Political Psychology

The Behavioral Logic of Collective Action:

Partisans Cooperate and Punish More Than Non-Partisans
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Political parties are collections of individuals, so that virtually everything they do

involves collective action, and they provide public goods for their members, since

much of what they do affects many, if not all, partisans) B tLT7)
< < C The Logic of Collective
Action °,. =
1 )% *5
5 1 1 1 - C
D 5 E 5
c ??)
- 1 1 1 5
F 1 G 5
5 "
H e ()
5
5 )4 = 5
1 ) 5
? other ") 5
5 = 1 1
= 1 55
5
"t.2-22)4
F F 5



C = 5 = *
4 5 1 ) 1
5
= 1)
5 1
= 5
- ) =
1 )
A E E *5
D 1 -
1 )
) 5 strong
reciprocity 1 5 ; 2662 3 266, )
51 * 5 1 1 2
5 1 1 15
2662 (2.)
5 = 5 5
- 1 1
1 E - ) A
1 = 5
)4 5 1. (5 1



) 1
< = 5
5 ) 266& B
1 5
5 ) 266. )
= 1
)P 5

5
!
) A
1 1 ) A
5
1
Partisanship and Strong Reciprocity
C 1



J )k *,,)3
1
C )
1 = C ) <
5 * 5
3 &, )/
3 7)
< .
5 1 C -
1 1
1 -
"+ ) 8 +7 "L+
L
H 5
() A 5 < .
5

4

1

C1

266 )



5
public goods game

ll. 5



? 5
5 1)
3 5 1)@ 1 5 5 5
- 1
" 1 1 o
2662 1 266( ) 5
1 ) -
1 1
5 1 1 - 1 1
1 )
3N 2662 5 =
E 5 -1
1 5 5 )
) J - 1
5 9 ) 266, 5
C 5
’ 5 g 2668
= ) 3 55
1 6 1 1 1
1 5 S
1 = 1 H15 ;2662
2.)
5 1 F

1 " 5 = 1



oM 2662)

) 266. F

)> 1

1
) 2668 8
5 )



Correlation or a causal relationship?
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Figure 1. Low cost of intergroup competition.
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Figure 2. High cost of intergroup competition.
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Table 1. Average Behavior in the Random Income and Public Goods Games, by Partisanship
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Figure 1 a) Best fitting lines for each subject. The lines describe the effect of target relative income
on net income reduction in the random income game. b) Best fitting lines for each subject that
describe the effect of target (negative) contribution deviance on net income reduction in the public
goods game with random payoff. Most lines have a positive slope, indicating a general desire to
reduce the income of the wealthy and to punish free-riders. The solid lines in both panels show the
average sensitivity for all partisan (solid blue) and nonpartisan (dashed black) subjects. Both income

and contribution sensitivity are significantly different from zero (p<0.0001).
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Analyzing Contribution Behavior
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Dependent Variable: Amount Contributed to Pubic Good

Model 2.1 Model 2.2
Coef SE p Coef SE p
Partisan 3.15 1.48 0.03 2.53 1.33 0.05
Male -3.01 1.40 0.03
Age 0.00 0.30 0.99
Republican -0.79 0.48 0.11
Income -0.27 0.27 0.33
Constant 3.37 0.86 0.00 12.43 7.66 0.11
Log scale 2.22 0.08 0.00 2.18 0.09 0.00
Log likelihood -1585.3 -1550.3
Null likelihood -1593.1 -1571.8
N (5 rounds * 120 subjects — missing data) 595 590
Table 2. Effect of Partisanship on Contributions in the Public Goods Game
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Dependent Variable: Change in Amount Contributed to Public Good

Model 3.1 Model 3.2
Coef SE p Coef SE p

Partisan -0.02 0.31 0.95 0.38 0.41 0.36
Punishment Received in Previous Round 0.40 0.10 0.00 0.57 0.12 0.00
Partisan*Punishment Received in Previous Round -0.30 0.17 0.07
Constant -1.13 0.25 0.00 -1.36 0.28 0.00
Log scale 1.65 0.09 0.00 1.65 0.09 0.00
Log likelihood -1444.7 -1443.6

Null likelihood -1452.1 -1452.1

N (4 changes * 120 subjects — missing data) 476 476

Table 3. Effect of Punishment and Partisanship on Change in Public Goods Contributions
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Dependent Variable: Income Alteration in the Random Income Game

Model 4.1 Model 4.2 Model 4.3

Coef SE p Coef SE p Coef SE p
Partisan 0.54 0.49 0.27 0.60 0.58 0.30 0.66 0.42 0.12
Target Income Deviance 0.14 0.03 0.00 0.14 0.04 0.00 0.13 0.03 0.00
Partisan*Target Income Deviance -0.01 0.06 0.82
Male -0.83 0.47 0.08
Age 0.07 0.12 0.59
Republican 0.02 0.15 0.87
Income -0.09 0.10 0.35
Constant -1.34 0.38 0.00 -1.36 0.42 0.21 -0.98 2.77 0.73
Log scale 1.19 0.08 0.00 1.19 0.08 0.00 1.17 0.08 0.00
Log likelihood -2644.1 -2644.1 -2576.8
Null likelihood -2658.0 -2658.0 -2606.9
N (120 subjects *
3 decisions per round * 5 rounds 1785 1785 1770

- missing data)

Table 4. Effect of Partisanship on Income Alteration in the Random Income Game
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Dependent Variable: Punishment in the Public Goods Game

Model 5.1 Model 5.2 Model 5.3
Coef SE p Coef SE p Coef SE P
Partisan 108 050 0.03 104 056 006 119 045 0.00
Target Negative Contribution Deviance 039 0.05 000 038 0.07 000 033 0.04 0.00
Partisan*Negative Contribution Deviance 0.01 0.07 0.90
Income Alteration From Random Income Game 0.04 0.02 0.03
Contributions From Public Goods Game 0.00 0.00 0.81
Male -0.01 048 0.99
Age 0.01 0.13 0.97
Republican 0.15 0.14 0.28
Income 0.00 0.09 0.99
Constant 411 062 000 -409 065 000 -514 290 0.08
Log scale 110 0.10 0.00 110 0.10 0.00 1.02 0.10 0.00
Log likelihood -1459.4 -1459.4 -1377.5
Null likelihood -1584.9 -1584.9 -1534.7
N 1785 1785 1770
Table 5. Effect of Partisanship on Punishment in the Public Goods Game.
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