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ABSTRACT

In recent decades, the issue of immigration has started to attract scholarly attention while being considered as problematic by
the host communities of many developed nations. Accordingly, researchers in the related fields have attempted to discover the
main dynamics of the growing anti-immigrant attitudes in those countries receiving the majority of the immigrant population. In
the existing literature, there have been similar theoretical and empirical studies that focus on these relations between
authoritarianism and social trust and developing varying attitudes and perceptions for immigrants.

While, with high social trust, people are to have more positive attitudes towards immigrants, people with low social trust are
to have more negative attitudes towards immigrants, which was a part of this paper’s hypothesis. If the social trust provides more
social cohesion and integration, it can be argued that social trust has an important role in the attitudes towards immigrants in
Western societies that are rich in social capital and trust. Accordingly, in such societies, it is reasonable to hypothesize that high
social trust would have an impact on developing a positive attitude towards immigrants.

This paper aims to explore the effect of social trust and authoritarianism on developing anti-immigrant attitudes within the
context of contemporary American society. Based on the data from the 2016 ANES Time Series Study and with the methodology
of OLS regression analysis, the study tests the following hypotheses: (1) low social trust and high levels of authotitarianism have
strong influence on people’s attitudes towards immigrants and (2) the effect of social trust on developing negative attitudes
towards immigrants varies by education level. Using the OLS analysis, we find that low levels of social trust and high levels of
authoritarianism are strongly associated with having anti-immigrant attitudes. We also find that the relationship between social
trust and negative attitudes towards immigrants is greater for people who have a bachelor’s degree than for people who do not.
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Sosyal Giiven, Otoriterlik ve Go¢gmenlere Yonelik Tutum

oz

Son yillarda, gbé¢ konusu, pek ¢ok arastirmact tarafindan énemli bir sorun olarak kabul edilmis; konu akademik olarak da
gittikce daha fazla dikkat ¢ekmeye baslamistir. Buna gore, ilgili alanda ¢alisan arastirmacilar, gdemen niifusun ¢ogunlugunu alan
ilkelerdeki artan gégmen karsiti tutumlarin ana dinamiklerini belirlemeye ¢alismislardir. Mevceut literatiirde, otoriterizm ile sosyal
gliven arasindaki iligkilere odaklanan ve gé¢menler icin gesitli tutumlar ve algilar gelistiten benzer teorik ve ampitik calismalar
yapilmistir.

Yiiksek sosyal giiven ile insanlar gé¢menlere karst daha olumlu tutumlara sahip olurken, sosyal giiveni disiik insanlar bu
yazinin hipotezinin bir pargast olan gé¢menlere karst daha olumsuz tutumlara sahip olmaktadirlar. Sosyal gliven daha fazla sosyal
bitinlik ve entegrasyon sagladigt icin, sosyal giiven ve sosyal sermaye bakimindan zengin olan Bati toplumlarinda gé¢menlere
yonelik tutumlarda sosyal glivenin 6nemli bir rolii oldugu séylenebilir. Buna bagl olarak, bu tlir toplumlarda, yiiksek sosyal gliven,

gbéemenlere karst olumlu tutum gelistirmede etkili olmaktadir.

Bu makale, ¢agdas Amerikan toplumu baglaminda sosyal giiven ve otoriterizmin gd¢men karsitt tutumlar gelistirmedeki
etkisini incelemeyi amaclamustir. 2016 ANES Zaman Serisi Calismast verilerine ve OLS regresyon analizi metodolojisine
dayanarak, calisma su hipotezleri test etmistir: (1) disik sosyal gliven ve yiiksek otoriterizm duzeyleri, insanlarin gé¢menlere
yonelik tutumlart tizerinde gliclii etkiye sahiptir ve (2) sosyal giivenin gb¢menlere yonelik olumsuz tutum gelistirmedeki etkisi
egitim seviyesine gére degismektedir. OLS analizini kullanarak, distik sosyal gliven ve yiiksek otoriterizm dizeylerinin, gé¢men
karsitt tutumlara sahip olmakla giiclii bir sekilde iliskili oldugu; ayrica, sosyal giiven ve géemenlere yonelik olumsuz tutumlar
arasindaki iliskinin lisans derecesine sahip kisiler icin, sahip olmayanlardan daha biyiik oldugu sonuglart bulunmustur.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Sosyal Guven, Otoriterlik, G6¢menlik

