35-point decline in opposition to welfare attitades. This finding
yields the strongest magnitude when compared to the other variables, as it doubles
the coefficient for internalized racism and is five times larger than the linked fate
cocfficient. According to the findings, none of the control variables impact black

attitudes toward welfare. Arguably, one might suspect that the increase in the black

middle class might lead more blacks to possess colder attitudes toward welfare;

however, that does not appear to be the case here, Both positive and negative racial -

attitudes and attitudes toward President Obama are what matters most.

Table 2: Determinants of Black Opposition to Welfare (OLS Regression)

Variables
Linked Fate -.070*
(.036)
Ideology -.017
(.048)
Income .047
(.046)
Party ID 006
(.059)
Tnternalized Racism 168%*
© (042
Barack Obama 235344
- (.073)
{Constant) 65TF*
(.098)
N=3502
Adj. R?= 08

Note: Coefficients are feported with standard exrors in parentheses. *p<.03; *ip (1

Conclusion

Based on the findings reported in our analysis, Obama is deemed to have had a .

positive influence on black attitudes towards welfare. Arguably, such attitudes
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* prove to have changed when compared to the Clinton era. Clinfon’s election was
' predicated on a platform that depicted social welfare as a “broken system” doling
~ out millions of dollars to the undeserving. During the campaign, Clinton iterated

that America needed to “end welfare as we know it.” The emphasis on welfare

2, KL

reform hatkened back to the days of Ronald Reagan’s “welfare queen” motif of the

. early 1980s which intimated strongly that social services—and taxpayer
* dollars—were being particularly abused by blacks. To be sure, Clinton’s thetoric
".on the welfare issue was not as strong as Reagan’s; however, his actions may have

served as a heuristic in jarring the memeories of those who once embraced or simply
had been exposed to the words of Reagan. Indeed, despite the high levels of poverty
within the black community, many blacks supported Clinton’s policy action and

. condoned his actions, appearing to co-opt the stereotypical perceptions of blacks

and the welfare system. After Clinton left office, assaults on the social welfare

©system continued under the George W. DBush’sAdministration, resulting in
continuous budget cuts to the system over the eight-year period.

Arguably, Obama’s influence is an extension of the overall affinity expressed

" by blacks toward Obama, as manifested in His overwhelming support during the

2008 election and continued support by blacks [eading into the next election cycle.
(According to a June, 2012 Gallup poll, approximately 87 percent of blacks
supported the President.) In 2008, Obama ran on a platform that advocated for
medical, housing and firancial government assistance to those in need during a
recession. In the wake of the 2008 economic collapse, the President insisted on the
passage of a stimulus bill designed to save thousands of jobs (and a financial rescue

~ of the automebile industry which saved thousands more). Obama’s 2013 agenda,

(http://www.whitehouse.gov/issues) is replete with policy proposals designed to
provide assistance to the middie class and maintain a safety net for the poor.
Because the current governmental agenda is threatened by measures proposed by

- -conservatives and poisedto further harm the middle class and abolish the safety net
. for the poor, blacks are hopeful that President Obama will not allow these measures

to come to fruition.
The research here suggests that ideology, party identification, nor

~ ‘socioeconomic status matiers when considering black attitudes toward welfare.
What does matter, however, is the level of affection toward President Obama, the

level of internalized racism and whether blacks possess strong positive racial-
identification. Although, on average, there has been a move to the right by blacks
on a variety of social policy issues,racial-identify, in tandem with the affection that
blacks possess toward Obama, works to constrain negative attitudes toward welfare.

"To be sure, the election of Bill Clinton and by extension his campaign to transform

welfare, worked to move blacks to the right on the issue. The election of Barack
Obama, however, has tapped into blacks” liberal consciousness by softening their
attitndes toward welfare.

Our findings suggest that blacks can simultaneously hold dual attjtudes toward
welfare using both positive and negative racial-attitudes. We turn to the work of
Du Bois for instructions here. Du Bois described the tension among blacks who
possess both pro-black group identification and internalized anti-black social
evaluations as an indication that blacks possessed a “double consciousness.” Du
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Bois’. perspective is consistent with our findings and suggests that we should -

examine, not only black positive attitudes, but, also the negative attimdf:s pos;essed
by some blacks. Indeed, we argue that the employment of negative racial-attitades,

such as negative stereotypes, serves as the impetus behind much of the racial

conservatism possessed by a growing number of blacks.

The analysis presented in this study suggests that blacks have not moved away

from fhe notion of “equality of result” and feel as though the government still has

a considerable task ahead in attempting to ameliorate the chronic sociogconomic

disparities between blacks and whites. In addition, the results suggest the notion of
“finked fate” is not on the wane; as such, the desire to support federal
efforis—along with having an African-American president—is holding steady.
However, the most powerful element of this study involves the perceived level of
emotional connection blacks have with President Obama and the degree to which
this connection influences policy preferences regarding welfare. Although
“individualism™ and “personal responsibility” are fundamental precepts In
America’s founding, blacks continue to believe the ability to succeed bgseq on
these precepts has been denied to blacks because of past racism and discrimination.

Limitations of the Study

While there is considerable support for our hypotheses in this study, we would be
remiss to addréss its limitations. First, the limitations of the study include the lack
of generalizability of the findings to all supporters or NoN-suPpPOIters of the Obama
Administration. Tt is not necessarily true that all supporters of the Obama
Administration also support welfare policy, and vice versa, Second, considering the
research was conducted with participants within selected counties, the participants

do not totally represent the generalized election population. Addit_iona]ly, %t canbe
argued that the accuracy of responses from the paid participants is poteptm]ly not .
as valid as it could possibly be with an unpaid sampled popuiation. Finally, the -

data were collected between November 5 and December 21, 2008, immediat-aly
following an overwhelmingly supportive (first) election of Obama and bis policies.
Since that time, the Obama ‘Administration has served a full term and embarked
upon a second term; thus, attitudes towards and perceptions of welfare policy may

have changed. This may be especially true in light of the econonic reces§ion _
experienced by the country in 2008 and the slow pace of economic recovery smce.

that time.

Tmplications for Welfare Policy and Current/future
Politics of Welfare

As we face economic deficits while attenpting to address issues of those in need,

social welfare policy will continue to be a major concern for political leaders,
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proponents/opponents of social-welfare policy, social-service providers and
recipients. Dialogue surrounding this issue will continue to be the highlight of

_ many presidential campaigns to come, considering the increased number of welfare

recipients and the level of need in reference to the government’s fiscal
responsibility to the issue. Notwithstanding, a significant move to promulgate or
reject welfare policy provisions for those in need in our society will have to be
taken into consideration regardless of political or racial identification/affiliation.
With the passage of the War on Poverty legislation beginning in 1964, federal,
state, and local governments have demonstrated their commitment to addressing

" racial and ideological tensions in American politics and society (Germany, 2013).
 The continual review, revision and implementation of notable laws and

administrative rules that define the purposes and prerequisite of social welfare
builds on the historical foundation grounded in the need for social welfare. It is
important to note that these legislative efforts began in a tirne of blatant racism and
discrimination that directly impacted movement toward financial, social and
political freedom for blacks. Today, as more blacks experience upward mobility
in these areas, “oneness™ in political, financial and social identity is challenged. As
we move forward, it is imperative that social, psychological and financial factors
that may inhibit biacks’ ability to internalize experiences of persons in need of
services or provisions are examined when looking at blacks™ views on {or
opposition to) welfare policy.
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. Note

! Elsewhere (Orey & Larimer, 2008} define progressive policies as those policies that seek to remedy
socigl, political and economic inequalities along the line of race, class, gender and age.




