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Chapter 1
Introduction

Changes in local political priorities constitute some of the most promi-
nent experiences people have with political decisions. Closure of schools
and hospitals or cutbacks in funding for other local services are often
met with strong public reactions such as increased political mobiliza-
tion, demonstrations, and, at times, threats towards elected politicians
(Ebbesen 1998; Tob 2009; Nuamah and Ogorzalek 2021; Aldrich 2008).
When things go well, and new public institutions are opened, politicians
and other notables may swing by the local area at ribbon-cutting cere-
monies and claim some of the splendor (Central Denmark Region 2022).
Politicians are quick to make local appeals and promote their own lo-
cal credentials. By providing local electorates with services that satisfy
their day-to-day demands, politicians hope to gain the favor of local elec-
torates (Stratmann 2013; Klingensmith 2019).

In addition, recent qualitative studies of public opinion formation
in peripheral regions have shown that residents’ place-based identities
are inherent to how they make sense of politics (Cramer 2016; Cramer
Walsh 2012). People rely on their identity as residents of a particular
place to understand who has access to power, who gets their fair share of
resources, and how different values and lifestyles are valued in society.

However, it is a demanding process to incorporate local information
into one’s opinion formation. If changes in local political priorities are
to influence political behavior, people first have to receive the relevant
information. If they are not mindful of their local context, there is little
reason to expect them to respond to it (Newman et al. 2015; Baybeck and
McClurg 2005). Even though people may think that they follow changes
in local political priorities, previous studies have suggested that people
are not that attentive to their local context (Hopkins 2010) and, for exam-
ple, misconceive local unemployment levels, the ethnic and racial com-
position, and the partisan leaning of their neighborhoods (Wong 2007;
Wong et al. 2012).

However, even if people are attentive to changes in local political pri-
orities, they still need to link their local experiences with their political
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behavior. What political conclusions do people draw from their local ex-
periences? According to a long-standing argument, political behavior is
becoming increasingly nationalized (Stokes 1967; Katz 1973; Claggett,
Flanigan, and Zingale 1984; Vertz, Frendreis, and Gibson 1987; Bartels
1998; Caramani 2004; Hopkins 2018), i.e. people direct less attention
towards local politics and use similar (national) criteria to pick politi-
cal candidates across electoral contests (Hopkins 2018, 34). Hopkins
(2018) argues that as parties present more homogeneous entities across
electoral districts, and as media attention has shifted towards national
events, people disregard their local context and select local candidates
based on their national affiliation and national media frames. People
may thus rely on information from national media rather than their own
local experiences.

This discrepancy is at the core of this dissertation. On the one hand,
people seem to rely heavily on their local identities when interpreting
politics, and local appeals and changes in local political priorities seem
to be some of the most prominent experiences people have with politics.
Meanwhile, the literature suggests that there are considerable hurdles
for voters to link their local experiences to political behavior. To rec-
oncile these disparate observations, I study whether citizens adjust their
political behavior when they face changes in local political priorities. The
guiding research question of this dissertation has thus been:

« Do people’s experiences with changes in local political pri-
orities and appeals affect their political behavior?

Following Dalton and Klingemann (2007), I understand political behav-
ior to encompass ordinary citizens’ political attitudes and behaviors. Re-
sponses to changes in local political priorities can manifest in many dif-
ferent ways. Understanding how people’s political behavior is affected by
changes in local political priorities is important for at least two reasons.

First, local political priorities hold the potential to establish a link be-
tween residents’ local experiences and elected politicians’ decisions. For
residents, they constitute a prime opportunity to evaluate incumbents’
performance based on their actual behavior in office. Studying the ef-
fects of local political priorities on people’s political behavior thus allows
me to establish the extent to which residents hold politicians accountable
for their behavior in office. I therefore focus on the effect of changes in
local political priorities on residents’ trust in politicians and support for
incumbent politicians.

Second, following the rise of right-wing populist movements across
many western democracies, scholars have highlighted how these move-
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ments have been particularly successful in local communities that have
gone through a prolonged downturn (Kriesi et al. 2006; Harteveld et
al. 2021; Hansen and Stubager 2017a). Residents of rural or deindustri-
alizing areas have increasingly turned to right-wing populist movements
as they have seen local economic foundations crumble and as their val-
ues and lifestyles have been challenged (Colantone and Stanig 2018b;
Gidron and Hall 2017; Norris and Inglehart 2019). Changing political
priorities could be one way to alleviate some of this hardship (Carreras,
Irepoglu Carreras, and Bowler 2019; Colantone and Stanig 2018b; Nor-
ris and Inglehart 2019). Therefore, I also focus on the effects of changes
in local political priorities on residents’ support for right-wing populist
parties, populist attitudes, and place-based resentment.

Iunderstand changes in local political priorities as decisions with ge-
ographically bounded effects made by political bodies. How changes in
local political priorities affect citizens thus depends on people’s own spa-
tial location. An example is the closure in 2011 and the planned reopen-
ing in 2022 of a hospital in Nakskov, Denmark. Nakskov is a medium-
sized town at the western end of the island of Lolland. As part of a na-
tional strategy by the Danish government to create new “super hospitals,”
the regional government decided on a new hospital structure in march
2010 (Region Zealand 2010). The plan changed the spatial distribution
of resources in the region and made way for the new super hospital in
Kage in the east. As part of the plan, four small hospitals, including the
hospital in Nakskov, were closed and transformed into health centers.
Since then, political priorities have changed, and in May 2022, most par-
ties in parliament agreed on a reform of the health-care system. As part
of the plan, the government proposed to establish 25 new so-called "lo-
cal hospitals™. While these new entities do not have beds for hospital-
ization, they are supposed to constitute a forward post for the remaining
hospitals capable of conducting some outpatient procedures (The Danish
Government 2022).

Changes in local political priorities such as this obviously affect the
residents’ material interests. On the one hand, the closure affects the ac-
cessibility of public services available to residents in the local area. After
the closure, the nearest hospital for residents of western Lolland was 55
km (about 34 miles) away on the neighboring island of Falster. Health
care thus became less accessible in the local area. However, once resi-
dents of western Lolland got to the hospital, they were met by more spe-
cialized personnel. Atleast that was the argument for closing the hospital
in Nakskov. By gathering health services at fewer locations, doctors and

1”Neerhospitaler”, translated by the author.
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nurses could specialize and thereby improve the quality of health care
(Region Zealand 2010). I return to this point in the conclusion.

Changes in local political priorities also affect the broader local econ-
omy. When politicians decide on something, they need someone to im-
plement their decisions. Therefore, political priorities are usually asso-
ciated with jobs. To local economies, such public jobs can constitute a
stable base that is less sensitive to fluctuations in the broader economy
(Wuthnow 2018, 34). In addition, as public employees settle in a local
area, they improve the prospects for local businesses by spending some
of their wages on their wares. This creates a virtuous cycle, as more peo-
ple settle in an area as it becomes more attractive. Local cutbacks, on
the other hand, diminish the pool of available jobs and thus the future
prospects in a local area.

However, theories that emphasize material gains do not capture all
potential consequences of these policies. Even when changes in local
political priorities do not affect residents directly, they still signal how
politicians in power evaluate the relative importance of the local area.
Changes in local political priorities can have a substantial symbolic mean-
ing to residents of the local area. The hospital in Nakskov was built in
1912 and employed more than 460 people in its heyday (Gade 2010). Be-
sides servicing the citizens, the hospital marked the prestige of the town
as a prominent industrial center. Locally it could thus be regarded as a
symbol of the town’s glory days. With the closure of the hospital, those
days are definitively in the past.

Changing the geographical distribution of public resources is a com-
monly used policy tool. Initiatives such as localized responses to natural
disasters (Bechtel and Hainmueller 2011), closure of welfare institutions
(Lindbom 2014; Nuamah and Ogorzalek 2021), placement of institutions
with adverse local effects such as wind turbines, nuclear power plants,
dams, or airports (Stokes 2016; Aldrich 2008), and spatial variation in
austerity shocks (Fetzer 2019) are all examples of changes in local polit-
ical priorities. In Denmark, the empirical setting of this dissertation, the
geographic distribution of public resources has been altered extensively
by consecutive waves of policy initiatives over the preceding decades.
The first wave consisted of a range of public sector reforms that took ef-
fect around 2007. At the center of these reforms was a reorganization of
local government, which replaced the 13 counties with five regional gov-
ernments and reduced the total number of municipalities from 271 to
98. The wave also included the aforementioned strategy of building "su-
per hospitals” as well as reforms of the police and judicial system (The
Danish Government 2004; The Danish Government and Danish Regions
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2008). A central motivation was to create professionally and economi-
cally sustainable entities (Strukturkommissionen 2004). Gathering pub-
lic institutions at fewer locations was supposed to improve the quality of
public services by enabling professional development and reduce costs
by enabling economies of scale (354). These benefits have to some extent
been validated by later studies (Blom-Hansen, Houlberg, and Serritzlew
2014; Blom-Hansen et al. 2016).

The second wave of changes in local political priorities began in 2015
and has shifted public resources from the major cities (especially Copen-
hagen) toward rural areas and provincial towns. These initiatives include
the relocation of administrative jobs from a range of public agencies, a
new equalization system between municipalities, new education places
at localities spread across the country, and the new local hospitals (The
Danish Government 2015, 2018, 2020, 2021, 2022). These initiatives
have been motivated by a desire to create a Denmark ”in better balance”
as one government put it (The Danish Government 2018, 3). By priori-
tizing development in rural and peripheral areas, shifting governments
have aimed to decrease regional disparities and foster a more coherent
society. This is not a uniquely Danish phenomenon; similar efforts to pri-
oritize the development of rural and declining communities also can be
found in the UK (UK Government 2022), Italy (Agenzia per la Coesione
Territoriale 2021), and the US (The White House 2022).

1.1 Outline of the dissertation

This dissertation consists of the present summary as well as three single-
authored articles. The summary can be read independently and presents
the dissertation’s overall argument. As such, there will be some overlap
between the summary and the three original articles. I use the short-
hand, Paper A, Paper B, and Paper C to refer to the articles throughout
the summary. I present the full article names and their publication status
at the time of writing in Table 1.1.
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Table 1.1: The three articles of the dissertation

Paper  Title Status

A Why Do Voters Prefer Local Candi- Invited to revise
dates? Evidence from Danish Conjoint and resubmit Po-
Survey Experiment litical Behavior

B Left Behind: Voter’s Reactions to Poli- Under review

cies with Adverse Local Effects

C Getting Your Fair Share: People’s Reac- Working paper
tion To Changes In Local Political Prior-
ities

In Paper A, I delve into the mechanism that motivates voters to re-
spond to local appeals. Voters’ preference for candidates who live close
by has often been referred to as "friends-and-neighbors” voting (Key 1949;
Lewis-Beck and Rice 1983). However, it extends beyond political candi-
dates’ close acquaintances, which gives rise to the question: Why do vot-
ers prefer local candidates? To disentangle the appeal of political can-
didates who live in people’s local areas, I conducted a conjoint experi-
ment in which I presented respondents with political candidates who are
described with different local appeals. Some are described as spending
most of their time trying to improve local conditions (behavioral local-
ism); others are described as conforming to local social norms (symbolic
localism). As the cues are randomly attributed, I can unpack the im-
plicit assumptions voters make about candidates from their local area
that make these candidates so universally appealing. Do voters privilege
local candidates because of in-group favoritism or because they expect
them to procure tangible benefits for their local area?

In Paper B and C, I explore how changes in different types of local
political priorities affect different aspects of citizens’ political behavior.

In Paper B, I utilize data on 315 school closures and 30 hospital clo-
sures in Denmark from 2005-2019 to estimate the electoral consequences
of policies with adverse local effects. These discrete events enable me to
study whether voters can navigate the multiple levels of government. Can
voters attribute blame for policies with adverse local effects to the appro-
priate governmental level and hold the incumbents directly accountable?
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Furthermore, I test whether right-wing populist parties can take advan-
tage of the closures and mobilize dissatisfied voters.

Finally, Paper C tests the attitudinal effects of changes in local polit-
ical priorities. By relying on data from the highly granular and accurate
Danish registries, I can measure the objective changes in public expen-
ditures on public employees in people’s local areas. This enables me to
test whether changes in local expenditures on public employees affect
residents’ trust in politicians, populist attitudes, or place-based resent-
ment. Further tests allow me focus on the extent to which changes in
expenditures on public employees in people’s local areas track residents’
subjective perceptions.

Figure 1.1 gives an overview of the overall project and how the three
articles fit together. At the center of the project is the identification of
the effect of changes in local political priorities on residents’ political be-
havior. That includes the effect on both voting behavior (Paper B) and
political attitudes (Paper C). This is complemented by the findings from
Paper A, which unpack the underlying mechanism and explain why vot-
ers respond to local appeals. The present summary outlines this argu-

Figure 1.1: Project overview

EWhy react to local appeals?
- Behavioral localism '

- Symbolic localism L e mmemmmmeeaan B
"""""""" \Voting behavior ;

: -4 Support incumbents '
pemmmeees bomomaenns ..~ i~ Support right-wing populists

Experience with
changes in local
political priorities

Political
behavior

LTI : .. Political Attitudes
“~. .- Trust in politicians
- Populist attitudes
- Place-based resentment

ment. I describe the theoretical argument of the dissertation, in Chap-
ter 2. Building on theories of context effects, local appeals, and support
for right-wing populist parties, I hypothesize that changes in local politi-
cal priorities are positively associated with support for incumbent politi-
cians and inversely related to support for populist messages.

In Chapter 3 and Chapter 4, I lay out the empirical approach founda-
tion of the three papers. I discuss the methodological challenges of work-
ing with a "treatment” that is inherently politicized. Changes in local po-
litical priorities rarely occur at random but are the result of an elaborate
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political process. This introduces selection issues, which complicates the
identification of people’s response to changes in local political priorities.
I go on to discuss how the designs of the papers handle this challenge
in different ways and complement each other. In Chapter 4, I provide
details on how I have used geographic information from administrative
registries to track the spatial impact of changes in political priorities and
link it to various data on people’s political behavior.

I'summarize the main findings of the dissertation in Chapter 5 where I
draw on the independent analysis from each paper to explain why voters
respond to local appeals and the extent to which residents’ support for
incumbents or the appeal of populist messages is affected by changes in
local political priorities.

Finally, Chapter 6 summarizes the empirical findings across the three
papers and discusses the implications for the prospects of local account-
ability and the appeal of populist messages in declining communities.
Furthermore, I reflect on the prospects for generalizing the findings of
the dissertation to a broader context, and I point to potential research
avenues, including the potential for compositional effects on local popu-
lations of changes in local political priorities.
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Chapter 2
Theory

In this chapter, I outline and synthesize the theoretical argument of the
three papers of the dissertation. By drawing on insights from the liter-
ature on context effects, I theorize how people’s experiences with local
appeals and changes in local political priorities affect their political be-
havior. The chapter is organized around two central conditions for local
contexts to affect residents’ political behavior. People’s political behavior
can be affected by aspects of their local context if a) residents are aware
of that specific aspect of their local area, and b) residents link that aspect
of their local area with electoral politics.

In the first part of the chapter, I thus draw on the main theoretical
arguments in the literature on context effects and review how people’s
local areas both shape the availability of information, structure experi-
ences and intertwine with people’s material interests and group identi-
ties. I also present some of the main reasons voters may respond to local
appeals. In the second part of the chapter, I draw on theories on the
support for incumbents and right-wing populist parties to theorize how
people may link their experiences with changes in local political priori-
ties to politics.

2.1 How do local contexts affect political
behavior?

The study of contextual influences on people’s political behavior can at
least be traced back to Key’s (1949) Southern Politics in State and Na-
tion. Here Key presents findings of racial threat, as turnout among white
southerners is highest in the counties with the largest African American
population. This finding has since been replicated in quasi-experimental
setups (Enos 2016). While most studies in this tradition have focused
on demographic aspects of people’s surroundings such as the ethnic or
racial composition of neighborhoods (see eg. Oliver and Wong 2003;
Hopkins 2010; Cho and Baer 2011; Enos 2014; Dinesen and Sgnderskov
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2015; Enos 2017), other studies have focused on disparate aspects from
local weather (Egan and Mullin 2012) to offshoring of local businesses
(Rickard 2022). Common for these studies is that they link people’s po-
litical behavior to some aspect of their immediate surroundings. While
focusing on different aspects of people’s local surroundings, this line of
research argues, at least implicitly, that people’s geographical location is
important to their political behavior. So the question is: How does the
local context affect people’s political attitudes?

2.1.1 Local contexts structure available information

The first mechanism highlighted in the literature is that people’s place
of residence influences what information is available to them (Huckfeldt
and Sprague 1987, 1995; Baybeck and McClurg 2005). On the one hand,
people may make their own casual observations of their local surround-
ings (Baybeck and McClurg 2005). That is you may find that certain ar-
eas are more ethnically diverse than others, or you may notice the long
grass on the unkempt lawns by the closed school. On the other hand,
people get information about their local area from local acquaintances
through social interactions (Lazarsfeld, Berelson, and Gaudet 1944; Huck-
feldt and Sprague 1987). The neighbor may tell you about an incident at
the grocery store with some young troublemakers, or when you turn up
to the local sports match, your acquaintances tell you that they have lost
their jobs due to a slowdown in the construction industry. While people
have some discretion regarding who they talk to, their place of residence
structures their possibilities. Their neighbors, coworkers, and acquain-
tances from the sports club all live within a reasonable range. While
the rise of information technology has limited the extent to which dis-
tances constrain the available information (Cairncross 1998), people still
go about their daily lives in specific geographic communities, which both
limits and enables certain interactions (Huckfeldt and Sprague 1995).

In most studies of contextual effects, it is assumed that residents ob-
tain information about the studied aspect of their local area. They receive
“the treatment” as Newman et al. (2015) put it. While the local context
can influence their health without people necessarily noticing it*, it is
harder to conceive of a mechanism whereby the local context should in-
fluence people’s political attitudes without them being aware of that as-
pect of their local surroundings (Newman et al. 2015; Baybeck and Mc-
Clurg 2005).

1E.g. through air pollution (Wong et al. 2012, 1154)
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However, people are not necessarily that knowledgeable about their
local surroundings. Some studies show that people have a hard time
correctly estimating the racial and ethnic composition, local unemploy-
ment, and the partisan leaning of their local area (Wong 2007; Wong
et al. 2012). Other studies show that residents are reasonably knowl-
edgeable about ethnic diversity and unemployment (Newman et al. 2015;
Baybeck and McClurg 2005). For example, Danes have been found to be
reasonably knowledgeable about the former (Hjorth 2020, 16). Further-
more, people’s subjective perceptions of their local surroundings are im-
portant mediators of the effect of objective circumstances on residents’
political attitudes (Newman et al. 2015).

Following these arguments, I theorize in Paper B and Paper C that
residents in a local area will notice changes in local political priorities, ei-
ther through their own casual observations, social interactions with their
local acquaintances, or local media coverage (Moskowitz 2021). Deci-
sions by electoral bodies, such as municipal councils, to close or open
public institutions are covered extensively in local media. Furthermore,
it is often a point of conversation in the local area, as some residents are
users of the institution. Finally, when the institution finally is closed or
opened, the buildings are a constant reminder of the decision to change
local expenditures.

2.1.2 Local contexts anchor residents' interpretations

A second mechanism, which has been less developed in the literature on
context effects, is that people’s local context may anchor residents’ in-
terpretations of the information that is available to them. As argued by
Zaller (1992, 6), "Every opinion is a marriage of information and predis-
position: information to form a mental picture of the given issue, and
predisposition to motivate some conclusion about it”. The first mecha-
nism through which people’s local context may influence their political
behavior relates to the first part of this "marriage”, i.e. the available in-
formation. The second mechanism I develop across the three papers of
the dissertation deals with the second part. Living in specific areas can
anchor people’s interests and identities and thus how they interpret com-
monly available information.

People’s material interests are intertwined with the well-being of their
local area. This is most evident for homeowners, who have invested heav-
ily in the continued prosperity of their local area. Previous studies have
shown that people are more politically engaged when they own property
in alocal area (Hall and Yoder 2022; Fischel 2001). However, even peo-
ple who do not own their own house benefit from the continued improve-
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ment of their local area. That also means that voters can be expected to
act in relation to their local area per rational theories of electoral choice,
according to which voters act in self-interest and seek political candidates
who maximize their well-being (see eg. Kinder and Kiewiet 1979; Downs
1957).