1. Introduction

In recent decades, the issue of immigration has started to attract scholatly attention while being
considered as problematic by the host communities of many developed nations. Accordingly, researchers
in the related fields have attempted to discover the main dynamics of the growing anti-immigrant attitudes
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in those countries receiving the majority of the immigrant population. With this consideration, we try to
explore how authoritarian personalities and social trust can have an influence on developing negative
attitudes towards immigrants. In the existing literature, there have been similar theoretical and empirical
studies that focus on these relations between authoritarianism and social trust and developing varying
attitudes and perceptions for immigrants. Our objective is to further examine and empirically test the
relevant hypotheses by operationalizing the recent public opinion survey of American National Election
Studies Survey (ANES) of 2016 with the methodology of the ordinary least squares analysis (OLS)
analysis. In this case, our first hypothesis will be that low trust in other people and high levels of
authoritarian notions in people’s personalities result in having more negative attitudes towards immigrants.
Our second hypothesis is that the effect of social trust on negative attitudes towards immigrants is
different for people with a bachelot’s degree and for people without a bachelor's degree.

The study aims to test the above-mentioned hypothesis by measuring the independent variables of
social trust and authoritarianism with respect to the dependent variable of attitudes towards immigrants.
In so doing, we aim to use the following variables and corresponding questions in the 2016 American
National Election Studies (NES) data. In the study, firstly, we will discuss the major implementations of
studying public attitudes towards immigration. Secondly, we will provide a normative discussion on
authoritarianism, social trust and their relation to the immigrant attitudes. In the last part, we empirically
test the influence of the levels of authoritarianism and social trust on people’s negative attitudes towards
immigrants.

2. Public Attitudes Towards Immigration

Why public attitudes towards immigration matter? Esses et. al (2002) discuss the importance and
relevance of studying public attitudes towards immigration in several ways. First, public attitudes have the
potential to influence public policy since governments value public attitudes and take them into account
while formulating and implementing different policies such as immigration legislation. For instance, both
in Canada and the United States, emerging public opposition to racial and ethnic discrimination resulted in
removing of openly discriminatory regulations related to immigration issues during the 1960s (Espenshade
and Hampstead, 1996; Troper, 1993). Second, based on public attitudes’ potential effect on citizens’ daily
behavior, one can observe that public opinion is to be a crucial determinant on the likelihood of success
and satisfaction of immigrants as well as on the overall social environment in the host society. For
example, a sheer number of studies found that favorable attitudes of the host society members towards
incomers are likely to produce positive expectations whereas more negative and unfavorable attitudes are
likely to promote anxiety, fear, and tension (Crocker et al., 1998; Devine, et al, 1996). Likewise,
immigrants’ perceptions for host society can also influence their expectation in the sense that how they are
likely to be treated and if they feel welcome in their new country. Third, they might give shape to the
collective view of national identity as well as to the perception of in-group and out-group attitudes. In
other words, as Esses and his colleagues (2002) undetline, immigration attitudes may shape who would be
considered worthy of sharing national resources while the priority of well-being of different group
members is determined in different economic and social policies.

3. Authoritarianism

The study of authoritarianism has been a major focus of many scholars in various fields including
political science, psychology, and sociology. One of the first important study considering authoritarianism
was that of Adorno et al., (1950). In his study, The Authoritarian Personality, Adorno et al., (1950) introduced
a set of criteria, in regards to authoritarianism. With these criteria, they define personality traits, ranked
these traits and their intensity in any individual on what it called the 'F scale' (F for fascist). Adorno et al.,
(1950) discussed the authoritarian personality as potentially fascist: “...conventional, submissive,
unimaginative, superstitious, mystical, rigid and stereotyped in thinking, preoccupied with power and
toughness, cynical and destructive, misanthropic, and projective, especially in projecting repressed
sexuality and hostility” (Eckhardt, 1991; 97-124). Cognitively, the authors found that authoritarians are
less educated and less intelligent on average, yet more concrete in their reasoning even when they were
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more intelligent than average (Adorno et al., 1950; 287-288). They are also more intolerant of ambiguity,
are more superstitious, suggestible, and autistic, whereas participants with less authoritarian personalities
showed greater imagination.

More recent studies show that those score higher in authoritarianism tend to have a different way of
cognitive processes than those who scores low where the former is more likely to view the world in
concrete terms, such as black and white (Altemeyer, 1996; Stenner, 2005). Conversely, more comfort with
shades of gray has been associated with persons who score low in authoritarianism. As Hetherington and
Weiler (2009) argue, a need for order is the main motivation for authoritarian attitudes. Authoritarians rely
on established authorities with the aim of providing order and reducing anxiety. By doing them, they are
searching the ways to reduce ambiguity. Having the potential and power to impose order and authority
and promote social conformity, established authorities may include religious/political leaders, dominant
cultural and social norms, as well as foundational texts in a given society (Hetherington and Weiler, 2009:
75).

