Fear, Anger, and Voting for the Far right:

Evidencefrom the November 13, 201%aris Terror Attacks

Abstract; The conjecture thategativeemotions underpin suppddr far right politicsin
Europeis commonamongpunditsandscholarsHowever,the conventionahccountholdsthat
authoritarianpopulistscatalyzepublic anxiety about thehangingsocialorderand/a
deterioratingnationaleconomicconditions, andhis anxiety subsequentiyrivesup supporfor
thefar right.Wepropose thatvhile emotions do indeed planindependentausakolein
supportfor far right partiesandpolicies,that supportis morelikely built upon the public’anger
ratherthanfear«T his article explores theelativeimpactof fearand angein reactionto the 2015
Paristerrorattacksonthe propensityto votefor the Frenchfar right party, the FronNational,in
the 2015 Regiondtlections.Contraryto the conventional wisdomve find angeris associated
with votingfor the FN, while fearis associatedavith voting against th&N. Moreover, anger
boosts thé=N vote mostpowerfully amondar right andauthoritariarvoters.On theother hand,

fearreducesysuppofor thefar right among thoseamegroups.
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The notionthatpublic supportor thefar rightin Europe springdirectly from anxietyis
commonplace amorjgurnalists pundits, andgcholars: Thesepublicfears,it is oftenassumed,
aretriggeredby perceivedhreatsfrom immigration,terrorism,economiansecurityor some
combination(Krigsi etal., 2006; Mughan & Paxton, 2008an denBrug & Fennema, 2007,
Halikiopoulou; Nanou and Vasilopoulou, 201¥erts,Scheeperand Lubbers, 2012These
threats sometimegeal but sometimesmagined, become toofer strategicelites.And sothe
familiar'storygoes far right partiesstoke anxietyespeciallyamongauthoritariarminded
citizensbypresentingeconomic downturngulturalchangeandbothdomesticand international
securityincidentsasexistentialthreats.

In this article we offer analternativemodel, one thabcuseson adifferentemotional
substratetoexplain theecentrisein supportfor thefar rightin Europeandperhapslsewhere
aswell. We proposehatit is public angerratherthan anxiety, thanotivatessupportfor thefar
right vote.While manymayindeedreactto economicuncertaintyferrorism,andimmigration
with anxiety, thenatureof thesethreats- oftenblamedby eliteson disliked groupsvho violate
cherishedsocietalnorms -is alsolikely to trigger angef(Marcusetal 2000;MacKuenetal 2010;
Valentinoetali2011; Banks, 2014; Banks & Valentino, 20L.ambertetal., 2010).

FurthermoreAffective IntelligenceTheory(AIT) (Marcusetal., 2000; 2002; 2011) and
work by various others scholafgalentino etal, 2011; Banks, 2014; Banks & Valentino, 2012;
Lambertetal., 2010)suggestshatincreasesn anxietyareunlikely to drive supportfor thefar
right vote.On the contrary, authoritariangho experiencenxietyin responseo threatsmay be
lessattractedthan usualo thefar right, sinceanxietyinhibits relianceon established
predispositiongMarcuset al 2000).

Ourtestbedfor thesehypothesess the December2015Frenchregionalelectionshat
took placein the_shadow of thParisattacks.The coordinated November Htacksinvolved
shootingsandsuicidebombingsn bars,restauranteind aconcertvenue Theseconstituted the

deadliestattackgn FrancesincethesecondNorld War, leaving 130deadand 368 people

! Throughout the documenie electto follow a taxonomy of emotiorisasedon thetheoryof
Affective Intelligence(Marcuset al, 2000).Therefore we use botherms,fear andanxiety
interchangeably. People do rsatemto discriminatebetweerthesetwo emotionsn practice
(Watsonetal., 1988; Rusting &arsen,1995). Finallymeasure®sf anxiety andearloadon the
samedimensionn afactoranalysigseetableAl in the Appendix).
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wounded. One dakaterISIS claimedresponsibility If ourmainconjectures correct,supportfor
thefar right FrontNational(FN) in the subsequerglectionshould be highest among thasko
experiencednighlevelsof angerin responsé¢o theseattackswhile authoritariangxperiencing
fearshould havédeenlesslikely to endorse th&N.

Electionstakeplaceeverysix yearsto electregional councilorgor eachof France’sl8
regions.Inline with theelectoralsystenfor nationalpresidentiabndlegislativeelectionsthey
areconductedn'two roundsin thecasethatno candidateeceivesa majority of thevote. The
terroreventsof'November 13tloccurredustthreeweeksprior to thefirst round of nationwide
electiongfar regionalofficesthattook placeon Decembei6, 2015.This conjunctionallows usto
testtheimpactof distinct emotionateactionsonthe propensityto votefor the FN. In thefirst
round of the' 2015 regionalectionghe FN garneredchearly28 percentof the votecomingout
on topin six outjof 13 metropiitan regions?> We obtainedmeasuresf how angry and how
anxious peopléelt soonaftertheattacksallowing usto compareheirimpacton votingfor the
FrontNationalin generalandalsoto explorehow theeffectsof eachemotionvary acrosdevels
of importantpolitical predispositionsuchasauthoritarianisnandconservativedeological
identification.

Substantial evidenddentifiestwo important dispositiongdredictorsof far right support:
Authoritarianismand conservative ideologicalentification.Authoritarianpersonalitiesthose
eagetto defendsocialnormsand punishule-breakersarefar morelikely thanlessauthoritarian
citizensto be FN voters (Vasilopoulos &achat,2018).Voterswho seltidentify as
ideologicallyfarright arealsomoreinclinedto support Front National candidat@dayer,2013;
Mayer & Perrineau1992;Lewis-Beck & Chlarson, 2002)ln addition, thosevho hold antt
immigrationand ethnocentric policgttitudesarequite responsiveN'’s electoralappeals
(Mayer,2013; 2014).Thisis hardly surprising, given tha&alienceof antiimmigrantandanti-

Islam statement the party’s platform (Stockemeiand Amengay, 2015).