Following this perspective, voters will view political candidates fa-
vorably if they prioritize their local area, as it implicitly improves their
well-being. Political candidates can make local appeals to such a locally
oriented self-interest by signaling their behavioral localism, which can
be defined as “the extent to which the politician acts in line with the in-
terests and wishes of the voters themselves and others in their locality”
(Campbell et al. 2019, 938). By signaling that they will work to improve
local conditions, they implicitly signal that they will work for the voters’
interests.

Likewise, people’s social identities may be intertwined with their lo-
cal area. A social identity can be conceived as “those aspects of an in-
dividual’s self-image that derive from the social categories to which he
perceives himself as belonging” (Tajfel and Turner 1979, 40). One cat-
egory is place of residence (Cuba and Hummon 1993; Wong 2010). As
people reside in an area, they come to feel that being from a particular
place is an important part of who they are. Social identities, such as parti-
sanship, are important to people’s political behavior (Achen and Bartels
2016). However, even less politically salient identities have been shown
to promote psychological tendencies to favor members of people’s own
in-group and disadvantage members of out-groups (Tajfel and Turner
1979, 38).

In addition to appealing to voters’ material interests by professing
their commitment to bettering local conditions, political candidates can
appeal to residents’ place-based identities. To do so, they do not neces-
sarily have to procure actual benefits for their local area but can rely on
residents’ in-group favoritism by signaling their own attachment to the
area (Collignon and Sajuria 2018; Schulte-Cloos and Bauer 2021). In
Paper A, I label such signals the candidates’ symbolic localism, which I
define as the extent to which a politician conforms to norms and values
of the voters and others in their locality. Signaling attachment to a local
area to your constituents is a well-known strategy that resembles Fenno’s
(1978) description of parliamentarians’ home styles”. Fenno describes
how candidates dress, speak, eat, and act in certain ways that conform
to local norms to get their constituents to view them as part of the local
in-group.
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While voters may identify with their local area, group identities may
become so important to people’s way of understanding politics that they
rise to the level of group consciousness (Miller et al. 1981), i.e. a group
identity that has been infused with a sense of distributive injustice (Cramer
2016, 12). It is thus not only identification with a group but also an
awareness of the group’s position in society and a commitment to better-
ing the group’s position (Miller et al. 1981, 495). A prominent example
is “rural consciousness” as described in Cramer’s seminal study of rural
residents of Wisconsin, United States (Cramer 2016). This perspective
on politics is based on identifying with a particular place.

Cramer identifies three elements in rural consciousness. The first ele-
ment relates to residents’ perception of the distribution of resources (76).
Residents feel that their local area is being skipped over, and that they
are working hard without any prospects of bettering their position. The
second element revolves around the residents’ perception of a cultural
divide in values between cities and rural areas (12). People have funda-
mentally different lifestyles and values, and they perceive city-dwellers to
belazy and impervious to common sense. Finally, the third element con-
cerns residents’ perception of their access to power and influence (65).
Again, they feel that their concerns and worries are being ignored by
decision-makers. This can partly be thought of as a low level of politi-
cal efficacy.

In this dissertation, I primarily use the term "place-based resentment”
instead of “rural consciousness”. It also refer to a group consciousness
but is abstracted from the rural context where Cramer originally devel-
oped the concept (Munis 2020). Many aspects of group consciousness
that Cramer describes as rural consciousness appear in other declining
communities, for instance rural Louisiana, Youngstown, Ohio, suburbs
of London, United Kingdom (Hochschild 2016; Gest 2016; Wuthnow
2018). Studies from both the United States and Denmark have since
developed measures to tap place-based resentment, and it is empirically
much more prevalent in rural than in urban areas in both countries (Mu-
nis 2020; Hansen and Hjorth 2021).

Based on this, I can expect residents to react to local appeals due to
in-group favoritism or material interest. I unpack this mechanism fur-
ther in Paper A, where I test how voters react to various signals about
candidates’ local attachment. Irrespective of the underlying mechanism,
I expect voters to look favorably on increases and object to decreases in
local public expenditures. Either because increased local expenditures
improve local conditions or because it signals the social status of the lo-
cal area.
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2.2 Linking changes in local political priorities to
political behavior

One thing is to "receive the treatment” and be cognizant of changes in
local political priorities and link it to one’s predispositions; it is quite an-
other to draw political implications from those changes. Linking local
developments to politics is not straightforward. Hopkins (2010) thus ar-
gues that residents rely on frames from the news media. Frames provide
residents with a way to think about local developments and link them to
politics (Hopkins 2010, 43). He thus finds that voters’ attitudes towards
immigrants are more related to the local change in the share of immi-
grants when immigration is salient in national news media. Similarly,
one may expect that voters have a hard time making sense of changes in
local political priorities if they are not provided with some way of think-
ing about it. Rural development has been a salient issue in Danish news
media for some of the studied period, which may have provided people
with a way of thinking about changes in local political priorities (Winther
and Svendsen 2012). However, changes in local political priorities only
pertain to specific areas and are therefore usually not covered in national
media. Residents are thus often left to make sense of developments on
their own.

I have focused on two different ways voters may link changes in local
political priorities to electoral politics. In the following, I first theorize
about the effect of changes in local political priorities on residents’ sup-
port for incumbents. I then draw on current research on the appeal of
right-wing populist parties and populist messages to argue that changes
inlocal political priorities are inversely related to the appeal of such mes-
sages.

2.2.1 Supplying pork to constituents

The most obvious link voters may make between changes in local polit-
ical priorities and their political behavior is to adjust their support for
incumbents. It is inherently easier to ascribe responsibility for changes
in local political priorities than for many other local developments, be-
cause they are decided by an electoral body and thus directly linked to
specific political decision-makers.

A long tradition of studies in the United States explores how incum-
bent congressional representatives can improve their electoral fortunes
by securing increased federal spending for their electoral districts (Fer-
ejohn 1974; Feldman and Jondrow 1984; Stein and Bickers 1994; Levitt
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and Snyder 1997; Stratmann 2013; Klingensmith 2019). These studies
usually rely on retrospective voting models, according to which people
base their vote on incumbents’ performance in the preceding election pe-
riod (Ferejohn 1986; Fiorina 1981; Key 1966). If people experienced that
incumbents did well, they keep them (Downs 1957; Kinder and Kiewiet
1979). While empirical results in this literature are somewhat incon-
clusive, they all theorize that incumbents benefit from securing federal
funds for their local area. More funds are viewed as a local good whether
they go to improved infrastructure, subsidies for certain services, or new
public jobs. However, not all changes in local political priorities con-
stitute a benefit to the local area. Previous studies have explored how
voters mobilize in response to various policies with adverse local effects,
e.g., placement of large projects that harm local conditions, such as nu-
clear power plants, airports, dams, wind turbines (Stokes 2016; Aldrich
2008), or closing prized public services such as schools and hospitals
(Lindbom 2014; Nuamah and Ogorzalek 2021; Mgller, Kjer, and Larsen
2021). In these cases, local priorities worsen local circumstances.

Nevertheless, in all cases, changes in local political priorities signal
that politicians in power have been able and willing to procure public re-
sources for a local area. Whether voters respond out of self-interest or
out-group attachments, changes in local priorities signal provide valu-
able information about incumbents. Either they hurt local interests and
are not worth keeping, or they improved local conditions and should be
rewarded.

However, different governmental layers are responsible for and have
jurisdictions over certain issues and areas. When voters link specific
changes in local political priorities to specific incumbents, they have to
navigate the multiple levels of government. While multiple levels of gov-
ernment allow voters to pursue their interests through different avenues
and allow decisions to be taken close to citizens (Downs 1999, 94), they
also enable politicians to obscure the responsibility of their own unpopu-
lar decisions and to claim credit for policies they had nothing to do with
(Arceneaux 2006, 732). It thus complicates the electorate’s job. How-
ever, changes in local political priorities still constitute one of the clear-
est opportunities for voters to hold politicians accountable for their de-
cisions.

I therefore hypothesize in Paper B and Paper C that residents’ per-
ceptions of incumbents are positively associated with changes in local
political priorities.
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2.2.2 Champions of the left behind

I theorize in Paper B and Paper C that changes in local political prior-
ities are inversely related to the appeal of populist messages and resi-
dents’ support for right-wing populist parties. However, changes in lo-
cal political priorities are not inherently linked to these parties. In con-
trast to mainstream parties, they are rarely responsible for their imple-
mentation, and even though they often promote the preservation of local
communities (Fitzgerald 2018, 25), it is not a central feature of the party
family’s political platform (Mudde 2007). In the following, I first clarify
my understanding of right-wing populist parties and populist attitudes.
I then review some of the central explanations in the literature for the
demand for right-wing populist parties and the appeal of populist argu-
ments. Based on these explanations, I theorize why residents may link
changes in local political priorities to support for right-wing populist par-
ties.

Support for populism can manifest in voting behavior and in political
attitudes. Populism can be defined as "a thin-centered ideology that con-
siders society to be ultimately separated into two homogeneous and an-
tagonistic groups, 'the pure people’ versus 'the corrupt elite,” and which
argues that politics should be an expression of the volonté générale (gen-
eral will) of the people” (23). As such, it does not necessarily connote
affiliation with right or left economic policies but can rather be a vehicle
for both (Mudde and Rovira Kaltwasser 2012, 150). Similar theories have
thus often been argued to explain support for both right- and left-wing
populist parties (see eg. Rhodes-Purdy, Navarre, and Utych 2021; Bur-
goon et al. 2019). However, the main thrust in this literature focuses on
the right-wing variant (Berman 2021), and in the Danish case, populist
messages are primarily associated with parties on the right (Bachler and
Hopmann 2017). Therefore, I also focus on support for right-wing pop-
ulist parties. Nevertheless, with some adjustment, many of the theoreti-
cal arguments could reasonably be applied to left-wing populist parties,
such as La France Insoumise.

Support for specific party families, such as right-wing populist par-
ties, is contingent on the electoral institutions and particular parties of a
given country (Broz, Frieden, and Weymouth 2021, 485). In Paper C, I
thus also study people’s tendency to hold populist political attitudes. In
the literature, populist attitudes are conceived of as consisting of three
components: people-centrism, anti-elitism, and Manichaean outlook
(Castanho Silva et al. 2020; Castanho Silva et al. 2018; Oliver and Rahn
2016; Akkerman, Mudde, and Zaslove 2014; Schulz et al. 2018). People-
centrism refers to the idea of a homogeneous people that is both pure
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and good. The people holds common-sense opinions that ought to be
the guiding light of political decision-making. Anti-elitism refers to the
antagonistic relationship that pits the pure people against the elites. Def-
initions of “the elite” vary, but it usually includes mainstream politicians.
Finally, the Manichaean outlook sees politics as a struggle between good
(the people) and evil (the elite).

The rising demand for right-wing populist parties across Western democ-
racies and the prevalence of populist attitudes have fueled research to
explain this demand (Berman 2021, 73). Explanations generally empha-
size either economic conditions or cultural cleavages. While distinct,
these explanations often interact and complement each other to create
one comprehensive explanation of the appeal of populist messages.

Economic explanations of the increasing demand for right-wing pop-
ulist parties emphasize how the globalization of world markets has un-
dermined the existing economic foundation for people’s daily lives (Broz,
Frieden, and Weymouth 2021; Rickard 2020). Especially manufacturing
and manual jobs have been affected as they can be done cheaper in China
or other emerging markets. Studies from economics have shown that
growing international competition has led to increased unemployment,
less labor force participation, reduced wages, and lost revenues in areas
that have been particularly hard hit by the import competition (Autor,
Dorn, and Hanson 2013; Acemoglu et al. 2016). This creates a new struc-
tural cleavage between winners and losers of the upheaval of the econ-
omy (Kriesi et al. 2006). This argument has been supported by several
studies of the local contextual determinants of the support for right-wing
populist parties. A prominent example is Colantone and Stanigs, who
rely on the same instrument as (Autor, Dorn, and Hanson 2013) to iden-
tify the causal impact of local import shocks on the support for right-wing
populist parties (Colantone and Stanig 2018b) and Brexit (Colantone and
Stanig 2018a). Increased economic challenges for manufacturing jobs
have cascading effects on the local economies that further worsen the
economic prospects. Other studies have thus shown how manufacturing
layoffs fueled support for Donald Trump (Baccini and Weymouth 2021),
and that offshoring of manufacturing jobs makes local electorates punish
incumbent politicians (Rickard 2022). When local economies crumble,
it also affects the housing market. Declining or stagnating housing prices
have thus been found to increase local support for Brexit in the UK, Ma-
rine Le Pen in France (Adler and Ansell 2020), and right-wing populist
parties across Scandinavia (Ansell et al. 2022). While the economic ex-
planations emphasize different aspects of economic development, they
rely on a similar mechanism. As people’s economic situation deterio-
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rates, they become increasingly angry with political elites and more will-
ing to take a risk by voting for someone who will upend the status quo
(Rhodes-Purdy, Navarre, and Utych 2021; Carreras, Irepoglu Carreras,
and Bowler 2019).

Economic explanations of the rising demand for right-wing populist
parties are often contrasted with cultural explanations (Berman 2021;
Inglehart and Norris 2017, see eg.), which often emphasize quite differ-
ent mechanisms (Margalit, Raviv, and Solodoch 2022).

One prominent perspective is Norris and Inglehart’ (2019) argument
that support for populism is fueled by an inter-generational backlash.
As younger cohorts grow up and become socialized under increasingly
prosperous and secure conditions, they come to hold more post-modern
values. Older generations who hold more authoritarian and materialist
values experience that their views are slowly being marginalized and they
thus turn to populist movements. Another perspective emphasizes the
importance of immigration. According to one version of the argument,
voters turn to right-wing populist parties to limit immigration, to reduce
competition for resources (Rydgren 2007, 250). In other versions, im-
migrants are scorned because they compromise the cohesiveness of the
national unity and thus threaten national identities (Rydgren 2008). Ir-
respective of the mechanism, anti-immigrant attitudes are a common
denominator among right-wing populist parties’ electorates (Lubbers,
Gijsberts, and Scheepers 2002; Ivarsflaten 2008). While this explana-
tion is not necessarily as prominent in rural areas, where fewer immi-
grants choose to settle (Harteveld et al. 2021), other cultural perspectives
again have emphasized the importance of community disintegration (Bo-
let 2021) or other cultural cleavages (Rydgren 2007; Golder 2016).

However, these different perspectives are often complementary rather
than contradictory in explaining support for right-wing populism. Sev-
eral studies thus propose models that explain how economic and cultural
factors interact and complement each other (Bowyer 2008; Rhodes-Purdy,
Navarre, and Utych 2021; Carreras, Irepoglu Carreras, and Bowler 2019;
Gidron and Hall 2017; Harteveld et al. 2021). Economic challenges may
increase voters’ tendency to hold cultural grievances, or different expla-
nations may be more pertinent in some areas. Ethnographic studies have
documented across different contexts how economic and cultural factors
intermingle and create a common narrative of resentment and animosity
towards elites (Gest 2016; Cramer 2016; Hochschild 2016).

Many of these studies propose policies to counter the appeal of pop-
ulist messages and parties (Austin, Glaeser, and Summers 2018; Cramer
2016; Carreras, Irepoglu Carreras, and Bowler 2019; Norris and Ingle-
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hart 2019; Colantone and Stanig 2018b, see eg.). While some motivate
this with their distaste for right-wing populists, whom they view as un-
dermining pluralistic democratic ideals, others focus more on the de-
pressed conditions in these areas, which seem to foster discontent. Irre-
spective, it leads them to propose some form of geographically targeted
policy to alleviate the challenges people face in their local area.

Changes in local political priorities can either substantiate narratives
of a disinterested elite in concrete experiences of local cutbacks in pub-
lic expenditures, or they can undermine the same narratives by demon-
strating how mainstream politicians look out for people and their local
communities by diverting public expenditures to their local area. There-
fore, I hypothesize in Paper B and Paper C that changes in local political
expenditures are negatively associated with residents’ tendency to hold
populist attitudes and support right-wing populist parties.

2.3 Summation

Across the three papers of the dissertation, I thus theorize that people
acquire information about changes in local political priorities through
casual observations as well as social interactions with acquaintances. I
expect changes in local political priorities to elicit a response because
it both impinges on residents’ material interests and mobilizes their at-
tachment to their local area. Finally, I theorize that residents may link
changes in local political priorities to their political behavior. Residents
may hold incumbents accountable for their priorities. After all, they were
directly responsible for the decisions. In addition, changes in local po-
litical priorities may substantiate or undermine the appeal of populist
messages, as it demonstrates how elites behave in relation to residents’
local areas.
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Chapter 3
Designs

In the three papers of the dissertation, I have estimated the effect of
changes in local political priorities on residents’ political behavior. In
this chapter, I summarize the main methodological challenges this en-
tails, and how I have chosen to handle them in the three papers of the
dissertation. Additionally, I highlight how the designs of the papers com-
plement each other.

3.1 The challenge of a politicized "treatment"

Selection bias is a major methodological challenge in the study of context
effects (see eg. Hopkins 2010; Bisgaard, Dinesen, and Sgnderskov 2016).
As people choose where they want to live, any correlation between res-
idence and political attitudes may be due to the reason they choose to
settle in a specific area rather than a particular aspect of the local area.
It is therefore inherently difficult to disentangle whether spatial patterns
in political behavior arise due to different local experiences or because of
different compositions of local populations (Oliver and Wong 2003; Tam
Cho, Gimpel, and Hui 2013). One example is the increased geographic
polarization between urban and rural areas on many cultural issues such
as immigration. Maxwell (2019, 2020) has explored how spatial patterns
can be understood as the consequences of residential sorting. As people
with longer educations move to the cities to pursue careers in the ex-
panding knowledge economy, people with more traditionalist opinions
are left behind. Thus the cleavage is not necessarily due to contextual dif-
ferences but to differences in the composition of local electorates. Sim-
ilarly, faced with changes in local political priorities, residents with par-
ticular political attitudes may decide to move, while others choose or are
forced to stay. One way of alleviating this is by relying on experiments, as
randomly attributed treatments eliminate the challenge of selection bias
(Angrist and Pischke 2009, 15). However, attributing changes in local
political priorities at random is challenging.
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Some previous studies have utilized natural experiments to study the
contextual effects on residents’ political behavior of changes in local po-
litical priorities. One example is Bechtel and Hainmueller (2011), who
relied on data on the German government’s change in local political pri-
orities after the Elbe flooded large areas in 2002. As the flooding only
directly affected areas close to the river, Bechtel and Hainmueller could
utilize this naturally occurring variation to study the residents’ reaction
to the government’s relief response. Even in the case of natural disasters,
one can argue that it affects not only the government’s relief response but
also the need for said response in the affected areas. The “treatment” is
thus also more multifaceted than just changes in local political priorities.
Furthermore, for most changes in local political priorities, it is hard to
argue that they occur at random as they are outcomes of a deliberate po-
litical process. Beyond being ethically problematic, studying the effects
of changes in local political priorities in an ideal experimental setup is
thus substantively impractical. The issue of selection bias thus persists.

In Paper B and Paper C, I track how different objective changes in
local political priorities affect residents’ political behavior, and I use var-
ious identification strategies to handle selection bias. In the following
section, I elaborate on the approaches taken in these two studies.

In Paper A, I sidestep the challenge by focusing on the appeal of lo-
cal candidates. To study the mechanism underlying local appeals, you
either need to make some strong assumptions that are likely to be un-
warranted or come up with situations where you somehow can manip-
ulate the mediator (Imai et al. 2011, 779). To study why voters respond
to local appeals, I therefore shift the focus from local political priorities
to the appeal of local candidates. In a candidate choice experiment, I
can manipulate the behavioral localism and symbolic localism of politi-
cal candidates and thus study the mechanism underlying local appeals.
In the following, I will further elaborate on the experimental design in
Paper A.