From the perspective of the theory of social identity, studies suggest that authoritarianism involves
increased attachment to group values as well as willingness to exclude out-group members (Altemeyer,
1988; 196). Under this framework, scholars address the condition that “Increased authoritarianism tends
to increase reliance on stereotypes and motivations to see one’s group as superior to the outgroup (Esses
et. al. 2002; 69-85). Additionally, authoritarian personalities tend to protect existing social norms
(Feldman, 2003; 22). In that sense, scholars also found a strong relationship between authoritarianism and
negative effect toward minority groups, including Jews, African Americans, gays, and Arabs (Hetherington
and Weiler, 2009: 43). In other words, authoritarians are intolerant of outgroup members as they perceive
those members as deviating from the norm (Adorno et al, 1950; Altemeyer, 1996). Intolerance of
authoritarians is associated with their perceived social norms and values which are seen as legitimate and
traditional by those individuals (Altemeyer, 1988; 103). Parallel with these findings, Duckitt and Sibley
(2009) claims that authoritarians are especially likely to perceive immigrants as an outsider as they are
more likely to be willing to defend the status quo, existing order, and norms.

In regards to the concept’s relationship with the topic of immigration, some scholars prefer to use the
term “Right Wing Authoritarianism” (RWA) while arguing that it powerfully and independently predicts
the prejudices towards immigrants as well as support for strict policies related to immigration issues (Esses
et. al,, 2002; Danso et. al., 2007; Oyamot et. al., 2000). Being characterized by a concern with compliance
to the in-group norms, social order, and security (Adorno et al, 1950; Altemeyer, 1996), RWA is
connected to having prejudices with the motivation of achieving and sustaining security (Duckitt and
Sibley, 2009; 45).

In the vast majority of the previous studies, perceived threat has been discussed as an important
determinant along with developing authoritarian personalities. In that sense, threat variable also plays a
critical and supporting role while analyzing authoritarianism. By using mainly experimental methods,
scholars have demonstrated that threat triggers authoritarianism (Altemeyer, 1988; Sales, 1973). The result
is that those scoring high in authoritarianism is likely to become less tolerant, yet more aggressive (Esses
et. al., 2002; 69-85). Contrarily, as a result of the introduction of threat, the participants who are less
authoritarian are supposed to become more principled and tolerant. Yet, this conventional wisdom can be
challenged. As Oxley et. al. (2008) argue, these findings in previous studies might result from the
condition that researchers generally provided participants stimuli which has more threatening features to
those already scoring high in authoritarianism, than who score low. In that sense, as Hetherington and
Weiler (2009) mention, although these studies show a lot about who is more open and sensitive to a
threat, they lack in providing comprehensive analysis on what really happens at the times of perceived
threat for those participants who score differently in the parts of the authoritarianism distribution. In
accordance with this critique, one may further state that when the perceived threat is distributed
symmetrically across the distribution of authoritarianism, opinions are likely to converge on different
issues, making the preferences on certain issues indistinguishable between who score low and who score
high in authoritarianism. In addition to that, we here aim to keep our empirical analysis simple.
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Considering these reasons, in this paper, we neither included any variables related to the threat nor
interacted them with the key independent variable of authoritarianism.

4. Social Trust

According to the Pew Research Center (2018), social trust refers to a belief in the honesty, integrity,
and reliability of others, a belief in faith. It can also be defined as trust in strangers. In other words, it
involves the meaning of trust in people with whom we are not acquainted (Herreros and Criado, 2009;
337-355). This concept implies an expectation and belief that strangers are trustworthy. As Putnam (2000)
points out, people with high levels of social trust are more likely to respect the rights of other people. On
the other hand, as some authors underline, it might not be the case, as Putnam’s ‘civic America’ was
coexistent with substantial levels of racism against Blacks (Hero, 2003; 113-122). Thus, it can be argued
that it is not clear whether such arguments of social trust are extended only to people of a certain similar
background or to a wider community of people overall (Herreros and Criado, 2009; 337-355).