% In generaldueto the Frenchrun-off systemnon-mainstreanpartiescannot take advantage of
the incumbenceffect (Golderetal., 2017).Specifically,in the caseof the FN thechanceof
winning a regiorwerefurtherreducedasfor thefirst timein RegionalelectionstheFrench
socialistparty decidedo withdrawits lists of candidatesvho hadqualifiedin thesecondround
whenit wasrankedthird or belowto prevent theelectionof FN candidates by supporting the
centerright candidates.
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An arrayof sociodemographifactorshavebeenlinkedto supportfor far rightleaders,
partiesandpolicies.Supports typically highest among thoseith theleasteducation and
income(Perrineaul997;Mayer,2002, 2014; Gougou &layer,2013;Stockeme& Amengay,
2015). Mareoverperhapgueto its aggressivenesand doctrinaliews about genderoles the
FrontNationaloften performsparticularlywell amongmen(Mayer,2013, 2014).

Fear, Anger and Political Behavior

Fearandangerareoftenjointly triggeredby differenttypes ofsocialandpolitical threats
(MacKuenetal:;'2010;Valentinoetal., 2008; Vasilopoulou and Wagner, 20Rfco et al.,
2017), includingerroristattackgSmith, Rasinski,andToce,2001;Lerneret al., 2003; Huddy,
Feldmanandfaber,2005;VasilopoulosMarcus,and Foucault, 2018; Vasilopoulos, 2018
we show below, both emotiormseexperiencedy manyFrenchcitizensin reactionto the
attacks However,eachemotionrecruitsa different psychologicaprocesdor addressing a
threateningarget(Marcusetal., 1995;Marcusetal., 2006).

Therearetwo dominant apprazhesin theliteratureregardingthe cause®f emotional
arousalccognitiveappraisatheoriesandAffective IntelligenceTheory(AIT). Cognitive
appraisatheoriesarguethatspecificemotionseachgeneratedyy aspecificsequencef
evaluations,of thernvironment.For examplejf athreatis appraisedsstemmingfrom an
intentionalactby another persomndthetargetfeelssheis ableto copewith thethreatheadon,
angemwill result(e.g.Lazarus1991;Frijda 1986;CarverandHarmonJones2009).Whenthe
threatcomesrom anunfamiliar,uncontrollable source, @nethat cannot be overcome, anxiety
will dominate(lkazarus1991).In otherwords, standardppraisatheoriesanticipatethat people
will reportassingulaaffectivestate,i.e., being angeur fearful, in responséo agiventhreat.

Onthe other handiffective IntelligenceTheory(AIT) and subsequeseffortsoffer a
differentaccount offfect.In thistheoreticalapproachaffectis driven by separategoncurrent,
but distinct.neurasystens yielding the expectation that people commaxgerienceoncurrent
emotiong(Marcus,2002;MacKuenetal., 2010). Thugiatherthanfeelingangryor fearful, this
perspectivexpectshatit is rathercommonfor people whenfacingthreat,to experiencéoth
angerandfear;Thatis so,becauséwo neuralsystemsareconcurrentlyactive. Thefirst of these

systemstheprimaryfoci of the original theoryrelieson anxietyto signal the extertb which
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circumstanceareunfamiliar or uncertain Anothersystemyelieson enthusiasnto assesshe
succes®f habitsof thought and actioria securingdesiredgoals?

A third systemappearingn themorerecentwork bothin andoutsideAIT (Marcusetal.
2010;Valentinoetal 2011, and Banks andalentino2012), is focusedon thepresencef threat
to familiar nerms angracticesof thought and actiowhencherishedyroup norms and
identitiesareunderrecurringattackby familiar out-groupsincreasedngers generatedindeed
thisis the principaldentifying appraisabf thepresencef suchthreatsseePhanetal, 2002;
Zahnetal."2009;seeNitschkeetal. 2006). Anger regulates behavamedat securingfamiliar
goals by relying on previouslgarnedroutines On the other hand, anxiety helps us identify
novelty or uncertainty andwhenfound, inhibitsrelianceon prior routines andlirectsgreater
attentivenestorandlearningaboutnewthethreatwhich couldfacilitate novel behavioral
solutions(Albertson& Gadarian2015).

Thekey insight ofAffective Intelligenceis thatmultiple affectiveappraisalsbut of
specialimportancan conditions othreat,anger and anxiety, occuery soonafterthe brain
begins proeessing incomisgnsoryandsomatosensorgignals(Marcus,2013).Theseemotions
thereforerepresenpre-conscious signal® thebrainwhich leadquiteautomaticallyto either
solidarityandcommitmento defend core norms and valy@s the caseof anger)or decision-
makingmereopento contemporarynformation(in the caseof anxiety).Which process
dominates depends @vhich reactionis strongetin themoment.Thus,to understand thempact
of eitheron.how people responseterrorattackst is necessaryo secureeliableandvalid
measuresfboth emotions, angandof anxiety.

Affeetive Intelligenceandcognitiveappraisatheoriesof emotionbothpredictsimilar
consequencedsr bothfearand angein decisionmaking and behavior. Cognitieppraisal
scholarshavefound thatfearful individualshavea heightenegerceptiorof risk, and thus
engagen risk-aversivestrategiewvis-a-vis thethreateningarget(Eysenck, 1992 ernerand
Keltner,2000;.2001)On the other handyhenit comeso informationprocessingfearincreases
attentionandheightens informatioseekingorocesseswhile on thecontraryanger evokes

% Though wlikely to be pertinento how the Frenchpublic might usehis third dimension of
appraisain regardto the ParisNovemberattackswe nonethelesmeasureenthusiasm.
Includingthis dimensionn our various modelaltersnone of theesultsreported.
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simplerprocesseandincreasedelianceon cognitiveheuristicsand stereotypes (Bodenhausén
al. 1994;LernerandKeltner,2001).