3.2 Preregistrations

A prime advantage of preregistering a study is that it allows the researcher
as well as the readers to clearly distinguish between when the researcher
conducts hypothesis tests and when the researcher conducts exploratory
tests (Nosek et al. 2018). By limiting researchers’ opportunities to adapt
theories to findings, preregistrations shield the researcher from hind-
sight bias and limit their ability to fish for significant results (Humphreys,
Sierra, and Windt 2013; Monogan 2013, 11). An additional advantage is
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that it forces researchers to make decisions on a range of minute details
before collecting the data. It can thus clarify potential defects in the de-
sign early in the process and allow researchers to correct such mistakes
when it is still possible to change the design.

T'have taken advantage of these possibilities by preregistering Paper A
and Paper C.». I preregistered Paper A before I collected the data for the
survey experiment. In Paper C, I rely on data from Statistics Denmark’s
Research Services. Access to these data is heavily restricted®. I could
thus credibly preregister the study before accessing the data.

I make a few deviations from the preregistered analysis plans to im-
prove the tests and to give the reader a better grasp of the implications
of the findings. To enable the reader to evaluate these decisions, I also
report the test in full accordance with the preregistrations in the respec-
tive papers and note the various deviations in the texts. To improve the
succinctness of this summary, I have largely abstained from making such
notes here. I refer the reader to the respective papers for a more thorough
review of the specifics.

Preregistering a study where the researcher is familiar with the data
does not provide the same advantages. If you know the data, you cannot
credibly claim that the preregistration limits your ability to adapt your
theories to the data (Humphreys, Sierra, and Windt 2013, 12). I therefore
abstained from preregistering Paper B, as the data was familiar to me
before I started the analysis.

3.3 Observational strategies

In the following, I outline and compare the identification strategies that
I employ in Paper B and Paper C. The two papers rely on somewhat sim-
ilar identifying assumptions but utilize different data sources that allow
me to focus on different aspects of people’s political behavior and mea-
sure changes in local political priorities in different ways. Furthermore,
I outline how I handle the modifiable areal unit problem (MAUP), an
additional challenge in the study of context effects.

The first identification strategy I use to handle selection bias is to con-
trol for the observable differences between residents of different areas. I
do so when I analyze cross-sectional survey data in Paper C. The causal
identification of the effect of changes in local political priorities on the re-

!The preregistrations are hosted at osf.io/whsmu At the time of publication, some of
the preregistrations may still be embargoed to maintain anonymity in the review process.
However, the full registrations are available in the appendices to the respective papers.

2See Statistics Denmark (2014) for details.
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spondents’ political behavior in the cross-sectional analysis relies on the
conditional independence assumption. If the conditional independence
assumption holds, residents are exposed to changes in local political pri-
orities as if random after control for a variety of observed covariates (An-
grist and Pischke 2009, 53). This means that I estimate an equation in
the cross-sectional analysis somewhat like:

Y, = 6D, + X.B3 + ¢, (3.1

where Y; is the political behavior or attitude of a respondent s who
lives in a local area that experienced D changes in local political prior-
ities. & captures the causal effect of interest. However, the causal in-
terpretation relies on X’, which is a vector of the observed confounding
variables. If a confounding variable is not included in X', the conditional
independence assumption is violated, and the results are potentially bi-
ased. The drawback of this approach is thus that it only takes observed
conditions into account. One temptation may therefore be to include as
many controls as possible. However, by conditioning on the effects of
changes in local political priorities, I would end up with post-treatment
bias (Acharya, Blackwell, and Sen 2016, 514). I therefore rely on a limited
range of potential confounders.

The second identification strategy goes a step further by relying on
observations of the same units over time. In the analysis of panel data in
Paper C and precinct-level election returns in Paper B, I include unit and
period fixed effects in the estimators and thereby control for all time-
invariant heterogeneities between units and all unit-invariant hetero-
geneities over time. I thus no longer compare differences in the outcome
levels between units but rather differences in the development in the out-
comes between units. In the panel analysis in Paper C and the general-
ized differences-in-differences design employed to study election returns
in Paper B, I estimate an equation like:

Yst =Ys + >\t + §Dst + thﬂ + €st (32)

where Y} is the political behavior or attitudes of unit s at time ¢. The
main difference between the estimators in Paper C and Paper B is that the
units refer to individual respondents in Paper C and precincts in Paper
B. v, introduces a dummy for each unit, thus absorbing all unit invariant
heterogeneity over time. In Paper C, I thus estimate changes within re-
spondents over time, and in Paper B, I estimate changes within precincts
over time. )\, similarly introduces a dummy for each period. This reduces
the potential for confounders to aspects that vary across units and peri-
ods. If I observe these aspects, I can control for them in X/,.
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The identifying assumption in the panel analysis and the generalized
differences-in-differences design is that absent the difference in changes
inlocal political priorities, the development in political behavior between
units would have followed parallel trends. This is also known as the
common or parallel trends assumption (Angrist and Pischke 2009, 230).
This assumption cannot be tested directly, as it is impossible to observe
the counterfactual situation without changes in local political priorities.
Nevertheless, a common practice is to test for parallel trends in the pre-
treatment periods (237). I do so in Paper B, where the data lends itself
to such a test. I have data on several consecutive elections, which allows
me to follow the trends between affected and unaffected precincts in the
pretreatment periods. In Paper C, I am unable to conduct such a test as
I only observe the respondents twice.

In Paper B, I use a generalized differences-in-differences design to
study a staggered treatment: closure of schools and hospitals. This de-
sign has recently come under renewed scrutiny in the econometrics lit-
erature (Goodman-Bacon 2021). Until recently, studies utilizing treat-
ments that occur in different units at different points in time relied on
a fixed-effects estimator with a treatment indicator as outlined in equa-
tion 3.2 (see eg. Angrist and Pischke 2009, 239). However, this approach
can lead to biased estimates when treatment is staggered, as the units no
longer are balanced before and after treatment. If a unit is observed for
a long time after it was treated, a larger share of its treatment effect will
be absorbed by its unit fixed effect. Similarly, the larger the share of the
units that are treated in a particular period, the period fixed effect for that
particular period will pick up more of the treatment effect (Goodman-
Bacon 2021; Gardner 2021, 7). Several new strategies have been devel-
oped to handle this challenge (see e.g. Callaway and Sant’Anna 2020;
Sun and Abraham 2021; Chaisemartin and D’Haultfoeuille 2020). I have
chosen to rely on the "two-stage difference-in-differences” (2SDiD) es-
timator developed by Gardner (2021) and implemented for R by Butts
(2021). As implied by the name, 2SDiD works in a two-stage process. In
the first stage, the pretreatment observations are used to estimate unit
and period fixed effects, and the fixed effects are subtracted from the out-
come. In the second stage, the average treatment effect on the treated is
estimated by comparing the residualized outcomes between the treated
and untreated units (Gardner 2021, 8). In Paper B, I report both the two-
way fixed effects estimates and these 2SDiD estimates. I will reference
the 2SDiD estimates in the text.

An additional challenge beyond selection bias in the study of con-
textual effects is the modifiable areal unit problem (MAUP) (Openshaw
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1983; Cho and Baer 2011). MAUP occurs when you aggregate a phe-
nomenon over geographical units with defined borders. As the exact
partitioning of a geographic area can be accomplished in infinitely many
ways, you can manipulate how you aggregate a phenomenon to show ex-
actly opposite results (Openshaw 1983, 23). While there is no way of
resolving this problem, as it is an inherent feature of studying the effects
of geographical phenomena, there are both empirical and theoretical ap-
proaches to handling it.

Empirically, you can probe the sensitivity of the analysis to the cho-
sen aggregation level by replicating the analysis across different aggrega-
tions. This well known approach is widely used in studies of contextual
phenomena such as housing prices, unemployment, and ethnic diversity
(Larsen et al. 2019; Bisgaard, Dinesen, and Sgnderskov 2016; Dinesen
and Sgnderskov 2015). In Paper C, I probe the sensitivity of the findings
by analyzing different aggregation levels (at the parish and the municipal
level), and in Paper B, I consider different ways of determining whether
a precinct is affected by a school closure.

On theoretical grounds, MAUP can also be handled by conditioning
the studied mechanism to specific aggregation levels (Openshaw 1983,
33). In line with this approach, I theorize in Paper B that hospital clo-
sures affect a much larger area than school closures, as hospitals serve a
much larger catchment area. It therefore makes little sense to only con-
sider the precincts within which the hospital is located to be affected by
their closure. In contrast, as schools affect much smaller catchment ar-
eas, I argue that precincts are appropriate geographical units to study
their effects. In effect, this approach conditions the results on the cho-
sen geographical unit (34). It is therefore important to be nuanced when
deciding on the appropriate aggregation level and to theorize how res-
idents may encounter information about that particular aspect of their
local surroundings.

3.4 Experimental approach

In Paper A, I utilize a conjoint experiment to disentangle why voters re-
spond to local appeals. Is it primarily out of material concerns or local
attachments? In the experiment, I can control the information the re-
spondents have access to when they evaluate a range of hypothetical po-
litical candidates. By controlling the information, I can randomize which
respondents receive which cues about the political candidates. Random-
izing treatment assignment allows me to solve the challenge of selection
bias, as the potential outcome of the respondents is independent of their
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treatment assignment (Angrist and Pischke 2009, 15). The design thus
allows me to examine the causal mechanism underlying local appeals.

I specifically rely on a conjoint experiment, as it allows me to test
how people respond to a range of treatments in isolation and conjunction
(Hainmueller, Hopkins, and Yamamoto 2014). I can thus test the effects
of cues about the candidates’ descriptive localism, behavioral localism,
and symbolic localism at the same time. Furthermore, by withholding
information about certain attributes, I can compare the overall treatment
effect of knowing that a candidate lives in people’s local area to the treat-
ment effect when a potential mediator is kept constant (Acharya, Black-
well, and Sen 2018). In the experiment, I withhold information about
the candidates’ behavioral localism and/or symbolic localism from some
respondents and leave them to make inferences about these aspects of
the candidates based on the available information. They may thus think
that a candidate who lives in their local area is more likely than a can-
didate who lives somewhere else to spend most of their time in office
on improving conditions in their local area. This can also be thought of
as a violation of information equivalence of background features, as re-
spondents systematically infer specific aspects about candidates based
on the information that is available to them (Dafoe, Zhang, and Caughey
2018). If voters prefer a candidate who lives in their local area because
they think that a descriptively local candidate is more likely to improve
local conditions, the advantage of descriptively local candidates should
disappear if I also provide the respondents with information about the
candidates’ behavior in office in relation to their local area. However, in-
cluding this information in the profiles should not affect the importance
of information about the descriptively local candidate, if it is irrelevant
to their preference for the candidate.

In the experiment, I present each respondent with two hypothetical
candidates for the Danish Parliament (Folketinget). To avoid any kind
of deception, it is made clear that the candidates are fictitious”. The
two candidates (Candidate A and Candidate B) are presented in short
vignettes of five to seven sentences. In addition to information about
the candidates’ descriptive localism and four control attributes, I ran-
domly provide or withhold information about the candidates’ behavioral
localism and/or the candidates’ symbolic localism. Respondents who are
given information about the candidates’ behavioral localism and/or sym-
bolic localism do not have to make inferences about these aspects of the
candidates’ attachment to the respondents’ local area. If respondents
make inferences about the candidates’ behavioral localism and/or sym-

3”0Opdigtede” in original Danish formulation.
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bolic localism based on cues about the candidates’ descriptive localism,
such differences should be reduced when I provide the respondents with
cues about the candidates’ behavioral localism and/or symbolic localism.
If respondents use the information to make inferences about descrip-
tively local candidates, it allows me to examine the mechanism underly-
ing voters’ preference for local candidates.

I present each respondent with five pairs of candidate profiles. Pre-
vious findings have shown that survey satisficing is minimal even with a
large number of choice tasks (Bansak et al. 2018). Similarly, I only find
minor differences across the five tasks, which suggests that there is no
carry-over effect between the tasks.

To enhance the external validity of the results, I have designed the
tasks to resemble candidate descriptions the respondents might encounter
in the real world as closely as possible. In contrast to the regular grid
structure found in many conjoint experiments (Bansak et al. 2021), I
have therefore relied on short vignettes that are quite similar to what
you can find on the homepages of many political candidates under the
“about the candidate”-tab or on campaign flyers.

In addition, I follow the advice of Cuesta, Egami, and Imai (2021)
and make the distribution of the control attributes across the candidates
follow the marginal distribution in the target population. As more candi-
dates for Folketinget are male lawyers, age 34-49, and run for the Social
Democrats in the real world, I also present the respondents with more
candidates with control attributes like these. The target population for
the candidate profiles is candidates for Folketinget, and I have therefore
relied on records from Statistics Denmark on such candidates in 2019 to
construct the marginal distribution of gender, age, occupation, and par-
tisanship (Statistics Denmark 2019). For the three attributes concerning
local appeal, I use a uniform distribution and thereby maximize the sta-
tistical power in each category.

To recover the causal effect of an attribute level in a conjoint experi-
ment, most studies rely on the average marginal component effect (AMCE)
(Hainmueller, Hopkins, and Yamamoto 2014). The AMCE is the marginal
effect of an attribute averaged over the joint distribution of the remain-
ing attributes (10). AMCEs thus have a clear causal interpretation as the
effect of changing an attribute from its reference level to a target level,
holding the remaining attributes constant. AMCEs can be estimated by
linear regressions and are thus easily obtained.

However, in Paper A, I have chosen to rely more on estimates of the
marginal mean of the different attribute levels (MM)(Leeper, Hobolt,
and Tilley 2020) because most of the analysis focuses on subgroups. What
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is the difference in the effect of the candidates’ descriptive localism be-
tween respondents who are/are not told about the candidates’ behavioral
localism and/or symbolic localism? Comparisons of AMCEs between
subgroups can be misleading, as the level in the reference category usu-
ally diverges (212). Instead, I report the marginal means and subgroup
differences in marginal means. A marginal mean of an attribute level de-
scribes the average outcome of candidates with that feature, ignoring all
other attributes (208). They thus allow me to compare the respondents’
preferences for the candidates across the different subgroups.

3.5 Summation

In the three papers of the dissertation, I employ different research de-
signs to examine citizens’ reactions to local political priorities and ap-
peals. A central challenge has been that changes in local political pri-
orities are immutable to researchers’ discretion. In Paper B and Paper
C, I therefore rely on observational data, which can be prone to selec-
tion bias. I handle this by controlling for potential confounders and by
using panel analysis and generalized differences-in-differences designs,
which allows me to rule out many sources of selection bias. In Paper A, I
sidestep the challenge altogether by focusing on the appeal of local can-
didates. As I control the information my respondents received about the
candidates’ local appeals, I avoid selection bias.

An advantage of using observational data is its external validity. When
I track how the election returns change in precincts affected by hospital
and school closures in Paper B, it is how citizens’ real-world behavior
changes in reaction to actual local changes in political priorities. In con-
trast, the experimental setup in Paper A is inherently artificial. I have
thus taken several steps to model the conjoint tasks over candidate de-
scriptions the respondents might encounter on their own.

I have taken many of these design choices in conjunction with con-
siderations of the possible available data. In the following chapter, I de-
scribe the data sources I have relied on in the respective papers.
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Chapter 4
Data

In this chapter, I describe the various data sources I have utilized in the
three papers. First, I summarize how I have measured changes in lo-
cal political priorities that I can link to specific local areas. I then de-
scribe how I measure the outcome variables of the observational studies,
whether that is support for incumbents, support for right-wing populist
parties, or different attitudinal outcomes. Finally, I describe the experi-
mental data collected for Paper C. For succinctness, I have left some de-
tails out of the present summary. I refer to the papers for a comprehen-
sive review of the respective measures and data sources.

4.1 Capturing changes in local political priorities

Changes in local political priorities can manifest themselves in people’s
local areas in many ways. People may experience that politicians change
the location of public intuitions. An example is closure of schools and
hospitals, as I explore in Paper B. Political priorities may also change
more subtly, as expenditures at existing localities change. While less vis-
ible than changing the location of existing institutions, they constitute
decision-makers’ more common tweaks to the geographical distribution
of resources. In Paper C, I capture these more subtle changes in local
political priorities by looking at the payroll to public employees.

To capture changes in local political priorities, I rely on various Dan-
ish registries, which contain information on the entire population and
allow me to link changes in political priorities to specific geographic loca-
tions. Administrative data sources, including the registries I use here, are
not collected or structured with research in mind (Connelly et al. 2016,
4). To handle the specific challenges inherent to each registry, I have
preprocessed the data to make it fit for further analysis.

Table 4.1 gives an overview of the different registries I have utilized
in the project. They all include geographic information that allows me
to link either a specific expenditure or a specific public institution to a
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Table 4.1: Danish registries utilized to capture changes in local political
priorities

Pa-  Name of registry Content

per

B The Danish Institution Registry of entities providing ed-
Registry ucation

B The National Catalogue of Registry of entities providing
Health Organisations health care

B The Central Business Reg- Register for all registered compa-
ister nies in Denmark

C The Integrated Database Annual inventory of firms, work-
for Labor Market Re- places, employments and per-
search (IDA) sons.

certain location. They also include a time component, which allows me
to capture whether priorities have gone up or down over time.

4.1.1  School and hospital closures

In Paper B, I study voters’ reactions to policies with adverse local effects:
school and hospital closures.

I first acquired data on school closures from The Danish Institution
Registry (National Agency for IT and Learning 2020). However, the reg-
istry does not deal with mergers and branches of schools in an adequate
way when the purpose is to capture residents’ local experiences. Some-
times a school is considered a new entity if other schools are merged into
it, even though the school still is located at the same address. Other times
schools are recorded as closed when they are merged into other schools,
even though they continue to operate at their existing locations more or
less as they did before. T have therefore cross-referenced the registry with
data from several other sources. I first cross-referenced it with data from
The Central Business Registry, which contains information on all com-
panies in Denmark. However, the registry has its own shortcomings re-
garding companies that are a part of the public sector. I therefore also use
data from Mgller (2019), who used minutes from municipalities to verify
the information in The Danish Institution Registry. Finally, I conducted
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my own research in the newspaper archive Infomedia (Infomedia). Lo-
cal media often cover the last day of school at schools that are closing
and/or the decision to close specific institutions. This allows me to ver-
ify the information in the registries. To my knowledge, this gives me the
most comprehensive and accurate dataset on the placement and closure
of all public schools in Denmark from 2005 to 2019.

The process to acquire data on hospital closures followed a similar
methodology. First, I retrieved data from The National Catalogue of Health
Organisations (National Health Data Authority 2019), which I comple-
mented with information from The Central Business Registry, before I
finally searched local media sources in Infomedia. Again, this should
give me the most accurate dataset on the placement and closure of all
public hospitals in Denmark from 2005 to 2019.

Figure 4.1 and Figure 4.2, which are drawn from Paper B, depict the
spatial distribution of all public schools and hospitals from 2005 to 2019.
As shown, school and hospital closures take place throughout the country
but most frequently in more rural areas.
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Figure 4.1: Spatial Distribution of School Closures in Denmark 2005-
2019
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Figure 4.2: Spatial Distribution of Hospital Closures in Denmark 2005-
2019
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4.1.2 Expenditures to wages to local public employees

In Paper C, I rely on data on expenditures to public employees to capture
changes in local political priorities. More specifically, I identify all work-
places that are controlled by electoral bodies and are located in the same
parish as the respondents. I then calculate the percentage change over
the preceding four years in the total payroll for all employees at these
workplaces. By focusing on expenditures to public employees, I can cap-
ture and link a substantial proportion of all political priorities to specific
local areas.

I acquire data on workplaces from The Integrated Database for La-
bor Market Research (IDA), which includes data on all workplaces in
Denmark. In the registry, a workplace is defined as business units that
belong to one organization, are geographically continuous, and are pri-
marily engaged in a single industry (Zeuthen et al. 1990). Thus, each
firm has separate workplaces at each geographical location it operates.
For each workplace, IDA includes information on its geographical loca-
tion, the number of employees, the employees’ salaries, which industry
the workplace was engaged in, and which sector the workplace belongs
to. This enables me to measure objective changes in local political prior-
ities in the respondents’ local area.