In regards to this normative debate, some authors argue that the expectation of social trust extended to
people from different cultural and ethnic backgrounds can be moralistic (Uslaner, 2002; 133). Under this
understanding, it has been undetlined that this kind of outlook can be based on an imperative to treat all
other people as if they are all trustworthy (Herreros and Criado, 2009; 337-355). However, for some
scholars, such an approach has been found as too demanding and non-consequentialist (Herreros and
Criado, 2009; 337-355). Scholars also attempt to explain having social trust from the rationalistic point of
view, claiming that in case of a confrontation with people from other cultural and ethnic backgrounds,
people tend to form their individual expectations based on different informational shortcuts with the use
of some certain cultural stereotypes. For example, as Gambetta and Hamill (2005) mention, New York
City taxi drivers use skin color to screen the customers which leads to the discrimination towards
Hispanics and African Americans. From the social trust perspective, however, it is in his or her interest to
offer cooperation and reconsider his or her behavior if the stranger decides to cheat. At the end, although
he or she might be more open to the cheating, social truster is likely to acquire higher payoffs in case his
or her offer of cooperation is reciprocated by that stranger (Herreros and Criado, 2009; 337-355).
Additionally, by cooperation, some scholars underline the concept of ‘social intelligence’ which is defined
as a consequence of such cooperative behavior (Yamagishi, 2001; 121-147). Along with interpersonal trust
and cooperation, social trusters gain this skill of social intelligence as having trust helps them to be more
cooperative and provides some cues to distinguish who is trustworthy and who is not. In that sense, ‘trust-
watranting properties” emerge, thanks to a high level of information gained through the high levels of
social trust and cooperation with strangers (Bacharach and Gambetta, 2001). Considering all these, it can
be concluded that a social truster is someone with such a ‘social intelligence’ who learned to differentiate
people in terms of their trustworthiness. ‘At the end of this process of social behavior, ‘social intelligence’
teaches the individual that cues and heuristics can be biased. Thus, people with high levels of social trust
acknowledges the necessity to exclude such cues and heuristics based on overall racial, ethnic, and cultural
stereotypes (Herreros and Criado, 2009; 337-355). From this point of view, one may reach the conclusion
that people with high social trust are likely to have more positive attitudes towards immigrants.
Conversely, people with low social trust are likely to have more negative attitudes towards immigrants,
which was a part of this paper’s hypothesis.

In order to provide a more relevant normative framework on the relationship between social trust and
immigration, one may further explore the existing research. On one hand, the growing literature on the
role of ethnic diversity in the development of social capital and trust predicts that high levels of diversity
are associated with lower social trust, implying that immigration and ethnic diversity may challenge
community cohesion (Knack and Keefer, 1997; 1251-1288). Some conclude that social trust is lower in
heterogeneous communities (Costa and Kahn, 2003; 103-111). As Delhey and Newton (2005) point out,
‘the greater the dissimilarity of other people, the more suspicion and distrust’. In the case of the US,
Hooghe et. al. (2000) find that interpersonal trust tends to be lower in more ethnically diverse
communities. On the other hand, regarding the immigrant attitudes, some studies suggest social trust is
correlated with openness to immigration (Sides and Citrin, 2007; Rustenbach, 2010) and tolerance for
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minorities (Uslaner, 2003; 81-94). This argument creates the possibility of more integrated societies. Based
on this view, if social trust generates more social cohesion and integration, then it could be suggested that
social trust should be a relevant determinant for attitudes towards immigrants in Western societies who
are rich in social capital and trust. Accordingly, in such societies, it is reasonable to hypothesize that high
social trust would have an impact on developing positive attitudes towards immigrants. Likely, from the
same point of view, we may expect that low levels of social trust would have a negative impact on
attitudes towards immigrants in the community.

5. Data and Model

Based on the above-mentioned normative framework, our aim is to test the following hypotheses: (1)
having low levels of social trust and high levels of authoritarianism in people’s personalities result in
having more negative attitudes towards immigrants and (2) the effect of social trust on developing
negative attitudes towards immigrants varies by education level (with bachelor’s and without bachelor’s
degree). As for the data, we analyzed the 2016 ANES Times Series Study which was funded by the
National Science Foundation by grants to the University of Michigan and Stanford University. Data
collection was performed by Westat, Inc who developed the sampling plan and collaborated with ANES.
The sampling frame of the study was provided by Marketing Systems Group. The ANES 2016 Time
Series is part of the series of election studies conducted by the ANES since 1948 with the objective of
supporting analysis of public opinion and voting behavior in U.S. presidential elections.

