Dissatisfaction with Presidential Performance and Tea Party Support
  I. Problem Statement 
The Tea Party has become a powerful political force in the United States. They undoubtedly altered the outcome of the 2010 midterm election and will make up a significant portion of the 112th Congress. They even have their own congressional caucus, though many see the caucus as an attempt by the Republican Party to highjack the movement. Depending on whom you ask they are extremist, racist, patriotic, conservative, libertarian, anti-government, grass roots, or all of the above. A person’s identification with the Tea Party can tell us much about his/her political beliefs.   
President Barrack Obama has been extremely unpopular in some areas; he has been blamed in the some media outlets and by different organizations for many problems facing our country, most notably the state of the economy. His policies have been called socialist, fascist, and anti-American, among other things. The Tea Party is on the forefront of this anti-Obama rhetoric. During the health care debate they were very present with their “Don’t Tread on Me” flags and Benjamin Franklin costumes.  They have been active, loud and extensively covered by the media ever since.  
	This papers purpose is to see if those voters that blame President Obama for the state of the economy turned to the Tea Party as a means to promote their political views. 


II. Theory
	The Tea Party is a relatively new political force. Most believe the Tea Party started with CNBC’s Rick Santelli rant against President Obama’s plan to use stimulus money to bailout home foreclosures. In that rant Rick invited all of the country’s capitalist to “dump some derivative securities” in Lake Michigan (Rosenthal).  The movement started almost exclusively with grass roots organizations.
The Tea party has no official platform. Common themes among tea party groups are deficit reduction, opposition to spending "earmarks," reducing the size of government, eliminating mandates and repealing Obama's health care expansion. In general they are concerned about the economic health of the United States. There has been little interest in social policy (Talev).  
About 28% of adults call themselves supporters of the Tea Party movement (New York Times, CBS News Poll). The Tea Party doesn’t have an elected or assigned leader, groups such as the Tea Party Patriots, and social networking sites including Teabook.org, link activists who are members of local tea party organizations (Talev). Demographically people who associate themselves with the Tea Party are generally representative of the public at large, though slightly more likely to be male and less likely to be lower income (Saad). 
	Political scientists have noted that that high political efficacy combined with low political trust often drives voters to non-traditional forms of exerting political influence (Erikson). The Tea Party certainly applies in this case.
	

In 2010, the economy was the number one issue. So any issue that could draw so many people together for a single purpose would be expected to be the health of the economy. The voters that blame president Obama for the current state of the economy would therefore be expected to be associated with the Tea Party Movement.


III. Concepts

This paper focuses on three main concepts.  These concepts are support of the Tea Party, political trust, and who voters blame for current state of the economy.  Support for the Tea Party refers to whether or not someone associates themselves with the Tea Party movement. Political trust Is how much the American voter trusts elected officials to do what is right or best for the country.  The last concept is whether voters blame George W. Bush or Barrack Obama for the current state of the economy.  




IV. Hypothesis and Control Variable
	
Among Aiken county voters in the 2010 midterm elections, there is a positive relationship between those that blame President Obama for the current state of the economy and those that consider themselves supporters of the Tea Party.

Blame Obama----------------------------- support Tea Party
According to theory those that blame President Obama for the current state of the economy will be associated with the Tea Party movement.

Blame Obama-------------------------------------- support Tea Party
			



Political Trust

We hypothesize that political trust is potentially a confounding variable that could render the bivariate relationship spurious so that those who perceive that President Obama is to blame may also have low political trust and therefore for the associate themselves with the Tea Party. 
V. Operationalization

	We measured who voters blame for the current state of the economy by asking respondents the following question.
     Who do you feel is relatively more to blame for our current economic problems? 
     1) President Bush     2) President Obama    3) both are equally to blame    4) neither     5) not sure
		This question is both reliable and valid to the extent that people often blame the president for the state of the economy and the majority of voters know who the current and former president is	/was.	

		We measured if voters are associated with the Tea Party movement by asking respondents the following question.

Do you consider yourself a supporter of the Tea Party movement?    1) yes       2) no      3) not sure
		This question is reliable and valid as the Tea Party is widely publicized movement and most voters would know if they support the movement regardless of their actual knowledge of supported policies. 




We measured voters’ level of political trust by asking respondents the following question.

How much of the time do you think you can trust the government in Washington to do what is right?  
       1) just about always      2) most of the time       3) some of the time      4) never       5) not sure 
		This is a standard poll questions that has been used in many political surveys and is both reliable and valid.

Validity refers to whether the measure actually measures what it is supposed to measure. If a measure is unreliable, it is also invalid. Reliability refers to the consistency or repeatability of an operationalized measure. A reliable measure will yield the same results over and over again when applied to the same thing.