I aggregate changes in local political priorities over the Danish parishes.
Previous studies of context effects that rely on data from Danish reg-
istries have constructed concentric circles around the respondents with
varying radii (see e.g. Dinesen and Senderskov 2015; Bisgaard, Dinesen,
and Sgnderskov 2016; Larsen et al. 2019). While this approach enables
the authors to gauge the importance of the aggregation level to their find-
ings, I have not replicated this approach in this study. This is partly due
to the object under study. Public workplaces are less numerous than fel-
low citizens or housing, which these previous studies examine. Focusing
on entities within the nearest 2.5 km would thus not capture the rele-
vant nearby public workplaces. Data limitations also make this approach
unfeasible, as the addresses of workplaces are registered slightly differ-
ently than other addresses. Instead, I aggregate the payroll at workplaces
over the local parishes in the main analysis and over municipalities in
robustness tests. I argue that parishes are the smallest geographic unit
where people organize around public service provision in Denmark. It
should therefore be the appropriate aggregation level to study the effects
of changes in local political priorities. There were 2,159 parishes with
residents in Denmark in 2019, with geographically larger and less popu-
lous rural parishes.
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Figure 4.3, from Paper C, shows the development in total expendi-
tures to public employees across urban parishes (population density >
900 residents pr. km?), rural parishes (population density < 200 resi-
dents pr. km?), and in the middle parishes (population density between
the two other groups). Panel A shows the aggregate amount of resources
spent in each type of parish. The total amount spent across all three
groups has increased over the studied period, most sharply in urban parishes,
especially in the years just after the amalgamation of municipalities in
2007. Expenditures in the more rural areas increased over the studied
period but they also stagnated or declined for long periods.

Panel B of figure 4.3 shows the distribution of change in local po-
litical priorities from 2015 to 2019 across the three groups. The varia-
tion within each group is quite substantial. Negative or positive changes
in local political priorities are thus not necessarily a rural or an urban
phenomenon. From 2015 to 2019, local political priorities shifted sub-
stantially in both rural and urban. Denmark as a case thus provides am-
ple variation to study how changes in local political priorities affect resi-
dents’ political attitudes.

47



Figure 4.3: Development in local political priorities aggregated over ur-
ban, rural and middle parishes in Denmark
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Note: Wages have been inflation adjusted (2015 ref). Parishes with an extreme
change in local political priorities have been excluded from Panel B. See further
details in Paper C.

4.2 Measuring residents' political behavior

While the data on changes in local political priorities can be linked to
specific local areas, data on people’s political behavior rarely allow re-
searchers to link people to local contexts in a similar way. Most survey
data do include some information that links respondents to geographic
areas, such as the NUTS regions in the European Social Survey (ESS) or
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the ISO 3166-2 in World Values Survey. However, contextual theories of
opinion formation theorize that political behavior is affected by people’s
casual observations of their surroundings and social interactions with
other residents in their local area (Baybeck and McClurg 2005; Newman
et al. 2015; Huckfeldt and Sprague 1995). These mechanisms have a rel-
atively short geographical range. Using regional geographical informa-
tion, which is prominent in standard surveys, would thus not capture
the theorized mechanisms. In Paper B and Paper C, I rely on other data
sources that allow me to link people’s political behavior to relevant spa-
tial entities.

In Paper B, I rely on data from election returns at the precinct level
(Statistics Denmark and Thomsen 2022). Each precinct relates to a given
geographic area, which allows me to link the election returns to a spe-
cific school or hospital closure. I use data from the national elections
in (2005,) 2007, 2011, 2015, and 2019, and from the local elections in
(2005,) 2009, 2013, and 2017.) Denmark has almost 1,400 precincts,
which each correspond to a single polling place. In 2019, there were on
average about 3,000 eligible voters per precinct. The precincts vary in
size, with larger precincts with fewer voters in rural areas and smaller
precincts with more voters in the cities. The borders of some precincts
have been redrawn over time. To construct a balanced panel for the stud-
ied period, I have relied on the same approach as Larsen et al. (2019). I
thus use Statistics Denmark and Thomsen (2022) to fix the borders of
the precincts to those in a reference year (2019) and then recalculate the
election returns based on these borders for the remaining elections.

As election returns constitute people’s actual political behavior, they
do not suffer from social desirability or other issues that may affect some
self-reported data. Nor do the data constitute a sample of a broader pop-
ulation, as the election returns are the entire population of all precincts
in Denmark. However, a drawback of using election returns is that they
are aggregated over the local populations, which means that I am unable
to track which individuals change their political behavior. Changes in lo-
cal election returns can thus both be attributed to changes in residents’
political behavior and changes in the composition of the local electorate.
This is known as the ecological fallacy (Openshaw 1983; Robinson 1950).
Nevertheless, election returns still constitute an important data source
when tracking local changes in political behavior over time.

In Paper C, I rely on survey data from two separate surveys in which
the respondents’ personal identification number was retained for research

!Data from 2005 are only used to measure the change in support for incumbents and
not to estimate support for right-wing populist parties.
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purposes. The personal identification number makes it possible to link
responses to data from Statistics Denmark, e.g. residence. I can thus link
the responses to specific local areas and determine how long respondents
have lived there.

The first survey I use is The Danish National Election Study from
2019 (DNES) (Hansen and Stubager 2020). This wave of DNES includes
a large variety of survey items related to populist attitudes and place-
based resentment that allow me to examine different aspects of the re-
spondents’ political attitudes about changes in local political priorities.
The survey was conducted from June to September 2019 after the gen-
eral election on 5 June. DNES comprises several data collection efforts.
In addition to the main survey (N = 2,050), the team behind DNES col-
lected a two-wave panel survey. The first wave of the panel was collected
before the election, and the second wave (N = 2,375) was collected simul-
taneously with the main study. As this second wave includes the same
survey items as the main study, I have merged the data from the second
wave with data from the main study to improve the statistical power of
the study.

The second survey I use is The Danish Social and Political Panel Study
(SPAPS). While the scope of the relevant available survey items is more
limited, the panel structure allows me to improve the causal identifica-
tion strategy. The first wave of SPAPS consists of the Danish respondents
from ESS Round 1 (2002), Round 4 (2008), and a random sample of the
respondents from Round 2 (2004). The second wave of SPAPS consists
of a separate survey that was fielded in 2011 among the same respon-
dents. I exclude respondents from the analysis who moved out of their
local area over the studied period and did not experience the changes in
local political priorities. Combined with the overall retention rate of 47%,
it leaves me with 906 respondents (320 from round 1, 136 from round 2,
and 450 from round 4).

4.2.1 Measuring support for incumbents

To determine voters’ support for incumbents, I rely on different outcome
measures in Paper B and Paper C.

In Paper B, where I use data from election returns, I measure sup-
port for incumbents as the change in percent of valid votes cast for the
incumbent party(s) from the last election to the current election. As the
incumbent party changes from election to election, I cannot just look at
support for incumbents. Instead, I have to identify how many votes the
relevant incumbent got in the previous election to find the change in sup-
port. In local elections, I identify the incumbent as the party that held
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the mayor’s office before the election. In general elections, I define the
incumbent party/parties as the party/parties in government. I thus in-
clude coalition partners, following previous studies of support for Danish
incumbents in national elections (Larsen et al. 2019).

In Paper C, I measure support for incumbents as the respondents’
trust in politicians based on data from surveys. In DNES, I combine in
an additive index the respondents’ answers to the two items: "How much
trust do you have in Danish politicians in general? Do you have a lot of
trust, quite a lot of trust, quite little trust, or very little trust?”? and their
agreement on a five-point Likert scale with the statement: “Our political
leaders can generally be trusted to make the right decisions for the coun-
try”. The two items are highly correlated (r = 0.56), and their internal
consistency is high (Chronbach’s alpha = .72). In SPAPS, I rely on the
respondents’ answers to a single item: "Tell me on a scale from o to 10,
how much trust do you personally have in the institutions I mention. 0
means that you have no trust at all in the institution, and 10 means that
you have full trust in the institution. ... politicians?” To ease interpreta-
tions, I re-scale these measures to range from o to 1.

4.2.2 Measuring populist support and place-based resent-
ment

To examine whether changes in local political priorities affect the appeal
of populist messages, I measure a range of outcomes across Paper B and
Paper C.

In Paper B, I measure support for right-wing populist parties as per-
cent of the valid votes cast for a right-wing populist party in a given elec-
tion. During the studied period, Denmark has seen the emergence of sev-
eral new right-wing populist parties. While the Danish People’s Party has
been the most prominent party throughout the period, I also include sup-
port for The New Right and The Hard Line in the latter elections (Larsen
2021, for introduction to these newer parties see:).

In Paper C, I measure the respondents’ tendency to hold populist at-
titudes and their place-based resentment. While related, these measures
are both theoretically and empirically distinct (Munis 2020). I measure
the respondents’ populist attitudes with an additive index consisting of
the respondents’ answers to four Likert-style items. In the items, the
respondents indicate the extent to which they agree with the following
statements: "Politicians consistently pay too little attention to what vot-

2All item wordings are translated here from their original Danish formulations by the
author. See the respective papers for the original wordings.
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ers think.” "There is a big divide between the elite and the people in
today’s Denmark.” "It often happens that the elite trumps the will of
the people in Denmark.” "Most politicians don’t care about the people.”
These four items have a high internal correlation (r > 0.35) and internal
consistency (Chronbach’s alpha = 0.77).

I measure the respondents’ place-based resentment similarly based
on the following four items: ”I am afraid that the area I live in will be dis-
connected from the development of society.” "My local area has generally
been overlooked compared to other parts of the country.” ”The popula-
tion outside the major cities gets less of the economic development than
they deserve.” "People living in big cities look down on those living in
the countryside.” Again, the internal correlation (r > 0.28) and internal
consistency (Chronbach’s alpha = 0.70) are relatively high.

In table 4.2, I summarize the data sources and measures I employ in
Paper B and Paper C. In the following, I describe the data I collected for
the experiment in Paper A.
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4.3 Experimental data

The conjoint experiment was conducted among 1,021 respondents in YouGov’s
Danish panel in November 2020. Respondents were recruited based on
quotas of the distribution in the Danish population on gender, age, re-
gion, and education. This yielded a total of 10,210 respondent-candidate
dyads before the analysis (1,021 x 2 profiles x 5 conjoint tasks). I ex-
cluded 242 respondents from the analysis due to inattentiveness (com-
pleting the survey in under 3 minutes) and up to 1,175 additional dyads

due to "Don’t know” responses.

In the conjoint task, I manipulate the candidates’ descriptive local-
ism, behavioral localism, symbolic localism, age, gender, occupation, and
partisanship. See Paper A for the exact wordings of all levels of the seven
attributes.

I vary the candidates’ descriptive localism by varying their place of
residence and the place they grew up. In Denmark, many political can-
didates live in Copenhagen but run for office in a local area they can claim
to originate from (Pedersen, Kjer, and Eliassen 2008). I therefore made
it a priority to distinguish between where the candidate lives and where
they grew up. This gives me four attribute levels ranging from candidates
who live and grew up in another part of the country to candidates who
live and grew up in the respondent’s local area.

I vary the candidates’ behavioral localism by altering how they allo-
cate their time in office between local and national issues. By spending
most of their time on local issues, the candidate signals that they take
care of the material interests of the voters and the local area. The same
cannot be said of candidates who spend their time on national issues.
This variation is heavily inspired by a treatment formulated and imple-
mented by Campbell et al.(2019).

I vary the candidates’ symbolic localism by changing the extent to
which they conform to local norms known from various studies of can-
didates’ "home-style” (Fenno 1978). That is, candidates aim to present
themselves to their constituents as belonging to the local in-group us-
ing a variety of strategies often tailored specifically to the local commu-
nity. In some areas, you need to show up for the county fair and eat
corn dogs, in other areas you are expected to drive a specific car brand.
However, as such norms are very context-specific, I am unable to tailor
the cue specifically to the respondents’ place of residence. Instead, I rely
on broader norms of being an engaged local citizen, i.e., knowing your
neighbors’ names, showing up at local events, and participating in local
associations.
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I measure the respondents’ attitudes towards the candidates by ask-
ing: "How likely is it that you would vote for Candidate A [B]?” In the
analysis, higher values indicate that the respondents have said that they
were more likely to vote for the candidate. In addition, I conducted all
analyses with a forced-choice question as the dependent variable. In
many countries with single-member districts, such an outcome directly
mirrors voters’ choice between two candidates in real elections. How-
ever, as Danish voters have multiple candidates to choose from, the forced-
choice question does not provide the same appeal.

Before the respondents are presented with the conjoint tasks, they
are prompted to provide a range of background information on, e.g., gen-
der, age, occupation, and partisanship. I use this information to improve
the efficiency of the estimates by controlling for the correspondence be-
tween the respondents’ and the candidates’ characteristics. I hypothe-
sized that the respondents may prefer candidates who share their demo-
graphic characteristics or ideological leanings (Cutler 2002).

4.4 Summation

In this chapter, I have provided an overview of the data sources I have
utilized in the three papers of the dissertation. Together with the de-
sign choices, which I described in chapter 3, they allow me to answer
the dissertation’s research question. Table 4.3 provides an overview of
the empirical foundations for the papers. The approach in each paper is
distinct, but the approaches complement each other. While Paper A al-
lows me to disentangle why people respond to local appeal, Paper B and
Paper C focus on changes in local political priorities. Paper B relies on
precinct-level election returns that cover the entire population. Paper C
complements this by allowing me to track individual citizens and their
political attitudes rather than voting intentions.

In the following chapter, I outline what these research designs have
enabled me to find and answer whether people’s experiences with local
political priorities and appeals affect their political behavior.
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Chapter 5
Findings

This chapter consists of three sections that each deal with an aspect of the
extent to which people’s local experiences with political priorities and ap-
peals affect their political behavior. Each section summarizes findings
from one of the three papers of the dissertation. In the first section, I
present the main findings from the candidate choice experiment in Pa-
per A and delve into the mechanism underlying the effectiveness of local
appeals. The experiment allows me to disentangle what it is about local
candidates that is universally appealing to voters. In the second section,
I draw on findings from both Paper B and Paper C to show how changes
in local political priorities affect the support for incumbents and main-
stream politicians. Can incumbents improve their support in local com-
munities by advancing the material interests of the local area? In the
final section, I again draw on findings from Paper B and Paper C to show
the extent to which changes in local political priorities affect the draw of
populist appeals.

5.1 Why react to local appeals?

To examine the mechanism that underpins local appeals, I rely on the re-
sults from the conjoint experiment in Paper A. The following figures and
analysis stem from and synthesize findings from Paper A. Here, I pre-
sented 1,021 Danes with hypothetical political candidates with different
cues about the candidates’ attachment to their local area. All respon-
dents were given information about the candidates’ descriptive localism,
that is, where they live and where they grew up. In addition, some re-
spondents were provided with cues about the candidates’ behavioral lo-
calism, that is, how they distributed their workdays between local and
national issues. Finally, some respondents were also told about the can-
didates’ symbolic localism, which refers to the extent to which they con-
form to local norms. The spectrum goes from not being seen regularly in
the local area (thus signaling indifference towards the constituency) to
knowing most people’s names and being active in local associations. In
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addition, the respondents were given cues about the candidates’ gender,
age, employment before entering parliament, and partisanship.

The respondents were then asked to rate on a Likert scale how likely
they were to vote for the candidates. This outcome has been scaled to
range from o to 1, with high values indicating that the respondents are
very likely to vote for the candidate. In figure 5.1, I report the respon-
dents’ ratings of the candidates dependent on the candidates’ attributes.
The facet to the left shows the marginal means, which are descriptive
measures, while the facet to the right shows the average marginal com-
ponent effects, which are the causal estimates of changing the candidates’
attributes from the reference level to the target level.

I find that Danes prefer candidates with a strong local attachment
across the candidates’ descriptive localism, behavioral localism, and sym-
bolic localism. Respondents rate candidates who grew up and live in
their local area .033 points (.014-.052)* higher than candidates who grew
up and live elsewhere. Similarly, telling the respondents that the candi-
date spends four out of five working days on bettering conditions in their
local area increases evaluations of the candidate by .042 points (.022-
.062) compared to when the respondents are not told about the candi-
dates’ behavioral localism. In contrast, the respondents’ likelihood of
voting for the candidate does not change significantly when they are told
that the candidate spends the whole working week on national policies.
The respondents may already assume that candidates for the national
parliament do that. The cue thus provides little new information. Fi-
nally, I find that voters prefer candidates who signal their adherence
to the local in-group. Candidates who are active locally and know peo-
ple’s names receive .041 points (.02-.061) higher ratings than candidates
whose symbolic localism is undisclosed. In addition, I find that candi-
dates who fail to adhere to local norms receive a significantly lower rat-
ing. Telling respondents that a candidate is not seen regularly in the local
area reduces their rating by .026 points (.047-.004) compared to when
they are not told about the candidate’s symbolic localism.

The candidates’ descriptive localism, behavioral localism, and sym-
boliclocalism have considerably greater effects than the candidates’ other
demographic attributes. Neither candidates’ gender nor candidates’ oc-
cupation seem to affect the respondents’ ratings. The only demographic
attribute that reaches conventional levels of significance is age. Older
candidates (64-74 years old) receive a significantly lower rating (.057 to
.005 lower) than their younger counterparts (27-33 years old).

LAll estimates that are based on the various models are provided with 95% confidence
intervals in parentheses immediately after the estimate.
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In contrast, I find that the candidates’ partisanship is much more im-
portant to the respondents’ evaluations than descriptive localism, behav-
ioral localism, and symbolic localism. Respondents who identify with the
candidate’s party rate the candidate .254 points higher (.229-.280) than
if they do not identify with the party. Even if the candidate only comes
from a party from the same political block?, the respondents rate the can-
didate .170 points higher (.149-.191). Nevertheless, candidates’ localism
retains its causal effect on the respondents’ likelihood of voting for them
even when I take the candidates’ partisanship into account.

Figure 5.1: Estimated Marginal Mean and Average Marginal Component
Effect of each Candidate Attribute Level

MM AMCE
Raised and lives elsewhere | ——e&— (ref)
Raised locally, lives elsewhere q — — Descriptive
Raised elsewhere, lives locally - —— — localism
Raised and lives locally - —_— —_—
No behavioral information{ ~ ——e— (ref)
Primarily works on local issues - — ——— | Behavioral
Splits time between national and local issues - —— —— localism
Only works on national issues - — —_—
No symbolic information - — (ref)
Knows names, active locally 1 —_—— —_— _
Knows some names, has been active locally - — —— Slg';";l’l‘;'r':‘:
Seen during campaign - — —T—
Not seen regularly 1 —e—— —_—

032 035 038 041-004 000 004

Note: All AMCEs are estimated compared to the baseline level (ref) of the at-
tribute. Standard errors clustered at the respondent level. Bars show 95% confi-
dence intervals. Bold vertical grey lines indicate the average score on the outcome
variable in the left panel. Models include controls for the candidates’ gender, age,
occupation, and partisanship in addition to controls for correspondence between
attributes of respondent and candidate characteristics with regard to gender, age,
occupation, and partisanship.

To examine the mechanism underlying the respondents’ preference
for local candidates, I withhold information about the two proposed me-
diators (behavioral localism and symbolic localism) from a random sam-
ple of respondents. If voters prefer candidates who are descriptively local

2In Danish politics, political parties have organized themselves in two "blocks”. While
the parties promote their own policies and candidates, parties in each block are expected
to coalesce around a common candidate for the prime minister’s office.
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because they make inferences about their behavioral localism (or sym-
bolic localism), then the effect of the cues about the candidates’ descrip-
tive localism should be smaller when respondents are informed about
the candidates’ behavioral localism (or symbolic localism). I test this in
figure 5.2.

In the left facet of panel A in figure 5.2, I report the marginal means
of descriptive localism among respondents who are told about the candi-
dates’ behavioral localism (black dots) and among respondents who do
not receive this information (white dots). The right facet shows the dif-
ference in marginal means between the two groups. In Paper A, I find
that the respondents who are informed about the candidates’ behavioral
localism rely less on the cue about the candidates’ descriptive localism.
When respondents do not know about the candidates’ behavioral local-
ism, there is a difference of .059 (.017 - .100) in their rating of candidates
who grew up and live elsewhere and candidates who grew up and live
locally. When I disclose information about the candidates’ behavioral
localism, this difference is reduced by 0.039 (CI .088 smaller to 0.009
larger, p=0.11). This suggests that the respondents rely less on infor-
mation about the candidates’ descriptive localism when they also receive
information about the candidates’ behavioral localism.