The recent study that was released in December 2017 provides a dual-mode design consisted of both
traditional face-to-face interviewing (n=1,181) and surveys conducted on the Internet (n=3,090) with a
total sample size of 4,271. The target population of the face-to-face mode was 222.6 million U.S. citizens
who are 18 years old or older living in the 48 states of the U.S. or the District of Columbia. The target
population for the internet was 224.1 million U.S. citizens who are 18 years old or older living in the 50
U.S. states or the District of Columbia. As for both modes mentioned above, the sampling frame was
residential addresses” lists that mail is delivered. In order to be eligible to participate, residing at the
sampled address and being a U.S. citizen age 18 or older at the time of the recruitment were the
requirements.

5.1. Variables

We aim to test the above-mentioned hypotheses by measuring the independent variables of social trust
and authoritarianism with respect to the dependent variable of attitudes towards immigrants. In so doing,
we use the variables on authoritarianism and social trust while also operationalizing control variables such
as feelings towards illegal immigrants, along with other control variables such as education, race, gender,
age, income, party identification and ideology in our model.

We use the few independent variables as a proxy for authoritarianism. These following four variables
aiming to explore authoritarianism at the individual level constitute our first variable, authoritarianism.
First continuous variable constituting authoritarianism is “Please tell me which one you think is more
important for a child to have: Independence or respect for elders.” Response categories include
independence, respect for elders, both, no post-clection interview, no post data/incomplete IW, don’t
know and refused. The second one is the question of “Which one is more important for a child to have:
Curiosity or good manners.” Categories for the responses include curiosity, Good manners, Both, No
post-election interview, no post data/incomplete IW. The third one is “Which one is more important for
a child to have: Obedience or Self-reliance.” (obedience, self-reliance, both, no post-election interview, no
post data/incomplete IW, don’t know, refused). The last question regarding the authoritarianism is that
“Which one is more important for a child to have: Being considerate or well behaved.” (being considered,
well behaved, both, no post-election interview, no post data/incomplete IW, don’t know, refused). We
coded these variables to range from 0 to 1 where higher value indicate higher levels of authoritarianism in
people’s personalities.

We use the following independent variable as a proxy for social trust since this variable includes the
most relevant question aiming to discover respondent’s trust to other people: “Generally speaking, how
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often can you trust other people?” Response categories include always, most of the time, about half the
time, some of the time, never, don’t know and refused. Potential responses are coded to range from 0 to
1, for the ease of data analysis. Higher values indicate higher levels of social trust among respondents.

A policy preference of an individual might be a relevant indicator for his/her position in the given
subject. Accordingly, an answer given to the question focusing on immigration policy can be a predictor
for respondents’ attitudes towards immigrants. Thus, we use the following dependent variable as a proxy
for negative attitudes towards immigration: “Do you favor, oppose, or neither favor nor oppose building a
wall on the U.S. border with Mexico?” Response categories are the following: favor a great deal, favor a
moderate amount, favor a little, neither favor nor oppose, oppose a little, oppose a moderate amount,
oppose a great deal, don’t know, refused. Being scaled from 0 to 6, higher values indicate higher support
for building a wall on the US border to Mexico (i.e more negative attitudes towards immigrants).

In addition to these, we find it necessary to include another variable related to the immigrant attitudes
as a control in our empirical model with the objective of the less biased analysis. With this consideration,
we incorporate the control variable of feeling thermometer for attitudes towards illegal immigrants with
103 unique outcomes in the NES 2016 data. Again, we coded along with the more common control
variables of race, gender, education, income, party identity, and ideology. For these variables such as
feelings towards illegal immigrants, ideology (liberal to conservative), party identification (Democrat to
Republican), and income, we followed the similar re-scaling process (ranging from 0 to 1) for ease of
analysis. For demographic control variables, including gender, race, age, and education, we created dummy
variables because these had non-linear relationships to the dependent variable. In the OLS analysis, the
control variables of female (gender), black (race), Hispanic (race), other (race), age (30 to 44), age (45 to
64), and bachelor’s degree (education) have been operationalized.

With the aim of providing a more accurate response base analysis, we re-coded responses such as “No
post-election interview”, “No post data”, “Incomplete IW”, “Don’t know” and “Refused” and deleted
missing cases among the response options. Descriptive summary statistics of the model with three
variables can be seen in Table 1.