VI. Data Gathering
The population for this survey is all Aiken County voters in the 2010 general election.  The unit of analysis is each voter.   In order to obtain a sample that approximates a random representative sample of our population, we combined a variety of sampling techniques, including stratification, cluster sampling, and systematic sampling. 
	First, we stratified the sample by choosing 10 precincts (each of which is a cluster point) that represented all parts of the county in roughly the correct proportion. We used three precincts from the Aiken City area, two in the North Augusta city area, two from the Horse Creek Valley area, and three that were from rural areas of the county. The number of surveys performed at each precinct was based on the size of the precincts using 2002 turnout data. This was preferable than 2006 data because a local legislator was running for governor in 2006, which created unusual turnout in many precincts. The precise precincts chosen were based on how well different combinations of precincts from these areas predicted the county-wide results in previous elections. The selected precincts were as follows:  Aiken 1 (Civic Audit), Aiken 5 (St. Mary’s) Aiken 6/47 (Week’ Recreation Center) ,Val 12 (Clearwater Elem), Val 18 (Langley Community Center), N. Aug 25 (Community Center), N. Aug 29 (First Baptist Church), Rural 3 ( Aiken High Annex), Rural 17 (Jackson Town hall), Rural 48 (Hammond).  
	We also stratified the sample by gender. To accomplish this, the clipboards on which respondents filled out the questionnaires were designated by gender with an equal number of clipboards for each gender at each precinct. This should have resulted in about the same number of males and females being interviewed. Slightly more refusals from males usually results in slightly more female respondents. 
We surveyed in two time clusters: an early one starting at 7:00 a.m. and a later one starting at 11:30 a.m.). Half the interviews were completed in each time cluster. The interview process began with student interviewers asking the first male/female leaving to participate in a self-administered survey. If someone refused, the refusal was recorded in order to allow us to calculate response rate. After a refusal, the next available male/female was approached. 
Following completion of an interview, interviewers would place a new questionnaire on the clipboard and then approach the next available male/female. This can be seen as systematic sampling in which we chose new respondents based on the time taken by the preceding respondent. 
	Gender was pre-coded by interviewers as they placed the questionnaires on a male /female designated clipboard. When a respondent agreed to participate, the interviewer quickly coded ethnicity on the top of the questionnaire as they handed the clipboard to the respondent. 
When the quota for each time period was completed, interviewers placed all those interviews back in the envelope for that time period. This allowed us to code each completed interview for the time slot in which it was completed. We kept track of the progression by being evenly divided among classmates making sure that we had diverse interviewers conducting the survey.  
We did several things to maximize the response rate. Student interviewers were assigned to precincts to maximize ethnic and racial representation at each location so that nearly all respondents could see someone interviewing them that matched their gender or ethnicity. Students used a prepared and rehearsed greeting and had prepared fall back statements to address possible concerns.  An example would be “Hi, I’m a student at USCA doing an exit survey for my class. It’s completely anonymous.  I really appreciate your taking a few minutes to help me get my job done.” Respondents were asked to remove the completed surveys and place them in a ballot box, which assured them that the survey was anonymous. Students kept an eye on respondents to make sure that they completed both sides of the survey. 
	After conducting the survey, students recorded the codes for answers next to each question so that data could be entered into the MicroCase statistical analysis program and counted refusals to calculate the response rate. The response rate was 78%., quite good for an exit poll. The sampling error on any question is plus or minus 4% for questions answered by the entire sample of 750.  































VII. Analysis


A. Bivariate Table



	Economic Blame

	Associated With Tea Party
	
	Bush
	Obama
	Total

	
	Yes
	8 (4%)
	201 (84%)
	209 (48%)

	
	No
	188 (96%)
	39 (16%)
	228 (52%)

	
	Total
	196 (100%)
	241 (100%)
	436 (100%)



Chi-Square: 275.088            Prob. = 0.000                  V:   .794

	As we move from those who blame President Bush to those who blame President Obama, the percentage of those who are associated with the tea party increased from 4% to 84%. As we move from those who blame President Bush to those who blame President Obama, the percentage of those who are not associated with the tea party decreased from 96% to 16%. The relationship was very strong (V=.794) and is statistically significant (P=0.00).  There is practically no chance that we would draw a sample like this from a population in which there is no relationship.   






B. Control tables




	Economic Blame With High Political Trust

	Associated With Tea Party
	
	Bush
	Obama
	Total

	
	Yes
	1 (2%)
	7 (48%)
	8 (11%)

	
	No
	53 (98%)
	7 (52%)
	60 (89%)

	
	Total
	54 (100%)
	14 (100%)
	68 (100%)




Chi-Square: 23.165            Prob. = 0.000                  V:   .584

[bookmark: _GoBack]As we move from those who blame President Bush to those who blame President Obama, the percentage of those who are associated with the tea party increased from 2% to 48%. As we move from those who blame President Bush to those who blame President Obama, the percentage of those who are not associated with the tea party decreased from 98% to 52%. The relationship was very strong (V=.584) and is statistically significant (P=0.00).  There is practically no chance that we would draw a sample like this from a population in which there is no relationship.   Among those who have high political trust blame of President Obama was still very important in determining association with the Tea Party. 









	Economic Blame With Low Political Trust

	Associated With Tea Party
	
	Bush
	Obama
	Total

	
	Yes
	5 (4%)
	188 (86%)
	194 (55%)

	
	No
	128 (96%)
	31 (14%)
	159 (45%)

	
	Total
	134 (100%)
	219 (100%)
	353 (100%)





Chi-Square: 224.282            Prob. = 0.000                  V:   .797

	As we move from those who blame President Bush to those who blame President Obama, the percentage of those who are associated with the tea party increased from 4% to 86%. As we move from those who blame President Bush to those who blame President Obama, the percentage of those who are not associated with the tea party decreased from 96% to 14%. The relationship was very strong (V=.797) and is statistically significant (P=0.00).  There is practically no chance that we would draw a sample like this from a population in which there is no relationship.   Among those who have low political trust blame of President Obama was still very important in determining association with the Tea Party.


VIII. Theory Reformulation
	We began this research paper with the theory that those who blamed President Obama for the current state of the economy would associate themselves with the Tea Party movement.  If this were true, political trust would not have a strong relationship to blame of President Obama.  Moreover, the influence of political trust would be greatly weakened among those who associated themselves with the Tea Party.  Both were true.  Blame of President Obama for the current state of the economy was a powerful predictor of association with the Tea Party movement.
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