Cues about the candidates’ behavioral localism seem to affect the re-
spondents’ evaluation of candidates who grew up and live elsewhere the
most. The marginal mean for these candidates is .30 (.27-.33) when I do
not disclose their localism. The respondents’ evaluation of these candi-
dates improves by .048 (.012-.083) when the respondents are informed
about the candidates’ behavioral localism. They report that they are al-
most as likely to vote for these candidates who grew up and live else-
where as they are to vote for a candidate who grew up locally but whose
behavioral localism remains undisclosed. Thus, when voters know how
a candidate will spend their time in office on local issues, they rely much
less on information about descriptive localism.

In panel B and panel C of figure 5.2, I analyze the importance of the
candidates’ symbolic localism similarly. What is the effect of the can-
didates’ descriptive localism (Panel B) or behavioral localism (Panel C)
when information about the candidates’ symboliclocalism is disclosed /undis-
closed? Here, I do not see the same drop-off in the effect of either de-
scriptive localism or behavioral localism when information about the can-
didates’ symbolic localism is disclosed. While the respondents tend to
rate candidates higher when they are informed about the candidates’
symbolic localism (all black dots are above the white dots), this differ-
ence does not seem to depend on the candidates’ descriptive or behav-
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ioral localism. This suggests that while respondents prefer candidates
who conform to local norms, it is not the reason they prefer local can-
didates. Knowing about candidates’ symbolic localism does not signifi-
cantly affect the importance of knowing about the candidates’ behavioral
localism or descriptive localism.
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Figure 5.2: Interaction Between Different Levels of Descriptive Local-

ism, Behavioral Localism and Symbolic Localism
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calism. B = descriptive localism x symbolic localism. C = behavioral localism x
symbolic localism. Standard errors are clustered at the respondent level. Bars

show 95% confidence intervals.
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These results suggest that voters respond to local appeals because
they seek to further the substantial interests of their local area. One rea-
son voters prefer local candidates is that they infer that these candidates
will spend their time in office improving local conditions. When they
know how candidates spend their time in office, they rely much less on
cues about descriptive localism to make inferences about their behavior
in office.

While voters also prefer a candidate who conforms to local norms
over candidates who do not, that is not why they prefer local candidates.
Information about the candidates’ symbolic localism does not confirm or
disprove the respondents’ prior notions about local candidates.

These results suggest that material changes in people’s local areas are
important to their voting decision. Voters do prospectively seek candi-
dates who will spend time in office procuring benefits for the local area.
However, do they also retrospectively evaluate political candidates based
on their ability to to do this in the preceding election period? I test this
in the following, where I present the findings from Paper B and Paper C
regarding how changes in local political priorities affect voters’ support
for responsible incumbents and trust in politicians.

5.2 Effect of changes in local political priorities
on support for incumbents

To test whether changes in local political priorities affect voters’ support
for incumbents, I rely on the findings from Paper B and Paper C. The
following figures, tables, and analyses stem from and synthesize findings
from both papers. The two papers complement each other and enable
me to examine how political attitudes and voting behavior are affected
by changes in expenditures to local public employees and policies with
adverse local effects.

I first turn to voters’ attitudes towards incumbents. In Paper C, I
test how changes in local political priorities, measured as the percent-
age change over the past four years in expenditures to public employees
working in the respondents’ local parish, affect residents’ trust in politi-
cians as a class. Table 5.1 presents the main findings from this analy-
sis. The coefficients are the estimated change in the respondents’ trust
in politicians on a scale from 0 to 1, of a 100% change in local political pri-
orities. The largest change in local political priorities I observe is about
75% in DNES and about 115% in SPAPS, as I have excluded extreme out-
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liers from the analysis3. Estimates can thus be thought of as the effect
of an extreme change in local political priorities on trust in politicians.
The two models stem from two different estimators. The leftmost coef-
ficients stem from a panel model based on data from SPAPS. It can be
interpreted as the change within individuals in trust in politicians of a
change in local political priorities. The rightmost estimate stems from
an OLS model based on data from DNES and is the difference in trust in
politicians between respondents dependent on changes in local political
priorities.

As shown in the first row of table 5.1, the effect of changes in local
political priorities on the respondents’ trust in politicians is minuscule.
Neither in the cross-sectional analysis nor in the panel analysis are the
estimates substantially large or statistically significant. According to the
panel model, trust in politicians changes by between +2.9% and -5.7%
among residents of parishes where local political priorities increased by
100%. The cross-sectional analysis provides similarly negligible results.
A 100% increase in local political priorities is associated with a change in
trust in politicians in the range between +3.6 % and -4.0 %. Residents’
trust in politicians seems to be largely unaffected by changes in local po-
litical priorities.

Instead, trust in politicians seems to be more prevalent among re-
spondents with more personal resources. Respondents with a longer
education, higher income, and a job are significantly more trusting of
politicians according to the cross-sectional analysis. At the contextual
level, there is a tendency for respondents living in areas with increasing
housing prices and with a lower population density to hold more trust in
politicians. Nevertheless, politicians’ decisions to change local political
priorities have negligible effects on trust in politicians.

3Extreme outliers are defined as respondents who live in an area that experienced a
change in local political priorities that falls outside a fence with a lower bound defined by
Q1 — 3IQR and an upper bound set at Q3 + 3IQR.
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Table 5.1: Estimated Effect of Changes in Local Political Priorities on
Trust in Politicians.

Data: SPAPS DNES
Dependent variable: Trust in politicians Trust in politicians
% A in local -0.014 -0.002
political priorities (0.022) (0.019)
Controls

Individual controls Yes Yes

Context controls Yes Yes
Fixed-effects

Unit Yes No

Round Yes No

Municipality No Yes
Respondents 906 2,546
Observations 1,812

Note: Clustered standard errors in parentheses at municipality
or respondent level. Individual controls include: gender, age,
education, household income (log), and employment. Context
controls include: population density, population growth, ethnic
diversity, change in ethnic diversity, unemployment rate, me-
dian household income (log), growth in median household in-
come, and change in housing prizes. Regression table with co-
efficients for all individual and contextual controls can be found
in Paper C. Signif. Codes: *: 0.05, : 0.10.

In Paper B, I focus on voting behavior, more specifically, support
for incumbent politicians. I test whether local support for incumbents
is affected by policies with adverse local effects they may implement in
people’s local areas by estimating the change in support for incumbent
politicians in local municipal elections and national general elections in
precincts affected by school and hospital closures. Schools fall under the
purview of municipal councils, while shifting national governments have
been heavily involved in the closure of many hospitals. If people hold the
responsible incumbents accountable for policies with adverse local ef-
fects, we should expect that they punish local mayors for school closures
and the national government for hospital closures. On the other hand,
people should hold local mayors free of blame when the local hospital
closes and absolve the national government of blame for school closures.
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Figure 5.3 reports the main findings from Paper B in relation to sup-
port for incumbents. The figure plots the estimated difference-in-differences
in the change in support for incumbents among precincts that were af-
fected by either school or hospital closure in the elections before the clo-
sure (p — 2 or p — 3) or after the closure (p, p+ 1, or p + 2). The coefficient
in p is the immediate effect of changes in local political priorities on peo-
ple’s tendency to vote for the incumbents, and thus the direct test of the
hypothesis. Meanwhile, the coefficients in p — 2 and p — 3 test the com-
mon trends assumption. They estimate the differences in pre-treatment
trends in changes in support for incumbents. They should both be in-
distinguishable from o if the assumption holds. I do detect some differ-
ences in the pre-treatment periods in some specifications. However, they
mainly pertain to situations where the incumbents are not responsible
for the specific policies (hospital closures and support for local mayors
or school closures and support for national governments) or only with
certain estimation methods (two-way fixed effects and not 2SDiD)%. For
the main results, the assumption hold.

In Paper B, I find that the mayor’s party loses 2.4 percentage points
(4.7 to 0.3) more support in precincts where they have closed a school in
the preceding election period than they do in other precincts (see upper
left facet of figure 5.3). A substantial reaction to a single policy. Never-
theless, this effect is fairly local. In the middle facet on the left, I esti-
mate the same model but define whether a precinct is affected by school
closure differently. Instead of looking at the precincts where a school
closed, I look at all voting districts where the distance from the voting
districts’ centroid to the three nearest schools has increased over the pre-
vious four years. Here the effect decreases to -0.8 percentage points (-2.3
to 0.7) and does not reach conventional levels of statistical significance
(p =0.28).

In national elections, there is even less difference in the trends in sup-
port to the incumbent government between local areas that are affected
by policies with adverse local effects and those that are not. In Paper
B, I find negligible effects of both relevant policies (hospital closures)
and irrelevant policies (school closures) on the change in support for in-
cumbents. None of the effects in any of the periods exceeds 1 percentage
point, and none reaches conventional levels of statistical significance.

4Reported results in the text stem from 2SDiD models.
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Figure 5.3: Estimated Effect of School and Hospital Closures on Electoral
Support for Incumbent Parties
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Overall, the findings from Paper B show that voters do hold mayors
accountable for local school closures, as their support declines in affected
precincts in the election immediately after the closures. In national elec-
tions, on the other hand, voters do not hold the government accountable
for either school or hospital closures. Support for the national govern-
ment is largely unaffected by both changes in local political priorities.
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5.3 Effect of changes in local political priorities
on appeal of populist messages

While I mainly do not find that people’s political behavior in relation
to incumbents is affected by changes in local political priorities, such
changes may still affect the appeal of populist messages. To test this
proposition, I estimate in Paper C the association between local changes
in expenditures to public employees and people’s tendency to hold pop-
ulist attitudes and be place-based resentful, and in Paper B, I test how
local school and hospital closures affect the electoral fortunes of right-
wing populist parties.

In Paper C, I leveraged that DNES contains a large number of survey
items, which allow me to tap both residents’ populist attitudes and place-
based resentment. That is not the case with SPAPS, and I am thus left
to rely on cross-sectional analysis to shed some light on the issue. Table
5.2 reports the main results from Paper C regarding the effect of changes
in local political priorities on people’s tendency to hold either populist
attitudes or be place-based resentful.

In line with the findings regarding residents’ trust in politicians, I find
that changes in local expenditures on public employees have no substan-
tial or statistically significant effect on the respondents’ tendency to hold
populist attitudes. Respondents living in areas that experienced large
increases in local public expenditures on public employees held neither
much less nor much more populist attitudes. However, the model does
confirm previous findings of the characteristics of voters for right-wing
populist parties: They tend to have shorter educations, lower household
income, and be unemployed (Larsen 2021; Patana 2020; Jennings and
Stoker 2017). In addition, I find that increasing housing prices in the re-
spondents’ local area tend to dampen populist attitudes (p = 0.09). This
corroborates previous findings of the effect of changes in housing prices
on support for right-wing populist parties (Ansell et al. 2022; Adler and
Ansell 2020).

Nevertheless, I find that increases in the total expenditures on public
employees over the preceding four years in the respondents’ local area
tend to reduce residents’ place-based resentment (p = 0.09). A 100% in-
crease in local expenditures on local public employees is associated with
a 4.1 percentage points decrease (8.7 to -0.6 percentage points) in res-
idents’ tendency to be place-based resentful. This effect size is similar
to the difference in place-based resentment between a respondent who
has finished primary school or less and a respondent who holds a bache-
lor’s degree. In Paper C, I argue that this effect constitutes weak support
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Table 5.2: Estimated effect of Changes in Local Political Priorities on
Populist Attitudes and Place-Based Resentment.

Data: DNES
Dependent variable: Populist Attitudes Place-Based Resentment
% A in local 0.001 -0.041t
political priorities (0.017) (0.024)
Controls

Individual controls Yes Yes

Context controls Yes Yes
Fixed-effects

Municipality Yes Yes
Respondents 2,286 2,019

Note: Clustered standard errors in parentheses at the municipality
or respondent level. Individual controls include: gender, age, ed-
ucation, household income (log), and employment. Context con-
trols include: population density, population growth, ethnic diver-
sity, change in ethnic diversity, unemployment rate, median house-
hold income (log), growth in median household income, and change
in housing prizes. Regression table with coefficients for all individ-
ual and contextual controls can be found in Paper C. Signif. Codes:
*: 0.05, T: 0.10.

for the proposition that residents’ place-based resentment is affected by
changes in local political priorities. Partly due to that, the change in lo-
cal political priorities in most local areas is much smaller than the 100%
needed to reach the estimated effect. In addition, the effect seems to be
sensitive to the model specifications. In auxiliary tests, I run a range of
permutations over the original specification, which does not suggest that
this is a robust finding. The results thus only provide tentative support
for the proposition that place-based resentment is affected by changes in
local political priorities.

Instead, place-based resentment seems to be related to local popu-
lation growth and population density. Residents in less dense parishes
with a lower population growth seem to be more inclined to hold place-
based resentful attitudes. This support previous findings that place-based
resentment is particularly prevalent in declining rural communities (Mu-
nis 2020; Cramer 2016; Hansen and Hjorth 2021). In Paper B, I test the
effect of changes in local political priorities in the form of school and
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hospital closures on the support for right-wing populist parties (mainly
support for The Danish People’s Party, but support for The New Right
and The Hard Line is included in the later periods). Figure 5.4 reports
the difference in the change in support for right-wing populist parties (in
percent) between precincts that were affected by either school or hospi-
tal closure in the elections prior to the closure (p — 2 or p — 3) and in the
elections after the closure (p, p + 1 or p + 2).

I find that in elections immediately following a school closure, sup-
port for right-wing populist parties increases by 0.6 percentage points
(0.06 -1.2) inlocal elections in precincts affected by school closures com-
pared to the trend in precincts that are not affected. This effect is not sen-
sitive to the chosen aggregation level. I thus find a similar effect when I
define exposure to school closures as a change in the distance to the three
nearest schools. These effects are not short-lived either, as I find that it
increases to a 1.6 percentage points (0.8 - 2.5) advantage in the second
election after the closure. Right-wing populist parties thus seem to gain
a persistent electoral advantage in local elections in precincts affected by
school closures.

At the national level, I find similar results concerning hospital clo-
sures. In the election just after the nearest hospital closed, support for
right-wing populists increases by 0.6 percentage points (0.3 to 0.9) more
in precincts affected by hospital closures than in unaffected precincts.
Again, the effect increases in the longer term to 1.4 percentage points
(0.9 to 2.0) in the second election and then declines to 0.9 percentage
points (0.4 to 1.4) in the third election after the closure. Overall, right-
wing populist parties enjoy a substantial electoral advantage in precincts
affected by hospital closures in national elections.

However, the results are more mixed in elections to electoral bod-
ies unrelated to the policy in question. I thus find no difference in the
trend in support for right-wing populist parties in local elections between
precincts affected by school and hospital closures. Meanwhile, there seems
to be a similar positive effect of school closures for right-wing populist
parties in national elections. However, in these models, the common-
trends assumption tends to be violated in the pre-treatment periods. I
therefore abstain from drawing any firm conclusions from these results.
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Figure 5.4: Estimated Effect of School and Hospital Closures on Electoral
Support for Right-Wing Populist Parties
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5.4 Summation

In this chapter, I have provided an overview of the main findings from
the three papers of the dissertation. Each paper provides distinct insight
into the extent to which people’s experiences with local political priorities
and appeals affect their political behavior. In the following chapter, I
summarize and conclude on the dissertation’s overall research question
and discuss potential limitations and implications of the findings.
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Chapter 6
Discussion and conclusions

In this dissertation, I set out to answer whether people’s experiences with
changes in local political priorities and appeals affect their political be-
havior. I have done so in three papers that utilize diverse data sources
and research designs. In this chapter, I will summarize my answer to the
research question based on the findings from the three papers and dis-
cuss the broader applicability of the findings. I then go on to outline some
of the key implications of the findings. What does it mean to democratic
accountability, and how can we expect support for populist messages and
place-based resentment to be affected by shifting political priorities? Fi-
nally, I dwell on the implications of the findings for the broader literature
on context effects and outline some future avenues for research.

6.1 Summation of findings

Do people’s experiences with local appeals affect their political behavior?
Yes, I find that voters prospectively respond to local appeals. People fa-
vor political candidates who signal attachment to the local area. This ap-
plies to simple descriptive cues, such as knowing that a candidate lives
or grew up there. However, knowing that a candidate spends most of
their working time on improving local conditions or is actively engaged
in the local community also improves people’s likelihood of voting for
the candidate. This even holds when I take people’s partisanship and the
candidates’ partisanship into account.

Furthermore, I find that people’s preference for candidates who are
descriptively local to a large extent can be explained by the inferences
people make about such candidates’ behavioral localism. People seek
candidates who will look out for the material interests of their local area,
and finding a candidate who resides locally is a way of doing just that.
Thus, when voters are provided with cues about candidates’ behavioral
localism, the importance of the candidates’ descriptive localism dimin-
ishes.

73



Do people’s experiences with local political priorities affect their po-
litical behavior? On the one hand, my answer is yes. In Paper B, I find
that local mayors lose about 2.5 percentage points of their support in
precincts where the municipal council closed a school in the preceding
election period. Here changes in local political priorities seem to estab-
lish a link between voters’ local experiences and elected politicians’ ac-
tions in office. As a consequence, residents punish the responsible in-
cumbent. In addition, I theorize that people’s experiences with local po-
litical priorities affect the appeal of populist messages. In support of this
proposition, I find that right-wing populist parties improve their relative
electoral prospects significantly in local elections when the local school
closes, and in national elections when the nearest hospital closes. At the
precinct level, changes in local political priorities thus seem to matter to
the relative electoral strength of right-wing populist parties.

That being said, I do not always find that residents’ political behav-
ior is affected by changes in local political priorities. In Paper B, I thus
find that support for the national government is unaffected in precincts
where the nearest hospital is closed. In addition, the findings from Paper
C clearly illustrate the limitations of residents’ attention to changes in lo-
cal political priorities. I thus find that people who experience an increase
in expenditures on public employees who work in their local area do not
trust politicians more or less or have a lower or higher tendency to hold
populist attitudes. While I find that residents’ tendency to be place-based
resentful is reduced slightly by increases in local political priorities, the
effect does not reach conventional levels of statistical significance and
does not replicate consistently across alternative model specifications.
An explanation of these findings may be that voters are inattentive to the
amount spent on public employees in their local area. I thus also find
that many are unable to answer whether they think that the number of
public jobs in their local area increased or decreased over the preceding
year, and there is no correlation between objective changes and respon-
dents’ subjective perception. So while I find that voters do respond to
local appeals and some changes in local political priorities, voters do not
seem to notice this particular aspect of their local surroundings.

6.2 Generalizing of the results of the study

In this dissertation, I rely exclusively on data from Denmark, because
it allows me to link respondents’ political behavior to data on changes
in local political priorities. Furthermore, Denmark provides an exem-
plary case to study support for right-wing populist parties, place-based
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resentment, and the effectiveness of local appeals. While these phenom-
ena are far from unique to Denmark, they are all present in the Danish
case. Denmark has had a relatively successful right-wing populist party
in the form of the Danish People’s Party, which has partly mobilized on
an appeal to declining rural communities. So much so that the election in
2015, when the Danish People’s Party peaked electorally, was described
as a “rebellion from the periphery” (Hansen and Stubager 2017b). In ad-
dition, the electoral system incentivizes candidates to make local appeals,
and voters can reward such local appeals. Denmark has a proportional
election system that traditionally has been associated with weaker local
accountability (Shugart, Valdini, and Suominen 2005, 438). However,
most parties employ some form of open lists that enable voters to influ-
ence which candidates are elected (Elklit 2020, 69). In this particular
aspect, the incentives of political candidates emulate the incentive struc-
ture of single-member electoral districts.

However, focusing exclusively on Denmark raises the question of the
relevance of the findings in a broader context. In the following, I discuss
three aspects that may limit the relevance of the findings: 1) the relevance
of local appeals and changes in local political priorities beyond Denmark;
2) how changes in local political priorities are comprehended. Are Danes
more or less attentive to their local context? 3) the issue of self-selection.