Thesebehaviorahualitiesof fearand anger havieeenillustratedin therealmof political
decision-making and behavi@everaktudiesn political psychologythatgenerallyalign with
Affective Intelligencehave found thatearenhancemformationseekingmakingcitizensmore
likely to questiortheir prior habitsandbecomemore opento persuasioriBrader2005; Valentino
etal., 2008Redlawsket al., 2010;Marcusetal., 2000; 2014; Albertson and Gadarian, 2015;
Vasilopoulos,;2018)0Onestreamof researcthas found thaear— includingfearstemmingfrom
terrorattacks— increasesnotivationto follow the newsand obtairpolitical informationabout
that topic(AlbertsonandGadarian2015;Brader,2005;Valentinoet al., 2008; Vasilopoulos,
2018). Another hashownthatfearful votersarelesslikely to rely onestablisheatonvictions
suchaspartyidentificationor ideologyandinsteadplacemoreweight on contemporary
assessmersuchasspecificpolitical issuesor candidategMarcusetal., 2000;Brader,2005;
MacKuenetal., 2007; Vasilopoulos aridarcus,2017).Similarly, others have found thégar
primesmakeindividualsmorelikely to reconsidetheir prior opinions andgccept
counterargumentsomingfrom ideologicallyopposedsourcegRedlawsket al., 2010;Nai et al.,
2017).

Researciin political psychology has shown that angésoimpactspolitical choices:
Huddyetal., 2007illustratedthatangerdecreasethdividuals’ perceivedcasualtyrisk of sending
troopsto fight in Irag andmadeindividualsmorelikely to supporthewar (2007). Banks and
Valentinofeund,thatangercausedy a nonpolitical triggerprimesracial considerations andh
turn, heightened oppositida redistributivepoliciessuchasaffirmative action(Banksand
Valentino, 2012; Banks, 2014). Recentico etal. (2017) found thaangryvoters veremore
likely to votefor anti-establishmenpopulistparties,seekingo punishthe political statusquo.
Finally, investigatingtheimpactof emotions orattitudestowardthe EU in theUK, Vasilopoulou
and Wagner.(2017) showed that angaspositivelyassociateavith supportfor leaving theEU,
while fearwasassociateavith themoremoderate option of renegotiating th&’s relationship
with theEU:

Angeralsoinhibitsinterestin newpolitical information(Valentinoet al., 2008;MacKuen
etal., 2010). Moreover, angry individuaendto discardpolitical informationthatis discordant

with their prior views (MacKuenetal., 2010; Suhay &risen 2018. As a consequence, anger
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makescitizensmorelikely to decide orpolitical issueshasedontheir prior dispositionsuchas
ideology. Vasilopoulos, Brcus,and Foucault (2018gstedthis hypothesisn the aftermathof
the CharlieHebdoattacksn Paris,finding thatexperiencing angen theaftermathof theattack
increasedheimpactof rightwing ideology on endorsinguthoritariarpolicies.Onthe contrary,
andin line with.the Theory oRAffective Intelligence fearled left-wing individualsto attitude
change making themmorelikely to endorseuthoritariarpolicies.In short,feardecreasedyhile
angerincreasedheimpactof dispositions omolitical attitudes Finally, in arecentexamination
of supportforcandidateDonaldTrumpin early2016,(Valentinoet al., 2018)discoveredavery
similar patternwith angerboosting andear suppressig theimpactof supportfor
predispositionsike ethnocentrisnandsexism.

Butthough agreeindn themain,on the downstreamffectsof fearand of anger, the key
differenceis thatAffective Intelligenceholds,aswe discusseabove thatthreatselicits two
appraisalsis it novelandis it noxious.Hence researcltonthreatcompelghatboth bemeasured
soasto getaccuratesstimatef theeffectof anger andhe effect of fear, while holding constant
the effectsofithe other:

Basedonthe theoreical frameworkpresentedbove we hypothesizéhatfearandanger
will havequite differentimpactson the propensitto votefor thefar right. Conventional wisdom
holdsthatmestcitizenswill respondo terroristattackswith fear (Albertson& Gadarian2015).
A second, account, holds that thegeo hold authoritariarattitudesaremorelikely thanothers
to respondo threat(Feldman& Stenner, 1997). Andhis claim hasbeenextendedo arguethat
thosewho aremgoreconservativebecause¢heyareespeially sensitiveto threat,arealsomore
likely to experiencdearwhichin turn drives supporor policies,parties,andleaderghat
promisesecurity(Jost,2003, 2017; Hibbingetal. 2014).This focus onfearfulnesseitherasa

* Thereis:a furtherissue that ofmis-specificationlf cognitiveappraisalsiormally produce a
singular‘discrete’ affectivestatesor if affectiveappraisalsimultaneouslhactive,butare
orthogonalthentherisk of mis-specifications modestBut, aswe discussandtestbelow, our
theoreticalensleadsusto expectthatthenormalcircumstancen facingthreatis two concurrent
affectiveappraisalsangerandfear,thatarenot orthogonalelevatingtherisk of mis-
specifications very substantiaif only fearor only angers studiedin isolation.
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dispositionakensitvity or asa situationateactionto animminentthreat,has dominated the
approacho understandinghreatandthepolitical responsegenerated.

However,if manycitizensexperience angen reactionto theseattacksput angergoes
unmeasuredye risk misestimatingheimpactof fear.As our account holds thatanypeople
will experience botfearfulnessand angem reactionto athreat,we includemeasuresf bothso
thatwe canexplore the independent consequerioesach.Specifically,we testthe following
hypotheses:

Hypothesis 1Anxietyevokedoythe attacks should have a negativgpacton voting for
theFN

TheFNwdiscoursas characterizedby ageneralizedaggressive, vindictive, and
exclusionary discourdgiatis still centralto the party communicatiorstrategydespiteMarineLe
Pen’seffortsto distancenerselffrom theextremeviews of herfatherandparty founderJean
Marie Le Pen(Shields,2013; Stockemer, 2017JheFN has long advocatestygressiveradical,
and previously untested pcks suchaswithdrawingfrom the EU, returningto a Frenchnational
currency minimizing immigration,denying anyform of healthcardor illegal immigrants,and
targetingMuslimswith policiessuchasaslifting the policy that provideMuslim children wth
lunches that didn’t contain porkn the wake of the November 13ttacksthe FN swiftly blamed
Muslimsandimmigrants(despitethe Frenchcitizenshipstatusof severalof theattackers)They
proposedaggressiveand punitive actions agairsiesegroups,suchasbanninglslamist
organizations and shutting mosques. Accordailpe approackve describedabove fearevoked
by theattagksshouldmakevotersmoreattentiveto whether proposalsrelikely to be successful,
i.e., becomenerecritical. Consequentlye hypothesizéhatthesevoters should bkess
appealedy theaggressiveand untestegoliciesadvocatedy the FN.

