Title: “Conservative Values and Authoritarian Support”

Analysis Plan

This study seeks to provide a first systematic test using RCTs of the general hypothesis that authoritarians can bolster support for themselves (and legitimacy for their regimes more broadly) by mobilizing conservative values.

In the priming experiments (1 and 2), consistent with this baseline hypothesis would be results indicating that priming people on Putin’s and United Russia’s statements on LGTBQ+ issues and on the state-church relationship augment their support.

The study is also interested in identifying the moderators of such effects. In particular, we would expect the prime to have the greatest positive effect on leadership support/legitimacy among populations likely to have conservative priors, including those who are: outside Russia’s biggest globalized cities, older, more religious, ethnically Russian, and personally authoritarian (conservative on other issues). Similarly, the study tests theories that appeals to conservative values are likely to have greatest appeal among people who are least advantaged materially and educationally. Heterogeneous effects by gender are also of interest.

In the conjoint experiments (3 and 4), consistent with this baseline hypothesis would be results that candidates with the following qualities tend to gain votes and those without them tend to lose votes: supporting legislation benefiting religious people and constraining LGBTQ+ speech, not being LGBTQ+, and being a man. One additional hypothesis of special interest is that support for Putin and/or experience delivering economic benefits will reduce the negative political impact of the qualities just mentioned (that is, that conservative values are secondary in importance to support for Putin and the desire for economic outputs).

Also of special interest is whether these factors have less negative impact in Russia’s largest, globalized cities (in particular for this experiment, St. Petersburg) and among populations less likely to have conservative priors, including youth, the least religious, the most highly educated, and those holding less “authoritarian” (or conservative) views on other issues.

The conjoint experiment (4) is also specially interested in heterogeneous effects by religion, with the relevant prior being that positive effects of conservative values (or traits desirable by conservative ideology) on candidate performance are at least as strong among Muslims as among Russian Orthodox Christians. Also of special interest here is the role of ethnic diversity, with the expectation that the effect of particular ethnic and religious categories will consistently be stronger and more positive among for coethnics and coreligionists. A macro comparison will explore whether the effects of conservative values (or traits desirable by conservative ideology) are weaker in the non-Russian republic considered here than in “regular” Russian regions (those without official ethnic minority designation), as an initial hypothesis might posit.

As a general rule, for the initial data analysis, treatment effects will be estimated as average marginal effects in the simplest, most transparent way: with OLS, with no weights applied and unadjusted standard errors. The baseline criterion for statistical significance will be ruling out the null with at least 95 percent confidence. Where interactions are expected among primes in conjoint experiments, the same simple OLS method will be used with interaction terms. Robustness will be checked with other models that some might recommend for outcome variables with particular structures (e.g., logit for binary dependent variables). The initial estimation of heterogeneous treatment effects will similarly use OLS with interaction terms, with robustness checks including Bayesian Additive Regression Trees (BART), which will be considered the more authoritative result in case of significantly conflicting findings due to its advantages for estimating heterogeneous treatment effects (Green and Kern 2012).
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