In theory, the relevance of local appeals and changes in local polit-
ical priorities could be a Danish peculiarity, but it is not. With respect
to local appeals, descriptively local candidates have been found to have
an electoral advantage in the United States (Tatalovich 1975; Lewis-Beck
and Rice 1983), the United Kingdom (Campbell et al. 2019; Campbell and
Cowley 2014; Evans et al. 2017), Japan (Horiuchi, Smith, and Yamamoto
2020), Germany (Jankowski 2016; Schulte-Cloos and Bauer 2021), Nor-
way (Fiva and Smith 2017), and Estonia (Tavits 2010) to name a few.
Relying on cues about candidates’ descriptive localism is thus not just a
Danish phenomenon. While voters elsewhere may use cues about candi-
dates’ descriptive localism to learn about other aspects of the candidates’
characteristics than their behavioral localism, having a candidate in of-
fice who works for your local area is still advantageous to voters. Itis thus
plausible that the finding from Paper A generalizes to other contexts.

In Paper B and Paper C, I explicitly utilize that Denmark has imple-
mented a series of public sector reforms that increased the variation in
changes in local political priorities. This variation may be greater in Den-
mark than in many other countries. However, changing the spatial dis-
tribution of public resources, i.e. pork barrel politics, is a widespread
policy tool across polities (Ferejohn 1974; Feldman and Jondrow 1984;

75



Stein 1990; Levitt and Snyder 1997; Stratmann 2013). The more con-
crete changes that I focus on in this study can also be found elsewhere.
Amalgamations of local government have swept many developed democ-
racies (Blom-Hansen et al. 2016), and many OECD countries have closed
schools and hospitals over the preceding decades (Ares 2014; OECD 2020).
As T have shown in the Danish case, these closures have been concen-
trated in rural areas, which is also the case in the United States (NCES
2020; Kaufman et al. 2016). Reforms aimed at alleviating the challenges
in rural and peripheral regions by shifting the spatial distribution of pub-
lic expenditures have also become a prominent aspect of many govern-
ment policy platforms across western democracies. In the UK, the John-
son government launched the plan "Levelling Up the United Kingdom”
(UK Government 2022), which explicitly aimed to “shift government fo-
cus and resources to Britain’s forgotten communities” (Prime Minister’s
Office 10 Downing Street et al. 2022). In the US, the bipartisan infras-
tructure bill included funding for a range of projects in rural areas, and
the Biden Administration has made a substantial effort to reach out to
these communities to ensure that the money is spent (The White House
2022). La Strategia Nazionale per le Aree Interne (National Strategy for
“Inner Areas”) in Italy (Agenzia per la Coesione Territoriale 2021) is an-
other example of outreach to declining communities. In other words,
neither local appeals nor changes in local political priorities seem to be
unique to Denmark.

While changes in local political priorities and local appeals may re-
semble phenomena elsewhere, Danes may comprehend them differently.
A precondition for people’s political behavior to be affected by their local
context is that they are cognizant of their local context, and that they link
their experiences to politics.

Are Danes particularly ignorant of or attentive to their local surround-
ings? In Paper C, I find that respondents to a large extent are ignorant
of objective changes in local political priorities. This may not general-
ize to another context. However, previous studies of context effects in
Denmark have demonstrated that Danes are not generally ignorant of
their local context. They find that Danes are cognizant of the ethnic di-
versity in their neighborhood (Hjorth 2020), and that their political be-
havior is influenced by such disparate aspects as housing prices (Larsen
et al. 2019), unemployment (Bisgaard, Dinesen, and Segnderskov 2016),
and ethnic diversity (Dinesen and Senderskov 2015; Danckert, Dinesen,
and Sgnderskov 2017). The findings rather demonstrate that people are
not attentive to all aspects of their local context, which means that only
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some aspects influence their political behavior. This highlights that we
need a better understanding of what aspects people are cognizant of.

Another possibility is that Danes rely less on information from their
local context. Comparatively, Denmark has high levels of nationalization
of political behavior (Caramani 2004, 93). If Danes are more likely to let
their political behavior be dictated by national issues rather than local
concerns, my estimates of the effect of changes in local political priorities
on political behavior may be smaller than in less nationalized contexts.
While nationalization of political behavior in Denmark is at a compara-
tively high level making it a hard case in this respect, other countries have
been reaching similar levels or are becoming increasingly nationalized
(Caramani 2004; Hopkins 2018). Denmark is thus starting to resemble
other countries in this respect as well. Nevertheless, Danes could still
interpret changes in local political priorities differently than residents
elsewhere. In this project, I have argued that an increase in local pub-
lic expenditures is generally interpreted as a positive development. It
improves people’s own and their local community’s welfare, and it sig-
nals politicians’ adherence to the local in-group and power-sharing with
the community. However, in Cramer’s (2016) interviews with rural res-
idents in Wisconsin in the United States, it is clear that residents do not
have such a rosy perspective on increased expenditures on public em-
ployees in their local area. While many respondents were willing to pay
for public services, they thought that their taxes were sucked away to the
cities (Cramer 2016, 159). In addition, public employees were perceived
to enjoy superior working conditions, which people had to pay for with
their hard-earned incomes (146). As property taxes are used to pay for
local services in the US, there is a clear link between local expenditures
on local public employees and the local tax burden (Laubach 2005).

Here, Denmark diverges from the United States. The comprehensive
regional equalization system enables local governments across the coun-
try to provide somewhat similar services despite widely varying tax bases
(Ministry of the Interior and Housing). In addition, 28% of the popula-
tion are in some respect is employed by the state. This is similar to other
Nordic countries but much higher than in most other OECD countries
(OECD 2021). Most Danes are thus either employed by the state or have
close relatives who are. As residents do not feel a close link between their
taxes and expenditures on local public expenditures, they may view in-
creased expenditures as an isolated good.

If people in other contexts generally are less positive towards public
employees, it further limits the potential consequences for incumbents of
changing local political priorities. If incumbents cannot expect locals to
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view their efforts as furthering the material interests of the local area,
they should expect even less reward for their efforts than I find here.
However, as this discussion highlights, how the policy is interpreted to a
high extent depends on the specifics of the policy at hand. Who is going
to pay for increases in local expenditures? Is the expenditure something
people’s local area is entitled to, or is the expenditure excessive? Under-
standing how voters experience local political priorities is an important
avenue for further research.

A final concern is that Danes may be more likely to move than other
populations. As politicians shift resources away from a local area, resi-
dents may move away to find areas with better opportunities and public
services. Denmark is a geographically small country, and the population
is both culturally and socially homogeneous (Jenkins 2011, 47). This lim-
its the cost of moving from one part of the country to another. You never
get that far away from your social network, and most areas are not that
different from where you came from. Self-selection may thus be a larger
concern than elsewhere.

However, descriptive statistics suggest that this does not apply to a
substantial part of the population. In a recent analysis, the Danish Trans-
port Construction and Housing Authority (2018) used Danish registries
to analyze how far people had to travel to go "home” for Christmas. They
found that 44 % of the Danish population live within 10 km (6.2 miles) of
the parish they were born in (Danish Transport Construction and Hous-
ing Authority 2018). Many never leave their childhood area, and many
return home after they have taken an education. Self-selection is thus
unlikely to be a much larger issue than in other contexts.

In addition, I have sought to minimize the issue of movers in the pa-
pers and instead focus on residents who have experienced change in lo-
cal political priorities. While I am unable to identify movers in Paper B,
I do so in Paper C. In the analysis, I specifically focus on people who did
not move out of their local parish in the studied period. By doing so, I
exclude many younger respondents who often move in connection with
education and job. As they would have done so anyhow, this allows me
to focus on the relevant part of the population.

Overall, the findings of the dissertation are based on the case of Den-
mark. However, as the preceding discussion indicates, the findings are
likely to be relevant in other contexts with similar developments. That
being said, further studies from other contexts would improve our un-
derstanding of people’s sensitivity to changes in local political priorities.
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6.3 Implications

At the outset of this project, I argued that understanding whether people
react to changes in local political priorities and local appeals is impor-
tant because of their potential effects on people’s support for incumbents
and the appeal of populist messages. In the following, I pick up this ar-
gument and discuss the findings’ implications for people’s tendency to
hold incumbents accountable for their actions in office and the effects of
changes in local political priorities on the appeal of populist messages in
declining local areas.

6.3.1 Holding incumbents accountable

Normative models of democracy often assume that people base their vote
choice on candidates’ policy positions or their performance in office (see,
e.g., Key 1966; Schumpeter 1943; Dahl 1998). Voters’ susceptibility to
local appeals was therefore deplored by Key (1949) when he first estab-
lished what he termed *friends-and-neighbors voting”. Voters were "sus-
ceptibility to control by the irrelevant appeal to support the home-town
boy” (Key 1949, 37). However, as Campbell et al. (2019) argue, peo-
ple do vote for local candidates out of material concerns. As I further
demonstrate in Paper A, voters do not rely on cues about candidates’
descriptive localism to make inferences about their symbolic localism.
While they prefer "the home-town boy” who knows their names and is
engaged in local associations, that is not the reason they prefer local can-
didates. Instead, I find that they prefer candidates who live in their lo-
cal area because they infer that they will spend more time in office on
local issues. This inference is often warranted, as local political candi-
dates have been found to promote their local area’s interests once elected
(Tavits 2010; Fiva and Halse 2016; Binderkrantz et al. 2020; Carozzi and
Repetto 2016). Voting for alocal candidate can thus be in full accordance
with democraticideals that presume that voters seek candidates who rep-
resent their material interests.

However, it is one thing to prospectively seek candidates who repre-
sent one’s local interests, it is another to respond to the actual changes
in local political priorities and hold incumbents accountable for their ac-
tions in office. While former Speaker of the House "Tip” O’Neil’s state-
ment that ”all politics is local politics” suggests that political candidates
should take care not to cross the interests of their local electorates, my
findings suggest that in many cases, changes in local political priorities
have a limited impact on their electoral prospects. While local mayors
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are punished for the closure of the local school, that is about the extent
to which I detect that incumbents are punished or rewarded retrospec-
tively for changes in local political priorities.

This can be given a positive interpretation. Strong local accountabil-
ity can have detrimental effects on policy outcomes as illustrated by NIM-
BYism (Not In My Back Yard), the phenomenon that support for policies
at the aggregate level disappears at the local level (Hankinson 2018, 475).
Previous studies have found that transition to sustainable energy sources
has been hampered by opposition to the construction of wind turbines
at the local level (Stokes 2016). Similar issues have affected the hous-
ing crisis (Hankinson 2018). Limited local accountability may thus give
politicians leeway to pursue policies that otherwise have broad electoral
support.

Another possibility is that residents approved of the studied changes
inlocal political priorities. While politicians may fight vigorously for pro-
visions for their constituents, constituents may not always view increases
in local political expenditures as a good. They may either view expenses
over a certain limit as excessive, or they may primarily care about the
quality of local services and not how much money is spent on them. Res-
idents of Nakskov may thus find it wasteful to have a hospital in town
or they may view it as more appealing to go to a hospital far away and
be treated by specialized surgeons than going to the local hospital. The
location of public services is thus only one parameter residents use to
evaluate the performance of public services.

Nevertheless, the limited retrospective response to changes in local
political priorities puts politicians in an awkward position. On the one
hand, voters will reward politicians for making local appeals, because
they expect them to promote the interests of their local area. However,
as they cannot be sure that residents respond to actual changes in lo-
cal political priorities, politicians have little incentive to follow through.
While voters do not outright encourage politicians to be hypocrites, they
far from always hold them accountable for their actions in office in rela-
tion to their local area.

6.3.2 Affecting the appeal of populist messages

The logic of alleviating the appeal of populist messages by shifting the
distribution of public resources fundamentally follows Easton’s logic that:
”One of the major ways of strengthening the ties of the members to their
system is through providing decisions that tend to satisfy the day-to-day
demands of these members” (Easton 1957, 395). While some may want
to shift public resources to declining communities to limit the appeal of
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right-wing populist movements, the immediate goal is to alleviate peo-
ple’s day-to-day challenges. Nevertheless, in this dissertation, I have fo-
cused exclusively on the effect of changes in local political priorities on
residents’ political behavior. I am thus also unable to discern whether
the studied changes in local political priorities actually can reduce these
challenges in declining communities.

Often the magnitude of the decline in many communities is so large
that changes in local political priorities will be unable to alleviate local
decline. When Gest describes residents of former industrial towns, he
likens them to Greeks and Italians wandering among the ruins of their
ancient empires (2016 11). While publicjobs and similar services provide
some economic stability in a local area, it is hard to imagine that changes
in the spatial distribution of public resources alone can replace the jobs
and growth that previous industries brought with them.

However, less can do it too. I show in Paper A that people respond
favorably to cues about candidates’ symbolic localism. You may expect
that residents of declining communities reward mere gestures that aim to
alleviate local decline, but as I show in Paper C, you cannot just change
local political priorities and expect voters to notice. I do not find that
residents’ tendency to hold populist attitudes or be place-based resentful
is affected by changes in expenditures on local public employees, as they
seem to go unnoticed.

That being said, access to public services does seem to be important to
residents’ susceptibility to populist appeals. In Paper B, I find that poli-
cies with adverse local effects improve the relative electoral prospects for
right-wing populist parties in the affected regions. This is in line with re-
cent findings from other studies. Hansen and Hjorth (2021) thus find
that the distance to the nearest town hall and the distance to parliament
increase voters’ tendency to hold place-based resentful attitudes in Den-
mark, and Cremaschi et al. (2022) find in a recent working paper that the
distance to public service hubs in Italy increases support for right-wing
populist parties.

However, the different results may also be due to differences in the
analysis level. In Paper B, I rely on aggregate data at the precinct level. I
am thus unable to determine why right-wing populist parties hold a rel-
atively stronger position in the local area. Do voters gravitate towards
right-wing populist parties because they find their messages more ap-
pealing when their local area is exposed to a policy with adverse local
effects? Or do resourceful voters, who rarely vote for right-wing populist
parties, move to more prosperous areas? While both mechanisms may
be at play, I am unable to determine which is most prevalent based on
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the aggregate data. A promising route for further research would be to
unpack the compositional effects on local electorates of changes in local
political priorities.

6.4 Concluding remarks

It is challenging to connect local experiences with changing political pri-
orities to politics. Did the hospital in Nakskov just close? Or was it just
a downsizing? Was it the regional government or the national govern-
ment that closed it? And is it a bad thing? Might I actually receive better
service at a hospital further away? Do I want to change my vote because
of it? As I have shown in the three articles and the present summary,
local appeals and changes in local political priorities do affect people’s
political behavior. However, linking local experiences to politics is not
straightforward.

While this dissertation focuses almost exclusively on the contextual
effects of changes in local political priorities, these policies may impact
geographical polarization in other ways than by affecting residents’ po-
litical behavior. When I find, in Paper B, that policies with adverse local
effects improve the relative strength of right-wing populist parties, an ob-
vious next step would be to explore the compositional effects on the local
electorate of changes in local political priorities. A plausible hypothesisis
that changes in local political priorities affect a local area’s appeal to po-
tential new residents. Who wants to settle in a deteriorating industrial
town such as Nakskov, when the old hospital is being torn down? Not
only are future job prospects poorer; access to public services is worse
than in other competing areas. Previous studies have shown that parti-
sans have limited differences in their view on the desirability of different
neighborhoods (Martin and Webster 2020), and they often choose their
place of residence based on other characteristics than the neighborhood
partisan makeup (Mummolo and Nall 2017). Nevertheless, there may
still be differences between how mobile people with different political
viewpoints are. It is central to Maxwell’s (2019) argument concerning
the polarization of attitudes towards immigrants between urban and ru-
ral areas. Highly mobile educated workers seek jobs in the knowledge
economy in the cities, leaving behind the less educated, who are more
critical of immigrants. A fertile avenue for further research would be to
untangle how changes in local political priorities affect people’s moving
patterns, and how these correlate with their political attitudes.

Across the different studies, I find that there are limits to the influ-
ence of local appeals. This highlights the need to better understand the
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conditions that make residents attentive to their local context. Previ-
ous studies of context effects emphasize that voters are more attuned to
salient aspects of their local context. Being in contact with a particu-
lar aspect or intensive media coverage may make one more cognizant of
that aspect (Larsen et al. 2019; Hopkins 2010). Furthermore the bigger
an aspect is, the closer it is, or the more distinct it is, the more salient
it becomes (Enos 2017, 70). When I find that school and hospital clo-
sures do affect the relative strength of political parties, but that changes
in local political priorities only have limited effects, salience could be an
important conditioning factor. However, both track the outcome of po-
litical decisions. Understanding how residents appraise their local area
for politically relevant information is an important avenue for further re-
search.

A separate concern is to understand when residents link their local
experiences to electoral politics. In Paper B, I find that the fortunes of
national governments are unaffected by changes in local political priori-
ties. One may thus think that people disregard their local context when
voting in national elections. However, this is not always the case, as I
also find that support for right-wing populist parties increases in national
elections when an area is affected by a policy with adverse local effects.
I introduced this summary with the discrepancy between the apparent
importance of local appeals to people’s political behavior on the one side
and the multiple hurdles people face in connecting local experiences to
their political behavior. However, as the dissertation shows, these obser-
vations exist in parallel. While people may be attuned to national consid-
erations, they can also be swayed by changes in local political priorities.

83






References

Acemoglu, Daron, David Autor, David Dorn, Gordon H. Hanson, and
Brendan Price. 2016. “Import Competition and the Great US Em-
ployment Sag of the 2000s.” Journal of Labor Economics 34 (S1):
S141-S198.

Acharya, Avidit, Matthew Blackwell, and Maya Sen. 2018. “Analyzing
Causal Mechanisms in Survey Experiments.” Political Analysis 26
(4): 357-378.

. 2016. “Explaining causal findings without bias: Detecting and
assessing direct effects.” American Political Science Review 110 (3):
512—529.

Achen, Christopher H., and Larry M. Bartels. 2016. Democracy for real-
ists: Why elections do not produce responsive government. Prince-
ton: Princeton University Press.

Adler, David, and Ben Ansell. 2020. “Housing and populism.” West Eu-
ropean Politics 43 (2): 344—365.

Agenzia per la Coesione Territoriale. 2021. National Strategy for “Inner
Areas” SNALI https://www.agenziacoesione.gov.it/strategia-nazio
nale-aree-interne/?lang=en.

Akkerman, Agnes, Cas Mudde, and Andrej Zaslove. 2014. “How Populist
Are the People? Measuring Populist Attitudes in Voters.” Compar-
ative Political Studies 47 (9): 1324—1353.

Aldrich, Daniel P. 2008. Site Fights: Divisive Facilities and Civil Society
in Japan and the West. 1—272. Ithaca: Cornell University Press.
Angrist, J, and J Pischke. 2009. Mostly Harmless Econometrics - An

Empiricist’s Companion. 373. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Ansell, Ben, Frederik Hjorth, Jacob Nyrup, and Martin Vineas Larsen.
2022. “Sheltering Populists? House Prices and the Support for Pop-
ulist Parties.” The Journal of Politics 84 (3): 1420—-1436.

Arceneaux, Kevin. 2006. “The Federal Face of Voting: Are Elected Offi-
cials Held Accountable for the Functions Relevant to Their Office?”
Political Psychology 27 (5): 731-754.

85



Ares, Macarena. 2014. “School size policies: A literature review.” OECD
Education Working Paper, no. 106.

Austin, Benjamin, Edward Glaeser, and Lawrence Summers. 2018. “Jobs
for the heartland: Place-based policies in 21st-century America.” Brook-
ings Papers on Economic Activity 2018 (Spring): 151—-255.

Autor, David H., David Dorn, and Gordon H. Hanson. 2013. “The China
syndrome: Local labor market effects of import competition in the
United States.” American Economic Review 103 (6): 2121—-2168.

Baccini, Leonardo, and Stephen Weymouth. 2021. “Gone for Good: Dein-
dustrialization, White Voter Backlash, and US Presidential Voting.”
American Political Science Review 115 (2): 550—567.

Béchler, Christian, and David Nicolas Hopmann. 2017. “Denmark: The
Rise of the Danish People’s Party.” In Populist Political Commu-
nication in Europe, edited by Toril Aalberg, Frank Esser, Carsten
Reinemann, Jesper Strombeck, and Claes De Vreese, 29—41. New
York: Routledge.