Hypothesis 2: Anger prompted the attacks should boost support the FN

If thethreatis experiencedsafamiliar assaulon cherishedralues therthe FN, the
party long .advancinghe needto defendnationalistvalueswill likely be appealingo angry
voters.As weimentioned above, anger haftenbeenlinked to risky, vindictive, andaggressive

> Two excellentmetaanalyseshattesttheseclaims(Jostetal, 2003, 2017) do natonsider
angerasanindependent emotional condtot supportfor far right politics. Sincethetwo
emotionsarecorrelated we suspecincludingonly one ofthemcouldleadto incorrectinferences
about thampactof fear.
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behavior.Thisis consistentvith our approaclasanger, evoked by tHearisterrorattacks,
signals theneedto protectanddefendcorevalues Critically, we will modeltheimpactof fear
and anger simultaneously.

But beyondtheir situationaleffects(modeledasdirecteffects),changesn eitherwill also
impacton the.prominent dispositions, thoughdifferentways.This leadsto two additional
hypotheses.

Hypothesis 3Fearwill reducethe effectof authoritarianism and¢onservative
ideologicalidentificationon the propensit{o votefor the FN.

As/discussedh thetheoreticakection this claim follows from therole of anxietyas
defined bythetheory ofAffective Intelligenceandhasbeenconfirmedin a number ostudies.
Pastresearehhathasfound thatincreasedearinhibits relianceon dispositionsuchasideology
or partyidentification(Brader2005;Marcuset al, 2000).Similarly, we anticipatethatfearwill
lessentheimpactof authoritarianismand ideologicaidentificationonthe propensityto votefor
the Frenchfar right.

Similarly, we expectthat angewill alsoimpacton therelianceon the relevant
dispositions.

Hypeothesis 4: Angewill increasereliance ornthesesamedispositions, authoritaanism
andconservativedeological identification.

Much asanxietyinhibits relianceon standing patterns of thought and action, heightened
angerstrengthenselianceon the proven habitd thoughtandaction.In sum,andin line with
pastresearchrepated above, byshifting attentionto the contemporary, anxiety shoudhibit
relianceonotherwiserelevantraits (hereauthoritarianismand conservative ideological
identification),reducingtheirimpacton votingfor theFN. However,asangerincreaseseliance
on pastconvictions, angry respondentdl befind morecompellingtheirlongterm

psychological dispositions.

Methodology and Data

® The needto do soflows from morethantheir concurrenictivity. Theyarenotexpectedo be
orthogonalandindeedthe evidence shows theta be bothco-activeandarehighly correlated
(Marcus,etal. 2006,Marcus,etal. forthcoming).
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The datato testthesehypothesesomefrom thefirst two wavesof the 201 #rench
ElectionStudy (Enquée ElecoraleFrartgaise),a panel study conducted approximathgry
monthbetweerNovember 2015 and tH&enchlegislativeelectionsin June2017’ The survey
wasconductedetweerNovember 20 and 29 201®/ave 1) andJanuary22to February3rd,
2016 (Wave2).using ComputeAssistedWeb Interviewing(CAWI) in a nationwide
representativeampleof 24,369 respondents, 21,555xfich answeredothwaves.Thesample
wasquota-controlledor age,gender, professionatatus andstratifiedby size of community and
region(lle deFrance North- West,North-East,SouthWest,SouthEast).Sampledescriptive
statisticsare proyidedin Table1.2 The dependentariableis the reported votén thefirst round
of the 2015-renchregionalelectionsmeasuredn Wave 2. In thefirst round of theé=rench
regionalelections Frenchcitizensvotedfor a party candidateo serveasthe regional councilor.
Along with the FN candidatesyoterscould chooséom all four major Frenchpolitical parties,
namelythefar left Parti de Gauchg' PdG), the incumbententerleft Parti Socialiste(' PS),
and thecenterright LesRepublicaing'LR’). A variety of minorpartieswerealsoavailable
(scoredas Other’), aswell asacategoryof thosewho choseto abstain(‘Abstained’).

{TABLE 1ABOUT HERE}

All~ef the independemariablesveremeasuredn Wave 1. We measureemotional
reactiondetheterrorattacksusingthe affecttermsproposed byarcus,NeumanandMacKuen
(forthcoming),presentedn random orderThelevel of anxiety/feaiis measureavith threeitems,
tapping the extertb which respondenttelt worried,scaredpr fearful whenthinking about the
Novembers@ttackson ascalerunningfrom 0 (notatall) to 10 (extremely)? Adding upthese
threeitemsproduceshefearscale(Cronbach’sy = 0.82). Anger reactioreremeasuredn a
similar way, with itemstapping the anger, hatrdagfternessandresentmentespondenttelt

about theattacks(Cronbacts o = 0.83)° Factoranalysesonfirmedthat theitemsusedto tap

" The studywasconductedor the Centrede Recherche®olitiquesde Sciencesoby the polling
instituteIPSOSMORI andwassponsored by theérenchMinistry of theInterior.

8 The dataresemblethe Frenchadultpopulationin all comparisonsvith thecensusand the
resultsof the 2012FrenchPresidentiaklection,with the exception of the underrepresentation of
respondentwith low levelsof educationyhich constiutesa typicallimitation of internet panel
studies (e.gCraigetal., 2013)

® The Frenchtermsare“inquiétude”, “peur” andeffroi”

19 The Frenchtermsare“coléré, “hainé, “amertuméand “ressentimetit
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fearandangerform two distinctdimensions:* Unsurprisingly, the Novembaeattacksevoked
very strong emotionakactionsn the Frenchpopulation.Thetwo scales arecodedsothat they
rangedrom low (0)to high (1). As shownin Figure 1, thaneanof fearis 0.71 andhe meanof
angeris 0.69. Andasexpectedfearand angearepositively correlatedout notmulticolinear
(Pearson’s.=.47)*? Therefore asexpectedtheattacksof November 13th simultaneously
elicited anxietyand angerin manyrespondentslhis offersa usefuintermediatdestof the
presumptionsnadeby the cognitiveappraisakchoolthat,at any givenmoment affective
responsearetypically singulardiscreteexperiences.