Table 1. Descriptive Summary Statistics

Variable Mean gt:‘:;;i;:i Min Max Obs.
Support for Building a Wall 2.565 2.388 0.000 6.000 3323
Authoritarianism 0.541 0.324 0.000 1.000 3323
Social Trust 0.539 0.228 0.000 1.000 3323
Education (Bachelor’s Degree) 0.401 0.490 0.000 1.000 3323
Feelings Towards Illegal Immigrants 0.417 0.273 0.000 1.000 3323
Black 0.094 0.291 0.000 1.000 3323
Hispanic 0.099 0.298 0.000 1.000 3323
Other 0.074 0.261 0.000 1.000 3323
Female 0.531 0.499 0.000 1.000 3323
Age (30-44) 0.258 0.437 0.000 1.000 3323
Age (45-64) 0.361 0.480 0.000 1.000 3323
Age (65 and older) 0.219 0.413 0.000 1.000 3323
Income 0.540 0.296 0.000 1.000 3323
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Party Identification 0.474 0.361 0.000 1.000 3323

Ideology 0.530 0.278 0.000 1.000 3323

5.2. Regression Model
We are using ordinary least squares (OLS) methodology to test the models indicated as linear equations
below:

Model 1:

Negative Attitudes Towards Immiigrants

=b0 + bl(authoritarianism) + b2(social trust) + b3(education) + b4(attitudes towards illegal
immigrants) + b5(race:black) + b6(race:hispanic) + b7(race:other) + b8(gender:female) + b9(age:30-44) +
b10(age: 45-64) + b11(age:65 and older) + b12(income) + b13(partisanship) + bl4(ideology)+E€

Model 2:

Negative Attitudes Towards Immigrants

=b0 + bl(authoritarianism) + b2(social trust) + b3(education) + b4(social trust*education) +
b5(attitudes towards illegal immigrants) + bo6(race:black) + b7(racethispanic) + b8(race:other) +
b9(gender:female) + b10(age:30-44) + bll(age: 45-64) + bl2(age:65 and older) + bl3(income) +
b14(patty identification) + b15(ideology)+€&

These two regression models will be used to test our hypothesis. In the first model (table 2), we are
operationalizing our dependent variable (support for building the wall on the US border with Mexico
which is the proxy for negative immigrant attitudes), key independent variables (authoritarianism and
social trust), and our control variables with the aim of testing the impact of authoritarianism and social
trust on developing negative attitudes towards immigrants (i.e. support for building the wall on the US
border with Mexico). At this point, our objective is to test our first hypothesis that low levels of social
trust and high levels of authoritarianism result in having more negative attitudes towards immigrants.

In the second model (Table 2), we will be focusing on similar variables with slightly different model. In
this case, by integrating the interaction term of social trust and education into our model, we aim to see if
the effect of social trust on developing negative attitudes towards immigrants varies by education. In so
doing, as explained above, our education variable is a dummy variable, indicating people with a bachelor’s
degree. Our objective for the second model with the interaction term is to test our second hypothesis that
the effect of social trust on developing negative attitudes towards immigrants is different for people with
bachelot’s and without bachelor’s degree.

6. Results

Table 2. OLS Analysis of Negative Attitudes Towards Immigrants

Independent Variables Modell  Model 2

Authoritarianism 0.826** 0.824**
(0.114) (0.114)

Social Trust -0.480** -0.257
(0.148) (0.176)

Education (Bachelor’s Degree) -0.325%* 0.081
(0.073) (0.189)

Trust x Bachelor’s Degree -0.714%*
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(0.3006)

Feelings Towards Illegal Immigrants -2.145%* -2.134%*
(0.134) (0.134)
Black -0.104 -0.111
(0.121) (0.121)

Hispanic -0.548%* -0.543%*
(0.114) (0.114)
Other -0.015 -0.017
(0.123) (0.122)
Female -0.064 -0.062
(0.064) (0.064)

Age (30-44) 0.228** 0.226**
(0.101) (0.101)

Age (45-64) 0.421%* 0.423%*

(0.096) (0.096)

Age (65 and older) 0.311%* 0.306%*
(0.106) 0.106
Income -0.506%* -0.509%*

(0.120) (0.120)
Party Identification 1.967+* 1.962%*
(0.120) (0.120)
Ideology 1.364%* 1.360%*
(0.154) (0.154)
Constant 1.842%* 1.735%*

0.172) (0.178)