Bansak, Kirk, Jens Hainmueller, Daniel J Hopkins, and Teppei Yamamoto.
2021. “Conjoint Survey Experiments *.” Chap. 2 in Advances in Ex-
perimental Political Science, edited by James Druckman and Don-
ald P. Green. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Bansak, Kirk, Jens Hainmueller, Daniel J. Hopkins, and Teppei Yamamoto.
2018. “The Number of Choice Tasks and Survey Satisficing in Con-
joint Experiments.” Political Analysis 26 (1): 112—119.

Bartels, Larry M. 1998. “Electoral continuity and change, 1868-1996.”
Electoral Studies 17 (3): 301—326.

Baybeck, Brady, and Scott D. McClurg. 2005. “What do they know and
how do they know it? An examination of citizen awareness of con-
text.” American Politics Research 33 (4): 492—520.

Bechtel, Michael M., and Jens Hainmueller. 2011. “How Lasting Is Voter
Gratitude? An Analysis of the Short- and Long-Term Electoral Re-
turns to Beneficial Policy.” American Journal of Political Science 55
(4): 852—868.

Berman, Sheri. 2021. “The Causes of Populism in the West.” Annual Re-
view of Political Science 24:71—88.

Binderkrantz, Anne Skorkjer, Marie Kaldahl Nielsen, Helene Helboe Ped-
ersen, and Mathias Wessel Tromborg. 2020. “Pre-parliamentary party
career and political representation.” West European Politics 43 (6):
1315-1338.

86



Bisgaard, Martin, Peter Thisted Dinesen, and Kim Mannemar Sgnder-
skov. 2016. “Reconsidering the neighborhood effect: Does exposure
to residential unemployment influence voters’ perceptions of the na-
tional economy?” Journal of Politics 78 (3): 719—732.

Blom-Hansen, Jens, Kurt Houlberg, and Sgren Serritzlew. 2014. “Size,
Democracy, and the Economic Costs of Running the Political Sys-
tem.” American Journal of Political Science 58 (4): 790—803.

Blom-Hansen, Jens, Kurt Houlberg, Sgren Serritzlew, and Daniel Treis-
man. 2016. “Jurisdiction Size and Local Government Policy Expen-
diture: Assessing the Effect of Municipal Amalgamation.” American
Political Science Review 110 (4): 812—831.

Bolet, Diane. 2021. “Drinking Alone: Local Socio-Cultural Degradation
and Radical Right Support—The Case of British Pub Closures.” Com-
parative Political Studies 54 (9): 1653—1692.

Bowyer, Benjamin. 2008. “Local context and extreme right support in
England: The British National Party in the 2002 and 2003 local elec-
tions.” Electoral Studies 27 (4): 611—620.

Broz, J. Lawrence, Jeffry Frieden, and Stephen Weymouth. 2021. “Pop-
ulism in Place: The Economic Geography of the Globalization Back-
lash.” International Organization 75 (2): 464—494.

Burgoon, Brian, Sam van Noort, Matthijs Rooduijn, and Geoffrey Under-
hill. 2019. “Positional deprivation and support for radical right and
radical left parties*.” Edited by Thorsten Beck. Economic Policy 34
(97): 49-93.

Butts, Kyle. 2021. did2s: Two-Stage Difference-in-Differences Follow-
ing Gardner (2021). https://www.github.com/kylebutts/did2s/.

Cairncross, Frances. 1998. The Death of Distance: How the Communica-
tions Revolution Will Change Our Lives. London: Orion Business.
ISBN: 0875848060.

Callaway, Brantly, and Pedro H.C. Sant’Anna. 2020. “Difference-in-Differences
with multiple time periods.” Journal of Econometrics.

Campbell, Rosie, and Philip Cowley. 2014. “What voters want: Reactions
to candidate characteristics in a survey experiment.” Political Stud-
ies 62 (4): 745-765.

Campbell, Rosie, Philip Cowley, Nick Vivyan, and Markus Wagner. 2019.
“Why Friends and Neighbors? Explaining the Electoral Appeal of
Local Roots.” The Journal of Politics 81 (3): 937—951.

Caramani, Daniele. 2004. The nationalization of politics: The formation
of national electorates and party systems in western europe. Cam-
bridge University Press.

87



Carozzi, Felipe, and Luca Repetto. 2016. “Sending the pork home: Birth
town bias in transfers to Italian municipalities.” Journal of Public
Economics 134:42—-52.

Carreras, Miguel, Yasemin Irepoglu Carreras, and Shaun Bowler. 2019.
“Long-Term Economic Distress, Cultural Backlash, and Support for
Brexit.” Comparative Political Studies 52 (9): 1396—1424.

Castanho Silva, Bruno, Ioannis Andreadis, Eva Anduiza, Nebojs$a Blanusa,
Yazmin Morlet Corti, Gisela Delfino, Guillem Rico, et al. 2018. “Pub-
lic Opinion Surveys: A New Scale.” Chap. 7 in The Ideational Ap-
proach to Populism, 1st ed., edited by Kirk A. Hawkins, Ryan E.
Carlin, Levente Littvay, and Cristobal Rovira Kaltwasser, 150—177.
London: Routledge.

Castanho Silva, Bruno, Sebastian Jungkunz, Marc Helbling, and Levente
Littvay. 2020. “An Empirical Comparison of Seven Populist Atti-
tudes Scales.” Political Research Quarterly 73 (2): 409—424.

Central Denmark Region. 2022. H.M. Dronningen har indviet Region-
shospitalet Gadstrup og Psykiatrien i Godstrup. https://www.rm.
dk/om-os/aktuelt/nyheder/nyheder-2022/april-22 /hm-dronn
ingen -har-indviet - regionshospitalet - godstrup - og - psykiatrien-i-
godstrup/.

Chaisemartin, Clément de, and Xavier D’Haultfeeuille. 2020. “Two-Way
Fixed Effects Estimators with Heterogeneous Treatment Effects.”
American Economic Review 110 (9): 2064—2996.

Cho, Wendy K.T., and Neil Baer. 2011. “Environmental determinants of
racial attitudes redux: The critical decisions related to operational-
izing context.” American Politics Research 39 (2): 414—436.

Claggett, William, William Flanigan, and Nancy Zingale. 1984. “Nation-
alization of the American Electorate.” American Political Science
Review 78 (1): 77—91.

Colantone, Italo, and Piero Stanig. 2018a. “Global Competition and Brexit.”
American Political Science Review 112 (2): 201—218.

.2018b. “The Trade Origins of Economic Nationalism: Import Com-
petition and Voting Behavior in Western Europe.” American Jour-
nal of Political Science 62 (4): 936—953.

Collignon, Sofia, and Javier Sajuria. 2018. “Local means local, does it?
Regional identification and preferences for local candidates.” Elec-
toral Studies 56:170—178.

Connelly, Roxanne, Christopher J. Playford, Vernon Gayle, and Chris
Dibben. 2016. “The role of administrative data in the big data revo-
lution in social science research.” Social Science Research 59:1—12.

88



Cramer, Katherine J. 2016. The Politics of Resentment: Rural Conscious-
ness in Wisconsin and the Rise of Scott Walker. Chicago: The Uni-
versity of Chicago Press.

Cramer Walsh, Katherine. 2012. “Putting Inequality in Its Place: Rural
Consciousness and the Power of Perspective.” American Political
Science Review 106 (3): 517—-532.

Cremaschi, Simone, Paula Rettl, Marco Cappelluti, Catherine E De Vries,
Charlotte Cavaille, Elias Dinas, Vincenzo Galasso, et al. 2022. “Ge-
ographies of Discontent : How Public Service Deprivation Increased
Far-Right Support in Italy.”

Cuba, Lee, and David M. Hummon. 1993. “A Place to Call Home: Identi-
fication With Dwelling, Community, and Region.” The Sociological
Quarterly 34 (1): 111-131.

Cuesta, Brandon de la, Naoki Egami, and Kosuke Imai. 2021. “Improv-
ing the External Validity of Conjoint Analysis: The Essential Role of
Profile Distribution.” Political Analysis, 1—27.

Cutler, Fred. 2002. “The Simplest Shortcut of All : Sociodemographic
Characteristics and Electoral Choice.” The Journal of Politics 64 (2):
466—490.

Dafoe, Allan, Baobao Zhang, and Devin Caughey. 2018. “Information
Equivalence in Survey Experiments.” Political Analysis 26 (4): 399—
416.

Dahl, Robert A. 1998. On Democracy. New Haven: Yale University Press.

Dalton, Russell J, and Hans-Dieter Klingemann. 2007. “Citizens and Po-
litical Behavior.” Chap. 1 in The Oxford Handbook of Political Be-
havior, edited by Russel Dalton and Hans-Dieter Klingemann. Ox-
ford: Oxford University Press.

Danckert, Bolette, Peter Thisted Dinesen, and Kim Mannemar Sgnder-
skov. 2017. “Reacting to neighborhood cues? Political sophistication
moderates the effect of exposure to immigrants.” Public Opinion
Quarterly 81 (1): 37—56.

Danish Transport Construction and Housing Authority. 2018. Nasten
halvdelen af os bor under 10 km fra, hvor vi er fodt.

Dinesen, Peter Thisted, and Kim Mannemar Sgnderskov. 2015. “Eth-
nic Diversity and Social Trust: Evidence from the Micro-Context.”
American Sociological Review 80 (3): 550—573.

Downs, Anthony. 1957. An Economic Theory of Democracy. 324. New
York: Harper & Row.

89



Downs, William M. 1999. “Accountability Payoffs in Federal Systems?
Competing Logics and Evidence from Europe’s Newest Federation.”
Publius: The Journal of Federalism 29 (1): 87—110.

Easton, David. 1957. “An Approach to the Analysis of Political Systems.”
World Politics 9 (3): 383—400.

Ebbesen, Finn. 1998. “Sygehus endeligt nedlagt.” Jyllands-Posten octo-
ber (16): 4.

Egan, Patrick J., and Megan Mullin. 2012. “Turning personal experience
into political attitudes: The effect of local weather on Americans’
perceptions about global warming.” Journal of Politics 74 (3): 796—
8009.

Elklit, Jargen. 2020. “The Electoral System Fair and Well-Functioning.”
Chap. 5 in The Oxford Handbook of Danish Politics, edited by Pe-
ter Munk Christiansen, Jargen Elklit, and Peter Nedergaard, 56—75.
Oxford University Press.

Enos, Ryan D. 2014. “Causal effect of intergroup contact on exclusion-
ary attitudes.” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 111
(10): 3699-3704.

. 2017. The space between us: Social geography and politics, 1—

302. Cambridge University Press.

. 2016. “What the Demolition of Public Housing Teaches Us about
the Impact of Racial Threat on Political Behavior.” American Jour-
nal of Political Science 60 (1): 123—142.

Evans, Jocelyn, Kai Arzheimer, Rosie Campbell, and Philip Cowley. 2017.
“Candidate localness and voter choice in the 2015 General Election
in England.” Political Geography 59:61—71.

Feldman, Paul, and James Jondrow. 1984. “Congressional Elections and
Local Federal.” American Journal of Political Science 28 (1): 147.

Fenno, Richard F. 1978. Home style : House Members in their districts.
304. New York: HarperCollins.

Ferejohn, John. 1986. “Incumbent performance and electoral control.”
Public Choice 50 (1): 5—25.

Ferejohn, John A. 1974. Pork barrel politics : rivers and harbors legis-
lation, 1947-1968. 288. Stanford: Stanford University Press.

Fetzer, Thiemo. 2019. “Did austerity cause brexit?” American Economic
Review 109 (11): 3849—3886.

Fiorina, Morris P. 1981. Retrospective voting in American national elec-
tions. New Haven: Yale University Press.

90



Fischel, William A. 2001. The Homevoter Hypothesis: How Home Val-
ues Influence Local Government Taxation, School Finance, and Land-
Use Policies. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.

Fitzgerald, Jennifer. 2018. Close to Home: Local Ties and Voting Radical
Right in Europe. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Fiva, Jon H., and Askill H. Halse. 2016. “Local favoritism in at-large
proportional representation systems.” Journal of Public Economics
143:15—26.

Fiva, Jon H., and Daniel M. Smith. 2017. “Local candidates and voter mo-
bilization: Evidence from historical two-round elections in Norway.”
Electoral Studies 45:130—140.

Gade, Peter. 2010. “Lukning koster 122 arbejdspladser.” Folketidende,
21.

Gardner, John. 2021. “Two-stage differences in differences.”

Gest, Justin. 2016. The New Minority: White Working Class Politics in
an Age of Immigration and Inequality. New York: Oxford Univer-
sity Press.

Gidron, Noam, and Peter A. Hall. 2017. “The politics of social status: eco-
nomic and cultural roots of the populist right.” British Journal of
Sociology 68 (S1): S57-S84.

Golder, Matt. 2016. “Far Right Parties in Europe.” Annual Review of Po-
litical Science 19 (1): 477—497.

Goodman-Bacon, Andrew. 2021. “Difference-in-differences with varia-
tion in treatment timing.” Journal of Econometrics 225 (2): 254—
277.

Hainmueller, Jens, Daniel J Hopkins, and Teppei Yamamoto. 2014. “Causal
Inference in Conjoint Analysis: Understanding Multidimensional Choices
via Stated Preference Experiments.” Political Analysis 22 (1): 1—30.

Hall, Andrew B., and Jesse Yoder. 2022. “Does Homeownership Influ-
ence Political Behavior? Evidence from Administrative Data.” The
Journal of Politics 84 (1): 351—-366.

Hankinson, Michael. 2018. “When Do Renters Behave Like Homeown-
ers? High Rent, Price Anxiety, and NIMBYism.” American Political
Science Review 112 (3): 473—493.

Hansen, Kaper Mgller, and Rune Stubager. 2017a. “Stenbroen og ud-
kantsdanmark - geografiske forskelle i partiernes tilslutning.” Chap. 3
in Opror fra udkanten Studier i dansk politik, edited by Kaper Mgller
Hansen and Rune Stubager, 69—96. Copenhagen: Jurist- og @konomi-
forbundets Forlag.

91



Hansen, Kasper Mgller, and Frederik Hjorth. 2021. “Udkantsdanmark
oglandlig bevisthed.” Chap. 7in Klimavalget, edited by Kasper Mgller
Hansen and Rune Stubager, 159—178. Copenhagen: Djof Forlag.

Hansen, Kasper Mgller, and Rune Stubager. 2017b. “Folketingsvalget 2015-
oprer fraudkanten.” In Opror fra udkanten, edited by Kasper Mgller
Hansen and Rune Stubager, 21—40. Kgbenhavn: Jurist- og @konomi-
forbundets Forlag.

.2020. “The Danish National Election Study 2019.” Copenhagen.

Harteveld, Eelco, Wouter van der Brug, Sarah de Lange, and Tom van der
Meer. 2021. “Multiple roots of the populist radical right: Support for
the Dutch PVV in cities and the countryside.” European Journal of
Political Research.

Hjorth, Frederik. 2020. “The Influence of Local Ethnic Diversity on Group-
Centric Crime Attitudes.” British Journal of Political Science 50 (1):
321-343.

Hochschild, Arlie Russell. 2016. Strangers in their own land : anger and
mourning on the American right. New York: The New Press.

Hopkins, Daniel J. 2010. “Politicized places: Explaining where and when
immigrants provoke local opposition.” American Political Science
Review 104 (1): 40—60.

. 2018. The increasingly United States : How and Why Ameri-

can Political Behavior Nationalized. 294. Chicago: The University

of Chicago Press.

Horiuchi, Yusaku, Daniel M. Smith, and Teppei Yamamoto. 2020. “Iden-
tifying voter preferences for politicians’ personal attributes: A con-
joint experiment in Japan.” Political Science Research and Methods
8 (1): 75-91.

Huckfeldt, Robert, and John Sprague. 1995. Citizens, Politics, and Social
Communication. New York: Cambridge University Press.

. 1987. “Networks in Context: The Social Flow of Political Infor-
mation.” American Political Science Review 81 (4): 1197—1216.

Humphreys, Macartan, Raul Sanchez de la Sierra, and Peter van der Windt.
2013. “Fishing, Commitment, and Communication: A Proposal for
Comprehensive Nonbinding Research Registration.” Political Anal-
ysis 21 (1): 1—20.

Imai, Kosuke, Luke Keele, Dustin Tingley, and Teppei Yamamoto. 2011.
“Unpacking the black box of causality: Learning about causal mech-
anisms from experimental and observational studies.” American Po-
litical Science Review 105 (4): 765—789.

92



Infomedia. Infomedia. https://infomedia.dk/.

Inglehart, Ronald, and Pippa Norris. 2017. Trump and the Populist Au-
thoritarian Parties: The Silent Revolution in Reverse, 2.

Ivarsflaten, Elisabeth. 2008. “What unites right-wing populists in west-
ern Europe? Re-examining grievance mobilization models in seven
successful cases.” Comparative Political Studies 41 (1): 3—23.

Jankowski, Michael. 2016. “Voting for locals: Voters’ information pro-
cessing strategies in open-list PR systems.” Electoral Studies 43:72—
84.

Jenkins, Richard. 2011. Beign Danish: Paradoxes of Identity in Every-
day Life. 355. Copenhagen: Museum Tusculanum Press.

Jennings, Will, and Gerry Stoker. 2017. “Tilting Towards the Cosmopoli-
tan Axis? Political Change in England and the 2017 General Elec-
tion.” The Political Quarterly 88 (3): 359—369.

Katz, Richard S. 1973. “The Attribution of Variance in Electoral Returns:
An Alternative Measurement Technique.” American Political Sci-
ence Review 67 (3): 817—-828.

Kaufman, Brystana G., Sharita R. Thomas, Randy K. Randolph, Julie
R. Perry, Kristie W. Thompson, George M. Holmes, and George H.
Pink. 2016. “The Rising Rate of Rural Hospital Closures.” The Jour-
nal of Rural Health 32 (1): 35—43.

Key, V. 0. 1949. Southern Politics in State and Nation. New York: Alfred
A. Knopff.

. 1966. The Responsible Electorate. Cambridge: Harvard Univer-
sity Press.

Kinder, Donald R, and D. Roderick Kiewiet. 1979. “Economic Discon-
tent and Political Behavior: The Role of Personal Grievances and
Collective Economic Judgments in Congressional Voting.” Ameri-
can Journal of Political Science 23 (3): 495.

Klingensmith, J Zachary. 2019. “Using tax dollars for re-election: the im-
pact of pork-barrel spending on electoral success.” Constitutional
Political Economy 30 (1): 31—49.

Kriesi, Hanspeter, Edgar Grande, Romain Lachat, Martin Dolezal, Si-
mon Bornschier, and Timotheos Frey. 2006. “Globalization and the
transformation of the national political space: Six European coun-
tries compared.” European Journal of Political Research 45 (6):

921—956.

93



Larsen, Martin Vinaes. 2021. “Nuancer af rad og hvid. Fra et til tre hgjre-
populistiske partier.” Chap. 12 in Klimavalget, edited by Kaper Mgller
Hansen and Rune Stubager, 259—273. Copenhagen: Djof Forlag.

Larsen, Martin Vines, Frederik Hjorth, Peter Thisted Dinesen, and Kim
Mannemar Sgnderskov. 2019. “When do citizens respond politically
to the local economy? Evidence from registry data on local housing
markets.” American Political Science Review 113 (2): 499—516.

Laubach, Thomas. 2005. “Fiscal Relations across Levels of Government
in the United States.” OECD Economics Department Working Pa-
pers 462.

Lazarsfeld, Paul F., Bernard Berelson, and Hazel Gaudet. 1944. The Peo-
ple’s Choice - How the Voter Makes Up His Mind in a Presidential
Campaign. New York: Columbia University Press.

Leeper, Thomas J., Sara B. Hobolt, and James Tilley. 2020. “Measuring
Subgroup Preferences in Conjoint Experiments.” Political Analysis
28 (2): 207—221.

Levitt, Steven D., and James M. Snyder. 1997. “The impact of federal
spending on house election outcomes.” Journal of Political Econ-
omy 105 (1): 30—-53.

Lewis-Beck, Michael S., and Tom W. Rice. 1983. “Localism in Presiden-
tial Elections: The Home State Advantage.” American Journal of
Political Science 27 (3): 548.