[Figure 1 abouhere]

Wemeasureauthoritarianisnusing thechild-rearingvaluesscale(Feldman& Stenner
1997.SeealsoFedericoet al., 2011 Hetherington& Suhay, 2011Stenner2005; Hetherington
& Weiler,2009; Vasilopoulos anidachat,2018).The child-rearingvaluesscaleasks
respondents whethéris moreimportantfor achild to: a) be independent thaespectfulof
his/her grandparents; &) havean enquiringmind thanto bewell manneredc) to bewell
behavedhanereative;and, d)to be obedienthanautonomous. Ideology hagenmeasuredy
anitemasingrespondentt placethemselve®n atenpositionscalerangingfrom far left to far
right.!® Finally, our models include threlevantdemographicharacteristicso seeif those
characteristicdyere, performmuchasthey haven prior researchHence we includemeasures
for age,gendersocialclass,and educatiorAll variablesarecodedto rangefrom Oto 1 soasto
enhanceomparabilityof coefficientsand hence oéffectsize.

Results

1 SeeAppendixtableA2. A confirmatoryfactoranalysisshownin FigureAl alsosupportghe
sameconeclusionsThe calculatedeliabilitiesfor thesesevenindicatorsall fall within a narrow
andacceptableange from a low of .72to a high of .84.

12 The Variancelnflation Factorbetweerthetwo emdional reactionss 1.23.Sincebothfearand
angerarehighly pertinento threatsof any sortheyarestronglypositivelycorrelatedas
numerous-studies have sho{iwtarcusetal 2006; Huddyetal. 2007,MacKuenetal 2010;
Vasilopouloes;2018)Thatis to say,our brainsarequickly determiningwhetheimmediate
circumstancearefamiliar or not(andreportingthe appraisal’sesultsby changindevelsof
fear)anddetermining whether comormsarebeingviolated(andreportingthoseresultsby
changingevelsof anger).

13 We choseto treatideologyasa continuous variabf®er simplicity. Theanalysesiavebeen
replicatedreatingideologyasacategoricalvariablethatincludes thosaho refuseto place
themselve®n thescale Resultsareidentical.
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In orderto investigatethe emotional foundations of suppdor the FN we build three
models** In thefirst, we assesshebaselindmpactof demographicsuthoritarianismideology,
andfearonthe propensityto votefor the FN. This modelis ourrepresentationf thestandard
account highlighting theole of fear in responseo threats.

Models,2and3 elaborated/iodel 1 by adding angaisa concurreninfluence, alongvith
anxiety.In'Model 2we examine thalirectinfluence of anxiety and angertheterroristattacks
soasto testHypotheses 1 and(&hile cortrolling for the effectsof socicdemographidactors).
In Model 3weadd fourinteractiontermsto examine the conditionalffect of fearandangerwith
authoritarianismandwith right ideologicaldentificationonfar right voting. Theseinteractions
ted thevalidity=ef Hypotheses 3 and &incethe dependentariableis categoricalve employ
multinomiallogistic regressionThis is methodis deemednostsuitablefor analyzingmuilti-
partyelectionsasit allowsthecomparisorof theelectoralpool of voerswho aredrawnto one
party (the Front Nationaln this case)asagainsthe pools of voterslrawnto eachof the other
parties.

[Table 1 abouthere]

Table Indisplaygheresultsof thefirst model that includes demographiss|fplacement
on theleft=right scale authoritarianismandfear. Entriesaremultinomiallogistic coefficients.
Negativecoefficientsindicatea greaterpropensityto votefor theFN comparedo thepartyin
comparisonFor easeof comprehensiorpartieshavebeenarrangedrom left to right.

Beginningwith theimpactof demographics on the propendibywotefor theFN, our
findings suggesthatin the 2015Frenchregionalelection,the far-right party appealedo its
typical demegraphibaseconsisting ofmalevoters, voters wh lower levelsof education and
lower levelsof incomecomparedo voters of theeenterleft andcenterright parties.Thisis in
line with pastliteratureon the demographicorrelatesof theFrenchfar right vote.Further,the
analysissuggestshatFN votersplacethemselveso theright end of thdeft-right scale with the
effectbeingstatisticallysignificantacrossall party comparisons. Agairthisis consistentvith a
broadliteratureon theFN electoralpool andconsistsa longtermcharacterisc of the Frenchfar

right voter(Mayer, 2013, 2018MayerandPerrineaul1992).Finally, andagainin line with past

14 As a robustnessheckwe replicatedthe analysis addingolitical attitudesmeasuringethnic
intoleranceResultsareprovidedin the Appendix.
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research{VasilopoulosandLachat,2018) theesultsindicatethatauthoritarianisnruns high
among the&=N voters,moresothanthevoters of any othefrenchparty.

To this pointwe have shown thah the 2015FrenchRegionalelectionsthe FN appealed
to its typical electorateconsisting of low socioeconomstatusandauthoritarianvoterswho
placethemselve®n thefar right. Theseresuts affirm the influence ofong termdispositional
factorsthatidentify the kinds of votersnoreproneto votingfor thefar right. How do situational
appraisalsioweverimpactfar right voting?Theresultsfrom Model 1suggesthatwhenangelis
omitted,fearin‘reactionto theattacksdoesseemo increasehe propensityto votefor the FN.
This patternseemdo confirm conventionalvisdomthatfearincreaseshelikelihood ofcastinga
votefor theFNycomparedo thecenterleft PS thecentefright LR, andevencomparedo
abstaining-altogetheHowever,asreportedn thetheoreticalsection giventhatfearandanger
correlate andanger haslifferentbehavioralualitiescomparedo fear,we believeomitting
angers a seriousnisspecification.