Observations 3323 3323
F- Stat 176.16%* 165.00%*
R-squared 0.424 0.425

** is significant at p<0.05
Numbers in parentheses are standard errors

Based on the findings that have been listed in Model 1 of Table 2, we find statistically significant
relationship between each of our key independent variables and dependent variable. Firstly, there is a
positively statistically significant relationship between authoritarianism and negative attitudes towards
immigrants at the p<0.05 level. In this case, a one unit increase in authoritarianism is associated with a
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0.826 unit increase in support for building a wall on the U.S. border with Mexico, on average, controlling
for all other variables in our model. Secondly, there is a negatively statistically significant relationship
between social trust and support for building a wall on the U.S. border with Mexico at the p<0.05 level.
On average, a one unit increase in social trust is associated with a 0.480 unit decrease in support for
building a wall on the U.S. border with Mexico, controlling for all other models in the model. These
findings support the anticipated direction of the relationship as specified by the above-mentioned
theoretical framework. The findings also support our first hypothesis that low social trust and high levels
of authoritarianism have an impact on developing negative immigrant attitudes. Similarly, high levels of
social trust and low levels of authoritarianism in an individual’s personality result in having fewer negative
attitudes towards immigrants. As indicated, the relationship of each key independent variable with the
dependent variable is statistically significant, supporting the first hypothesis.

In regards to the control variables, based on our first model in table 2, it can be seen that education,
feelings towards illegal immigrants, being Hispanic, age (for respondents who are 30 years old and over),
income, party identification, and ideology are all statistically significant at the p<0.05 level. More
specifically, on average, people with ba degree are 0.325 unit less supportive of building a wall on the U.S.
border with Mexico, controlling for other variables in the model. Regarding the effect of the feelings
towards illegal immigrants, it can be interpreted that, on average, a one unit increase in people’s feelings
towards illegal immigrants is associated with 2.145 units decrease in support for building a wall on the U.S.
border with Mexico, controlling for all other variables in the model. Here, it is also important to mention
that the feeling thermometer for illegal immigrants has initially been coded in an increasing scale where the
upper scales refer to a warmer or favorable feeling towards immigrants. Considering the racial aspects, we
find that being Hispanic has also a negative effect on developing negative attitudes towards immigrants.
Particularly, based on the model 1 in table 2, our finding is that, on average, being Hispanic is associated
with a 0.548 unit decrease in support for building a wall on the U.S. border with Mexico while controlling
all other variables in the model. It has also been found that age has an impact on our dependent variable.
On average, controlling all other variables in the model, people who are between 30 and 44 years old are
0.228 units more supportive of building the wall on the border of US and Mexico. With a similar positive
direction, on average, people who are between 45 and 64 years old are 0.421 units more supportive of
building a wall on the U.S. border with Mexico, controlling all other variables in the model. On average,
people who are 65 years old or older are 0.311 unit more supportive of building a wall on the U.S. border
with Mexico, controlling all other variables in the model. Each of these age categories, as the control
variables which are dummied out, are statistically significant at the p<0.05 level. Regarding the age
category, the F-value of 6.69 indicates that the age variables (for people who are 30 years old or older) are
also jointly statistically significant at the p<0.05 level.

Unlike the age variable, we reached the empirical finding that income has a negative effect on having
negative attitudes towards immigrants. Based on the results in Table 2, Model 1, it can be inferred that, on
average, a one unit increase in income is associated with a 0.506 unit decrease in support of building a wall
on the U.S. border with Mexico, controlling for all other variables in the model. Lastly, party identification
and ideology have both positively statistically significant effects on the support of building a wall on the
U.S. border with Mexico, at the p<0.05 level. In regards to party identification, on average, a one unit
increase in republicanism is associated with a 1.967 unit increase in support for building the wall on the
U.S. border with Mexico, controlling for all other variables in the model. As for the ideology, it can be
interpreted that, controlling for all other variables in the model, on average, a one unit increase in
conservatism is associated with a 1.364 increase in support for building the wall on the U.S. border with
Mexico.

In addition to these, interpretation of constant is also crucial for our first model, since it is statistically
significant at the p<<0.05 level. It can be inferred that, on average, respondents who never trust others, are
not authoritarian, who do not have a bachelor’s degree, feeling very cold towards illegal immigrants, are
white, male and between 18 and 29 years old, who earn less than 5,000 USD, are extremely liberal, and
strong democrat are 1.842 units more supportive of building the wall on the U.S. border with Mexico,
controlling for all other variables in the model.
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Maximum effects indicate the relative substantive effects of each independent variable on the
dependent variable. In our case, maximum effects refer to the relative substantive effects of social trust
and authoritarianism on the dependent variable of support for building a wall to the US border with
Mexico (i.e. negative attitudes towards immigrants). We can calculate the maximum effects by multiplying
each variable’s estimated coefficient by its maximum value. Yet, since all the variables in the model have
been rescaled from O to 1, absolute values of the coefficients are also indicating the maximum effects. As
it can be seen from the Table 2, Model 1, feelings towards illegal immigrants (beta coefficient of -2.145),
party identification (beta coefficient of 1.967), and ideology (beta coefficient of 1.364) have the largest
maximum effect in the model, in an order of magnitude. According to the OLS results, race category of
‘other’ (beta coefficient of -0.015) and variable of female (beta coefficient of -0.064) have the smallest
maximum effects, in an order of magnitude. These numbers are the maximum effects that explain the
largest predicted changes in negative attitudes towards immigrants caused by the identified variables.