Lindbom, Anders. 2014. “Waking up the giant? Hospital closures and
electoral punishment in Sweden.” Chap. 8 in How Welfare States
Shape the Democratic Public: Policy Feedback, Participation, Vot-
ing, and Attitudes, edited by Staffan Kumlin and Isabelle Stadelmann-
Steffen, 156—178. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing Ltd.

Lubbers, Marcel, Mérove Gijsberts, and Peer Scheepers. 2002. “Extreme
right-wing voting in Western Europe.” European Journal of Politi-
cal Research 41 (3): 345—-378.

Margalit, Yotam, Shir Raviv, and Omer Solodoch. 2022. “The Cultural
Origins of Populism.” SSRN Electronic Journal.

Martin, Gregory J., and Steven W. Webster. 2020. “Does residential sort-
ing explain geographic polarization?” Political Science Research and
Methods 8 (2): 215—231.

Maxwell, Rahsaan. 2019. “Cosmopolitan Immigration Attitudes in Large
European Cities: Contextual or Compositional Effects?” American
Political Science Review 113 (2): 456—474.

. 2020. “Geographic Divides and Cosmopolitanism: Evidence From

Switzerland.” Comparative Political Studies 53 (13): 2061-2090.

94



Miller, Arthur H, Patricia Gurin, Gerald Gurin, and Oksana Malanchuk.
1981. “Group Consciousness and Political Participation.” American
Journal of Political Science 25 (3): 494—511.

Ministry of the Interior and Housing. Tilskud og udligning. https://im.
dk/arbejdsomraader/kommunal-og-regionaloekonomi/tilskud-og-
udligning.

Moller, Johan Ries. 2019. Skolelukninger i de udvalgsstyrede kommuner.
https://www.skolelukning.dk/.

Mogller, Johan Ries, Ulrik Kjeer, and Erik Gahner Larsen. 2021. “Koster
skolelukninger stemmer?” Chap. 8 in KV17 Analyser af kommunal-
valget 3027, edited by Jargen Elklit, Sune Welling Hansen, and Ul-
rik Kjeer, 127-142. Odense: Syddansk Universitetsforlag.

Monogan, James E. 2013. “A Case for Registering Studies of Political
Outcomes: An Application in the 2010 House Elections.” Political
Analysis 21 (1): 21-37.

Moskowitz, Daniel J. 2021. “Local News, Information, and the Nation-
alization of U.S. Elections.” American Political Science Review 115
(1): 114-120.

Mudde, Cas. 2007. Populist Radical Right Parties in Europe. Cambridge
University Press.

Mudde, Cas, and Crist6bal Rovira Kaltwasser. 2012. “Exclusionary vs. In-
clusionary Populism: Comparing Contemporary Europe and Latin
America.” Government and Opposition 48 (2): 147—-174.

Mummolo, Jonathan, and Clayton Nall. 2017. “Why Partisans Do Not
Sort: The Constraints on Political Segregation.” The Journal of Pol-
itics 79 (1): 45-59.

Munis, B. Kal. 2020. “Us Over Here Versus Them Over There...Literally:
Measuring Place Resentment in American Politics.” Political Behav-
ior.

National Agency for IT and Learning. 2020. Institutionsregisteret.

National Health Data Authority. 2019. Sundhedsvaesenets Organisation-
sregister (SOR).

NCES. 2020. Table A.1.a.-2 Number of operating public elementary and
secondary schools, by locale and state or jurisdiction. https://nces.
ed.gov/surveys/ruraled/tables_archive.asp.

Newman, Benjamin J., Yamil Velez, Todd K. Hartman, and Alexa Bankert.
2015. “Are citizens "receiving the treatment”? Assessing a key link in
contextual theories of public opinion and political behavior.” Politi-
cal Psychology 36 (1): 123—131.

95



Norris, Pipa, and Ronald Inglehart. 2019. Cultural backlash: Trump,
Brexit, and authoritarian populism. Cambridge University Press.

Nosek, Brian A., Charles R. Ebersole, Alexander C. DeHaven, and David
T. Mellor. 2018. “The preregistration revolution.” Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences 115 (11): 2600—2606.

Nuamah, Sally A., and Thomas Ogorzalek. 2021. “Close to Home: Place-
Based Mobilization in Racialized Contexts.” American Political Sci-
ence Review 115 (3): 757—774-.

OECD. 2021. Government at a Glance 2021. OECD. ISBN: 9789264909694.

. 2020. Health Care Resources: Hospitals. https://stats.oecd.
org/index.aspx?queryid=30182.

Oliver, J. Eric, and Wendy M. Rahn. 2016. “Rise of the Trumpenvolk:
Populism in the 2016 Election.” Annals of the American Academy
of Political and Social Science 667 (1): 189—206.

Oliver, J. Eric, and Janelle Wong. 2003. “Intergroup Prejudice in Multi-
ethnic Settings.” American Journal of Political Science 47 (4): 567.

Openshaw, S. 1983. “The Modifiable Areal Unit Problem.” Concepts And
Techniques In Modern Geography (Norwich) 38:3—41.

Patana, Pauliina. 2020. “Changes in local context and electoral support
for the populist radical right: Evidence from Finland.” Party Politics
26 (6): 718-729.

Pedersen, Mogens N., Ulrik Kjer, and Kjell A. Eliassen. 2008. “The Ge-
ographical Dimension of Parliamentary Recruitment.” Chap. 7 in
Democractic Representation in Europe: Diversity, Change, and Con-
vergence, edited by Maurizio Cotta and Heinrich Best, 160—190. Ox-
ford University Press.

Prime Minister’s Office 10 Downing Street, Housing Department for Lev-
elling Up, Communities, The Rt Hon Michael Gove MP, and The
Rt Hon Boris Johnson MP. 2022. Government unveils levelling up
plan that will transform UK. https://www.gov.uk/government /
news/government-unveils-levelling-up-plan-that-will-transform-
uk.

Region Zealand. 2010. Sygehusplan 2010: Politisk aftale om fremtidens
sygehuse i Region Sjeelland.

Rhodes-Purdy, Matthew, Rachel Navarre, and Stephen M. Utych. 2021.
“Populist Psychology: Economics, Culture, and Emotions.” The Jour-
nal of Politics 83 (4): 1559—1572.

Rickard, Stephanie J. 2020. “Economic Geography, Politics, and Policy.”
Annual Review of Political Science 23 (1): 187—202.

96



. 2022. “Incumbents Beware: The Impact of Offshoring on Elec-
tions.” British Journal of Political Science 52 (2): 758—780.

Robinson, W. S. 1950. “Ecological Correlations and the Behavior of In-
dividuals.” American Sociological Review 15 (3): 351.

Rydgren, Jens. 2008. “Immigration sceptics, xenophobes or racists? Rad-
ical right-wing voting in six West European countries.” European
Journal of Political Research 47 (6): 737-765.

. 2007. “The sociology of the radical right.” Annual Review of So-
ciology 33:241—262.

Schulte-Cloos, Julia, and Paul C. Bauer. 2021. “Local Candidates, Place-
Based Identities, and Electoral Success.” Political Behavior.

Schulz, Anne, Philipp Miiller, Christian Schemer, Dominique Stefanie
Wirz, Martin Wettstein, and Werner Wirth. 2018. “Measuring Pop-
ulist Attitudes on Three Dimensions.” International Journal of Pub-
lic Opinion Research 30 (2): 316—326.

Schumpeter, Joseph A. 1943. Capitalism, socialism and democracy, 1—
437. New York: Taylor / Francis.

Shugart, Matthew Soberg, Melody Ellis Valdini, and Kati Suominen. 2005.
“Looking for Locals: Voter Information Demands and Personal Vote-
Earning Attributes of Legislators under Proportional Representa-
tion.” American Journal of Political Science 49 (2): 437.

Statistics Denmark. 2019. Opstillede kandidater ved folketingsvalget den

5. juni 2019. https: / / www . dst.dk / valg / Valg1684447 / other /
startside.htm.

. 2014. The danish system for access to micro data, April. https:
/ /www.dst.dk/ Site / Dst / SingleFiles / GetArchiveFile. aspx ? fi=
5452354440&fo=0&ext=israel2016.

Statistics Denmark and Sgren Risbjerg Thomsen. 2022. Den Danske Val-
gdatabase. https://valgdatabase.dst.dk/.

Stein, Robert M. 1990. “Economic Voting for Governor and U.S. Senator:
The Electoral Consequences of Federalism.” The Journal of Politics
52 (1): 29-53.

Stein, Robert M., and Kenneth N. Bickers. 1994. “Congressional Elec-
tions and the Pork Barrel.” The Journal of Politics 56 (2): 377—399.

Stokes, Donald E. 1967. “Parties and the nationalization of electoral forces.
Chap. 7in The American party systems: Stages of political develop-
ment, edited by William Nisbet Chambers and Frank Joseph Sorauf,
182—202. New York: Oxford University Press.

”

97



Stokes, Leah C. 2016. “Electoral Backlash against Climate Policy: A Nat-
ural Experiment on Retrospective Voting and Local Resistance to
Public Policy.” American Journal of Political Science 60 (4): 958—
974.

Stratmann, Thomas. 2013. “The effects of earmarks on the likelihood of
reelection.” European Journal of Political Economy 32 (December
2009): 341-355.

Strukturkommissionen. 2004. Strukturkommissionens Betaenkning Bind
I. Hovedbetzenkningen. 1—774.

Sun, Liyang, and Sarah Abraham. 2021. “Estimating dynamic treatment
effects in event studies with heterogeneous treatment effects.” Jour-
nal of Econometrics 225 (2): 175—199.

Tajfel, Henri, and John Turner. 1979. “An Integrative Theory of Inter-
group Conflict.” In The social psychology of intergroup relations,
edited by William G. Austin and Stephen Worchel, 33—47. Monterey,
CA: Brooks/Cole.

Tam Cho, Wendy K., James G. Gimpel, and Iris S. Hui. 2013. “Voter Mi-
gration and the Geographic Sorting of the American Electorate.” An-
nals of the Association of American Geographers 103 (4): 856—870.

Tatalovich, Raymond. 1975. “”Friends and Neighbors” Voting: Missis-
sippi, 1943-73.” The Journal of Politics 37 (3): 807—-814.

Tavits, Margit. 2010. “Effect of Local Ties On Electoral Success and Par-
liamentary Behaviour.” Party Politics 16 (2): 215—235.

The Danish Government. 2020. Aftale om reform af det kommunale
tilskuds- og udligningssystem.

. 2004. Aftale om strukturreform. Indenrigs- og Sundhedsminis-

teriet, Kebenhavn. www.im.dk.

.2018. Bedre balance II, Statslige arbejdspladser taettere pd borg-

ere og virksomheder.

. 2015. Bedre balance, Statslige arbejdspladser teattere pa borg-

ere og virksomheder.

. 2021. Politisk aftale om rammerne for Flere og bedre uddan-

nelsesmuligheder i hele Danmark.

. 2022. Sundhedsreform.

The Danish Government and Danish Regions. 2008. Aftale om region-
ernes okonomi for 2009.

The White House. 2022. Bipartisan Infrastructure Law Rural Playbook:
A roadmap for delivering opportunity and investments in rural
America.

98



Tob. 2009. “Protester mod ny skolestruktur.” Folkebladet Glostrup Brondby
Vallensbaek september (16): 14.

UK Government. 2022. Levelling Up the United Kingdom. London: HH
Associates Ltd.

Vertz, Laura L., John P. Frendreis, and James L. Gibson. 1987. “Nation-
alization of the Electorate in the United States.” American Political
Science Review 81 (3): 961—966.

Winther, Malene Brandt, and Gunnar Lind Haase Svendsen. 2012. “The
Rotten Banana’ fires back: The story of a Danish discourse of inclu-
sive rurality in the making.” Journal of Rural Studies 28 (4): 466—
477.

Wong, Cara, Jake Bowers, Tarah Williams, and Katherine Drake Sim-
mons. 2012. “Bringing the person back in: Boundaries, perceptions,
and the measurement of racial context.” Journal of Politics 74 (4):
1153—1170.

Wong, CaraJ. 2010. Boundaries of obligation in American politics: Geo-
graphic, national, and racial communities. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Wong, Cara J. 2007. “’Little” and ”Big” Pictures in Our Heads: Race,
Local Context, and Innumeracy About Racial Groups in the United
States.” Public Opinion Quarterly 71 (3): 392—412.

Wuthnow, Robert. 2018. The Left Behind: Decline and Rage in Small-
Town America. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Zaller, John R. 1992. The Nature and Origins of Mass Opinion. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press.

Zeuthen, Hans E., Ruth Emerek, Per Vejrup Hansen, and Sgren Leth-
Sgrensen. 1990. IDA hovedrapport. Statistics Denmark.

99






English Summary

Changes in local political priorities constitute some of the most promi-
nent experiences people have with political decisions. When a local school
or hospital closes, it affects citizens’ well-being, the future prospects of
the local area as well as its status and prestige. Political candidates are
thus also quick to make local appeals and promote their local credentials.

Connecting experiences of changes in local political priorities to pol-
itics is challenging. For changes in local political priorities to affect peo-
ple’s political behavior, people have to pay attention to their local context,
make sense of the changes and decide how they will affect their political
behavior. In the end, people may instead rely on their usual national
affiliations.

Changes in local political priorities provide citizens with the oppor-
tunity to hold incumbent politicians accountable for their decisions and
can establish a link between citizens’ own local experiences and elected
politicians’ behavior. Furthermore, the growing support for right-wing
populist parties in rural areas and other declining regions has drawn at-
tention to the possibility of reducing local challenges by moving public
investment to these regions. However, it is unclear whether shifts in the
geographical distribution of public resources affect the draw of populist
messages.

This dissertation examines whether citizens’ experiences with changes
in local political priorities and local appeals influence their political be-
havior. Drawing on theories of context effects, local appeals, and sup-
port for right-wing populist parties, the dissertation develops expecta-
tions about how people’s political behavior is affected by changes in lo-
cal political priorities. This includes both why voters respond to local
appeals and how they link their local experiences of changes in local po-
litical priorities with support for incumbents and the draw of populist
messages.

These expectations are tested in three studies. The first study uses
experimentally manipulated descriptions of political candidates to dis-
entangle why people respond to local appeals. Do people respond to
local appeals because of their material interests or because of in-group
favouritism? The study shows that the importance of a candidate’s res-
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idence to respondents’ evaluations is significantly diminished when re-
spondents also are informed about how the candidate divides their work-
ing time between local and national issues. People thus partly seek out
local candidates to represent their local area’s substantial interests.

The second and third studies examine whether people retrospectively
respond to changes in local political priorities. By drawing on adminis-
trative data on school closures, hospital closures, and spending on public
jobs, the studies link objective data on changes in local political priorities
to local election results and surveys of residents’ trust in politicians, pop-
ulist attitudes, and place-based resentment. The overall conclusion from
these studies is that people do respond to changes in local political pri-
orities. Local school and hospital closures increase the relative support
for right-wing populist parties, and local mayors are punished for local
school closures. However, people far from always respond to changes in
local political priorities. People’s trust in politicians, populist attitudes,
and place-based resentment thus seem to be unrelated to local changes
in expenditures on public employees.

These findings give rise to discussions of the conditioning factors for
context effects. People have to notice changes in local political priorities
for them to have an effect. While it is hard to miss a school or hospi-
tal closure, more gradual changes in overall spending on public jobs can
go unnoticed. This dissertation thus shows that there are limits to lo-
cal appeals in parallel with that changes in local political priorities are
pertinent to people’s political behavior.
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Dansk resumé

Zndringer i lokale politiske prioriteringer er nogle af de mest fremtrae-
dende erfaringer, folk har med politiske beslutninger. Nar en lokal skole
eller et lokalt hospital lukker, pavirker det ikke kun borgernes velfeerd,
men ogsa lokalomradets fremtidsudsigter, status og prestige. Politiske
kandidater er derfor ogsa hurtige til at appellere til lokale anliggender og
promovere deres egne lokale kvaliteter.

Ikke desto mindre er det udfordrende at forbinde erfaringer med aen-
dringer i lokale politiske prioriteringer med politik. Hvis folks politiske
adfaerd skal pavirkes af endringer i lokale politiske prioriteter, kraever
det, at folk er opmaerksomme pa deres lokale kontekst, forstar eendringerne
og beslutter, hvordan de skal pévirke deres politiske adfserd. I sidste
ende kan det vere, at folk falder tilbage til at stotte sig til deres sed-
vanlige nationale tilhgrsforhold.

Ikke desto mindre giver @&ndringer i lokale politiske prioriteringer
folk mulighed for at holde de siddende politikere ansvarlige for deres
beslutninger. Sddanne &ndringer kan nemlig skabe en forbindelse mellem
borgernes egne lokale erfaringer og de valgte politikeres adfeerd. Desu-
den har den stigende stgatte til hgjrepopulistiske partier i landdistrik-
ter og andre regioner i tilbagegang skabt opmaerksomhed om mulighe-
den for at mindske lokal tilbagegang ved at flytte offentlige investeringer
til disse regioner. Det er imidlertid uklart, om forskydninger i den ge-
ografiske fordeling af offentlige ressourcer pavirker hvor attraktive pop-
ulistiske budskaber er.

I denne afhandling undersegges det, om borgernes erfaringer med aen-
dringerilokale politiske prioriteter og lokale appeller pavirker deres poli-
tiske adfeerd. Med udgangspunkt i teorier om konteksteffekter, lokale
appeller og statte til hgjrepopulistiske partier udvikler athandlingen for-
ventninger om, hvordan borgernes politiske adfaerd pavirkes af eendringer
ilokale politiske prioriteter. Dette omfatter bade, hvorfor vaelgerne rea-
gerer pa lokale appeller, og hvordan de forbinder deres lokale erfaringer
med andringerilokale politiske prioriteter med statte til de magthavende
politikere og populistiske budskabers tiltreekningskraft.

Disse forventninger afpragves i tre studier. I det forste studie anven-
des eksperimentelt manipulerede beskrivelser af politiske kandidater til
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at undersgge, om folk reagerer pa lokale appeller pa grund af deres ma-
terielle interesser eller pa grund af favorisering af lokale? Undersggelsen
viser, at betydningen af politiske kandidaters bopzl for respondenternes
vurderinger mindskes betydeligt, nar respondenterne ogsd informeres
om, hvordan kandidaten fordeler sin arbejdstid mellem lokale og na-
tionale sporgsmaél. Folk opsgger séledes til dels lokale kandidater for at
fa deres lokalomraders materielle interesser repraesenteret.

I det andet og tredje studie undersoges det, om folk reagerer retro-
spektivt pd aendringer i lokale politiske prioriteter. Ved at traekke pa ad-
ministrative data om skolelukninger, hospitalslukninger og udgifter til
offentlige arbejdspladser knytter studierne objektive data om andringer
ilokale politiske prioriteter sammen med lokale valgresultater og under-
segelser af indbyggernes tillid til politikere, populistiske holdninger og
stedbaseret utilfredshed. Den overordnede konklusion er, at folk rea-
gerer pa aendringer i de lokale politiske prioriteringer. Lukninger aflokale
skoler og hospitaler gger den relative stotte til hgjrepopulistiske partier,
og lokale borgmestre straffes for lokale skolelukninger. Det er imidlertid
langt fra altid at folk reagerer p a&ndringer i lokale politiske prioriteter.
Deres tillid til politikere, populistiske holdninger og stedbaseret utilfred-
shed synes siledes ikke at vaere relateret til 2endringer i udgifterne til of-
fentligt ansatte i folks lokalomréader.

Disse resultater rejser diskussion om, hvad der afggr, om folks lokale
kontekst er betydende for deres politiske adfzerd. Folk skal laegge marke
til endringerne i lokale politiske prioriteringer, for at de kan have en ef-
fekt. Mens det er sveert at overse en lukning af en skole eller et hospital,
kan mere gradvise andringer i de samlede udgifter til offentlige arbejd-
spladser ga ubemerket hen. Denne athandling viser siledes, at der er
graenser for, hvor meget folk reagerer pa lokale politiske appeller paral-
lelt med, at eendringer i lokale politiske prioriteter er relevante for folks
politiske adfzerd.
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