[Table 2 abouthere]

Table2+includesall thevariablesincludedin thefirst analysig Tablel), butimportantly
adds angeto the modelTheresultsconfirm Hypotheses and2. Incorporating angen the
analysiswefind thatfearreduces thékelihood of anFN votecomparedo castingavote for
the PS LRy or abstainingrom the voting.This confirms ourfirst hypothesisOn theotherhand,
angerin responseo theattackspowerfully increasedhepropensityto votefor the Frenchfar
right comparedo all otherpartiesandto abstainingn the 2015 Regionallections.This s fully
in line withseursecondhypothesisFurther,theeffectof angetis similar acrosdifferent
electoralgroupswith the exception ofibstainersvhereit is slightly weakemd. Thisis in line
with pastresearcloverthe positiveeffectof anger orpolitical participationin the light of the
Paristerrorattacks(Vasilopoulos, 2018) The associations diearand angewith the propensity
to votefor the EN aredisplayedn Figure 2.Thefigure clearlyillustratesthe strongandcontrary
associationbetweernthetwo emotional reactions and votifgr thefar right. Furthermore,
Figure 2suggest thatthe effect of fearandespeciallyanger robusthaltersthe propensityo vote
for theFN.

[Figure 2 abouhere]

We nextturnto theinteractiveeffectsof emotions and predispositions - authoritarianism

andconservativedeologicalidentification- on supporfor the FN. Our third hypothesideadsus
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to anticipatethatfearwill reduce thempactof bothauthoritarianisnand conservative
ideologicalidentificationon the propensitio votefor the FN. Our fourth hypothesianticipates
that experiencing ang®vill increasegheimpactof thesamedispositions on votingpr thefar
right. Interactioncoefficients,ontheir own, areinsufficientasthesignificanceof thecoefficients
is only weaklyrelatedto the substantiveffectsof interest(Brambor,Clarke,and Golder, 2006).
Hence we presentwo marginaleffectsplots, Figures 3 and 4g illustratetheimpactof
authoritarianismand ideology on the probability of votifigr the Frenchfar right at different
levelsof fearand angerTheseresultsrepresentestsof thethird andfourth hypotheses
respectively:> Theregressiormodels onwhich thesefiguresarebasedarepresentedn the
Appendix,

[Figures 3and4 abouthere]

Overall,theresultsin Figure 3confirm hypotheses 3 and #heleft side of Figure 3
revealghatfearreducessupportfor theFN amongrespondenta/ho scoe highin
authoritarianismAt thesametime, among respondentgho scorelow in authoritarianismfearis
ratherweaklyassociateavith a changen the probability of votingfor theFN. Theright side
panel ofFigured shows theffectof anger Amongregpondents higln authoritarianism, anger
in responsdo theattacksncreasesupportfor theFN. As we expect theeffectof angeris
smalleramoengnon-authoritariarvoters, though natramaticallyso. Thisis, aswe predicted:
Peoplewho do not subscribt authoritariarvaluesshould bdesslikely to becomemobilized
for thefar right evenif they experience angen reactionto the attacks.

Thedistinct conditioningeffectsof theseemotional reactionareevenlargerwhenwe
examine thenteractionof thetwo situationalaffectiveappraisalontheinfluence of
conservative ideologicadientification.Figure 4replicateghepresentatiorshownin Figure 3.
Theinteractionresultsaredisplayedor four groups of voters: Thoseho placethemselvesn
thefar left (position 2on theten point theleft-right scale) centerleft (position4 on thdeft-right
scale)centemright (position 6 on théeft-right scale),andfar right (position8 on thdeft-right
scale).Thefigure shows thatisfearincreasesfar right respondents becortesslikely to vote

1> Following Berry etal. (2012)we alsoestimatedhe effect of ideologyat differentlevelsof fear
and anger(figuresA3 andA4 in the Appendix)Resultsconfirm ourexpectationsAnger
increaseswhile feardecreasetheeffect of authoritarianisnand ideology on the probability of
votingthe FN.
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for theFN. Sameis thecasewith centerright supporters although tiedéfectis notasstrong,
while feardoesnot makeanydifferenceamong thosho placethemselvesn the centeror the
far left. Onthe otherhand anger boosts suppddr the FN amongall voters, buespecially
among thosavho placethemselve®n the righendof the ideologyscale All in all, ideology has
the highestmpactonthe FN voteat themaximumvalue of angent is noteworthythatangry
centerleft respondenthavethe sameprobability of votingfor the FN asnon-angryfar right
respondents:.

Theseresultsconfirm Hypotleses3 and 4Increasedingeris associateavith
strengthenedelianceon both dispositionguthoritarianisnand conservative ideological
identification @ thecontrary,increasedearreduceselianceon both disposition#s result,
fearreduces the gapetweenthemostandleastauthoritariaraswell asleft andfar right
respondents onithe probabilityvote for theFN. We consider themplicationsof thesefindings
morefully in the conclusion.

Conclusion
Popular andeholarlyattentionto therise of far right authoritariarpartiesin Europehaslong
focusedon therole of anxietyasthecritical psychologicatausaimechanismTherise of thefar
right is frequentlyattributedto thecarefuldeployment of anxiety bgharismatigoliticians,
often by _seapegoatingppressedninority groups.Conventional wisdom holdbatthreats
generate a singulappraisalis this threatsubstantialThe answeiis thoughtto be foundn
increasedevelsof fear. Thatis indeed a useful questioBut it is notthe only pertinent question.
Our interpretationof the theory ofAffective Intelligenceleadsusto expect thathreatsare
examineddy:two differentpertinent question©neappraisaktonsiders whethehis threatis
novel. Theanswetis given by increasingarxiety whenthatappraisals positive.Whenthe
answelis yes,thenstoredhabitsarenotlikely to secureheexpectedutcomeghatthosehabits
havepreviouslysecuredFurther,greateranxiety inhibitsrelianceonthosehabits of thought and
actionandinitiatesa searchor pertinent information, among them being tiaracteof the
threat,whateptions andvhatalliancesaremostpromising(MacKuen,etal., 2010:Albertson&
Gadarian2015).The other concurrent questiast Doesthis threatchalleng valuedhormsand
values markedby increasedangerdf theansweris yes,thenthe habitual defensiyv®utinesare

marshaledcandpartisansolidarityis strengthene@alentinoetal., 2011).
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We testedthis approacho terrorthreatin this study.We andyzed thedistinctimpactsof
fearandangeron votingfor the Frenchfar right in theelectionsheldjust weeksafterthe 2015
Frenchterrorattacks.Our resultssuggest new explanatiofor far right voting. While both
anger andear appealsarecommonin far right discoursepur resultsshow thaangerevoked by
theterroristattackshasthefar stronger and positivienpacton supporfor thefar right, while
anxiety, weakens suppddr far right voting.Further,our resultsalsoshowthatthesetwo
affectivereactionsachinteractwith dispositionatraitsbutin differentways.Anger strengthens
therole of theeonvictions thaalign with far right voting. Anxiety, orthe otherhand,weakens
the influence of theispositionalconvictionsthatencourage votingpr thefar right.