With the aim of testing the second hypothesis (that was the effect of social trust on negative attitudes
towards immigrants is different for people with bachelor’s degree and for people without a bachelor's
degree), one may also look at the interaction term that has been operationalized in the second model of
Table 2. Based on the results shown in Table 2, we see a negatively statistically significant relationship
between our interaction term (trust*ba degree) and the dependent variable at the p<<0.05 level. we find
that, on average, for people with bachelot’s degree, a one unit increase in social trust is associated with a
0,971 unit decrease in support for building a wall on the U.S. border with Mexico, controlling for all other
variables in the model. For people who do not have a bachelor’s degree, on average, a one unit increase in
social trust is associated with a 0.257 unit decrease in support for building a wall on the U.S. border with
Mexico, controlling for all other variables in our model. These results support our second hypothesis that
the effect of social trust on developing negative attitudes towards immigrants varies for people with and
without bachelor’s degrees. In regards to the effect of social trust on negative attitudes towards
immigrants, having a bachelor’s degree has a multiplicative effect.

The F-value of 176.16 indicates that the variables in the model are jointly statistically significant at the
p<0.05 level. The adjusted R2 of 0.424 indicates that the model accounts for 42.4 percent of the variance
of respondents’ response on support for building a wall on the U.S. border with Mexico.

7. Conclusion

Using the OLS analysis, this paper examines the sources of negative attitudes towards immigrants by
testing the effect of social trust and authoritarianism at the individual level with the data drawn from the
NES 2016 Time Series Study. Overall, we find supporting empirical evidence for both of the hypotheses
that have been clarified above. First, based on these individual-level analyses, we find that low levels of
social trust and high levels of authoritarianism are associated with more negative attitudes towards
immigrants (1.e. more support for building a wall on the U.S. border to Mexico). Likewise, as social trust
increases and authoritarianism decreases, people’s negative attitudes towards immigrants decrease. These
results are also consistent with the theoretical framework suggesting that social trust and authoritarianism
have an impact on attitudes towards immigrants. Secondly, as the results suggest in our second model,
having a bachelor’s degree and social trust has a multiplicative effect on developing negative attitudes
towards immigrants. This supports our second hypothesis that the effect of social trust on developing
negative attitudes towards immigrants varies by people’s education level (i.e. bachelor’s degree).

Apart from the normative and empirical relevance of the study, these findings may have several policy
implications. Based on our results, first, policies aiming to increase social trust have the potential to
diminish the likelithood of developing anti-immigrant perceptions among the public. In accordance with
this view, Putnam (2007) points out two important points in regards to the establishment of community
and civic organizations that may help to increase the levels of social trust: building a community for
immigrants with the objective of creating a place where they can express their own culture within the host
community and building a multicultural community where various cultures come together (including
natives and immigrants). He further states that these can only be realized if the members of the
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immigrants and host society come together over a period of time as they have more opportunity to build
trust.

In addition, it has been found that education (i.e. having a bachelor’s degree) has a multiplicative effect
regarding the impact of social trust on developing negative immigrant attitudes. Based on this finding, it
can be stated that there could be implemented more education and training policies aiming to provide true
information about different cultures. These policies may also carry the potential to diminish the likelihood
of associating some certain problems with immigrants in the country which would contribute to reducing
the negative attitudes towards immigrants (article 6). For instance, as Card (2005) argues, there are
common misconceptions about immigrants, including the belief that they are negatively impacting the
labor market and the economy. With more education and training, these misunderstandings about
immigrants can be diminished.

The study has also few limitations. It is an individual-level analysis of the attitudes towards immigrants
in the U.S. As for the future studies, more comprehensive and thorough analysis might be conducted at
the aggregate level by focusing at regional and national levels. For the purposes of comparison, it might
also be critical to include further data from European or Latin American countries to be able to make
comparisons at the global level, with regards to the immigrant attitudes. Lastly, both normatively and
empirically, this study considers only two key independent variables. However, many studies suggest there
are also other factors (such as economic competition, crime rates, human capital etc.) that might influence
the attitudes towards immigrants. To fully understand anti-immigrant attitudes, future studies might focus
on more multiple explanations at different levels of analysis.
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