Ourresultssuggesthatoncefearis evoked,t leadsto areassessmewtf supporting
dispositions’bynhibiting this otherwiseautomaticpropensityto votefor thefar right.'° Right-
wing identifiersandauthoritariansarealsolikely to experiencencreasedinger And once anger
kicks in,it strengthenghe public’srelianceon dispositionalraits, boostingtheir probability of
voting for thefar right. In this sensehe findings othis study providean explanatoryiramewok
for understandingolitical polarization(Bartels,2000; lyengagetal., 2012).To theextentthat
anger dominates thmolitical landscape, among thoak alongtheideologicalspectrum,
polarizationis likely to be mademoreevident,aseachideologica tribe advance the rightness of
its convictionswith greaterfervor. Onthe other hand, our findings suggésitwhenfear
ascendpublicswill becomamnoreattentiveto political issuesand theactualattributesof the
candidatesascitizenswill tendto rely lessontheir dispositions,. Thus anxiougtizenswill
becomdesspartisann their vote choicesMacKuenet al., 2007).

A recentstreamof researcthas shown thatitizensexperience heightendearandanger
in responseo threatsotherthanterrorism.Theseincludeeconomicconditions (Wagner, 2014;
Ricoetal.,.2017),their country’smembershipn supranationgbolitical institutionssuchasthe
EU (Vasilopoulou and Wagner, 20119gislativeacts(ValentinoandNeuer,2017),media
content(MacKuenetal, 2010;Marcusetal., 2018) ormpoliticians(Ragsdale1991;Marcuset al.,
1993; 2000)Otherresearchasillustratedthatfearand angestemmingfrom stimuli unrelated
to politics alseshapepolitical decisioamaking (Banks and Valentino, 2012; Banks, 2014).

16 We use theerm“automatic”in the sensehatJohnBarghand colleagues applthatis to say
fastunveflexiverelianceon establishedhabits(Barghetal., 1992, 1999).
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Consequentlywe anticipatethatthe findings ofthis studymaywell begeneralizedn contexts
other tharterroristthreat.More generally, ouresultsarein line with a growingliteraturethat
demonstrates thdifferential effectsof fearand angein political behavior(MacKuenetal.,
2010;Wagner,2014; Valentincetal., 2008, 2011; Vasilopoulcst al., 2018; Vasilopoulos,
2018).Further;theyprovideevidenceon the distinct behavioraffectsof fearandangeron
political behavor from a Europeasetting illustrating thataffecthassimilar political
consequenceacrosscontextyseealsoErisen,2013; Wagner, 2014; Vasilopoulos, 2018;
Vasilopoulosetal., 2018. Overall,thesefindings highlight theneedto includemeasuredah of
anger andinxietyin the study of thassociatiorbetweernthreatand the endorsement different
facetsof the conservative aralithoritariandeologiegFeldmanand Stenner 199Hetherington
and Suhayy201Dostetal., 2003; 2017).

If we turn our attentionto theoreticaimodels that guidscholarswe canbuild onthese
insightsto deriveotherimplications.As politics, especiallydemocratigoolitics, is inherently
combative reflectingthe naturalclashingof social, privateinterestsandthe differing visions of
the publicinterest- thenthis duality of anger and anxiety likely common.Thethrust ofthis
work pointsto‘aheedfor a newtheoreticaformulationthatmorefully captureghedistinct
affectsofanger andear.Ratherthanfocusing on the usefulness of emotasdirectingthe
searchor.information,asthetheoryof Affective Intelligencehas donewe seeamoreexpansive
role for emotion,thatof animatingthe humancapacityfor agency, though divo kinds.Much of
theinterestin emotionin political sciencepsychology, angolitical psychology hagcusedon
informationgathering pothat the outset(Marcus& MacKuen,1993) andince(Albertson&
Gadarian2015; Cheung-Blunden & Ju, 2018hereforewe proposehe theory ofAffective
Agencytolaccommodate theoreinsightthatinformationof all sorts,affectiveandsemantic,
serveshuman agency.

Theintentionof this theoreticaperspectives to identify how affectiveprocesseprepare
peopleto act.Our focus expands beyomaformationgatheringo explore howsomesituational
affectiveappraisalstrengthemelianceon habituategatternof action,while other concurrent
affectivesituationalappraisalgliminishreliancethereuporfor, insteadyeflexive consideration
of thecircumstancegheavailableoptionsfor action,allegianceand purposdn sum,emotion,
asHume (1984, p. 462) famouskysserted,;Reasons, and ought onlyo be theslaveof the

passionsandcannever pretentb any otheroffice thanto serveand obey them.That
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observatiormayturn outto be both perspicuousut alsoto leadto amoreoptimisticresultfor
politics thanis commonly thought.
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FiguresL; Co-joint Emotional Reactionsto the November 2015Attacks
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Figure 2: The direct effect of fear and anger onthe probability of voting for the FN
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Figure 3: The Impact of Authoritarianism onthe Probability of Voting for the FN at
Different Levelsof Fear and Anger
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Figure 4: The Impact of Different Ideological Self Placementson the Probability of Voting

for the FN at Different Levelsof Fear and Anger
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TABLE ._Comparisons betweenthe sample, the French census and the results of the
French Presidential Election

Author M
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Difference
Difference Difference
between sample
between between
and the 2012
sample sample
French
and and
Presidential
census census
election results
Men / 18-24 -0.5 Tle-de-France 0.7 N. Arthaud -0.1
Centre Val
Men / 25-34 -1.6 0.4
de Loire P. Poutou -0.1
Bourgogne
Men / 35-49 1.1 France- -0.1
Comté JL. Melenchon -2
Men / 50-64 -0.2 Normandie -0.4 S F. Hollande 2.9
Nord Pas-de- §
w
Men /65 + -2.6 Calais 0.6 2
c
Picardie =i E. Jolly 0.8
(O]
Alsace a
S
° Women / 18- Champagne- S
<u(o 0.7 0.3 T
= 24 Ardenne ~
i
9] . I
] Lorraine N F. Bayrou 0.7
c [J]
] S
o Women / 25= Pays de la 5
2 < 0.8 o
34 ‘B0 Loire S N. Sarkozy -0.3
& )
Women / 35- +
4 Bretagne 0.4 T
49 o N. Dupont-Aignan 0.3
ey
Aguitaine £
2
Women / 50- Limousin 3
1.5 -1
64 Poitou-
Charentes M. Le Pen -1.6
Languedoc-
Women / 65 Roussillon
-4.4 -0.8
+ Midi-
Pyrénées
Auvergne
Farmers -1 0.2
@ Rhéne-Alpes
(1]
bt Provence-
2 Independent
3 -0.6 Alpes-Cote -1.3
professionals
d’Azur




Managers 4.2 No diploma -19.1
Intermediate - BEPC, CAP,
4.2 § 7.3
professions = BEP
(S]
>
Employees 4.2 kS Bac. 1.7
5 .
< High
F
Workers -5 -~ education 24.7
degree
Retired -6.9
Inactive 0.9

Table A2: €oding and wording of authoritarianism and ethnic intolerance items

Autheritarianism

It /is more important for a child to be
independent orespectfulof his/her parents or
grandparents?

1. Beindependent
2. Be respectful of his/her

grandparents

It'is'moreimportantfor achild to havean

enquiringmind or bewell-mannered?

Havean enquiringmind

2. Bewell mannered

It is more important for a child to be

well-behaved ocreative?

1. Bewell behaved

2. Becreative

[t"is more important for a child to be

obedienthanautonomous?

Be obedient

2. Beautonomous

SourcegEnquétélectoraldrancaise
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Table A2. Rotated Factor Loadings ofthe Fear and Anger Dimensions

Factor 1 Factor 2
Worry (inquietude 0.78
Fear(peur) 0.81
Fright (effroi) 0.66
Bitternesgamertumé 0.71
Anger (colere 0.70
Resentmenfressentiment 0.78
Hatred(haing 0.70
Variance proportion 0.79 0.72

Note: Obliguerotation(promax).Only factorloadings ovef.3areshown.

Figure A1:=Confirmatory factor analysis of the emotional reactions to the November 13
attacks
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.56

inquiétude de l'effroi de la peur emeretume colere ressentiment haine
(worried) (scared) (afraid) (bitter) (anger) (resentment) (hateful)

SEM Model of Fear and Anger Dimensions
Note:N = 244,325;y2 (13 df) = 1840.52, p > chi2 = 0.000RMSEA= .076; CFl = .976; SMSR

=.032
Note 2: A singlefactor solution, that is a single latent factor (NegativeAffect) with all seven
indicatorsitreated as measuringhis one latent factor does nofit the data.y? (14 df) =

19359:82, p > chi2 = 0.000RMSEA= .238; CFl = .741;, SMSR= .114

Source: Enquéte électoralefrancaise
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Table 17 The'standaloneeffect of fear on the probability to vote for the FN (full results)

FDG PS Other LR Abstained
Dispositional
Left-Right scale -14.02** -10.11** -6.72** -1.35* -5.57**
(0.31) (0.16) (0.14) (0.12) (0.14)
Authoritarianism -1.52%* -0.92** -0.97** -0.65** -0.72**
(0.16) (0.09) (0.09) (0.08) (0.09)
Situational
Fear -0.62** -0.17 -0.59** 0.00 -0.26*
(0.21) (0.12) (0.12) (0.112) (0.12)
Demographies
Age 0.17 -0.28 -0.43 0.80** -2.34**
(0.46) (0.25) (0.24) (0.22) (0.24)
Female -0.00 0.43** 0.35** 0.39** 0.52**
(0.112) (0.06) (0.06) (0.05) (0.06)
Income 0.05** 0.06** 0.00 0.06** -0.01
(0.02) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Middle education 0.64** 0.22* 0.27** 0.29** 0.05
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(0.16) (0.09) (0.08) (0.07) (0.08)

High education 0.52** 0.59** 0.66** 0.79** 0.32**
(0.16) (0.08) (0.08) (0.07) (0.08)
Farmers -13.97 0.25 0.44 0.14 0.18
(701.80) (0.33) (0.29) (0.29) (0.30)
Selfemployed -0.24 -0.01 0.26 0.41** 0.30*
(0.39) (0.18) (0.15) (0.13) (0.15)
Managers 0.55** 0.71** 0.47** 0.61** 0.35**
(0.20) (0.10) (0.10) (0.09) (0.10)
Middle professionals 0.57** 0.31** 0.35** 0.21** 0.21*
(0.17) (0.09) (0.09) (0.08) (0.09)
Manualworkers 0.10 0.03 -0.02 -0.13 0.14
(0.22) (0.12) (0.12) (0.11) (0.11)
Pensiongrs 0.60** 0.63** 0.37** 0.51** 0.28**
(0.19) (0.10) (0.10) (0.09) (0.10)
Othernonlabor 0.28 0.22* 0.26** 0.21* 0.18*
(0.19) (0.10) (0.09) (0.09) (0.09)
Constant 4.52** 4.95** 4.26** -0.50** 4.30**
(0.37) (0.21) (0.20) (0.19) (0.20)
Observations 20,013 20,013 20,013 20,013 20,013
Pseudd?’ 0.17

Tableentriesare unstandardizechultinomial logistic regressiorcoefficients(with their standard

errorsin parentheses) he baseoutcomeis voting for the FN. Negativecoefficientsindicatean
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increasan the probability of voting for thé=N, while positivecoefficientssuggestanincreasen

the probability of voting for the other party in comparison Referencegroupin social classis

clericalandservicestaff. **: p <0.01; *: p < 0.05.

Source: Enquéteélectoralefrancaise

Table 2. Thesstandaloneeffect of fear and anger onthe probability to vote for the FN (full

results)
FDG PS Other LR Abstained
Dispositional
Left-Rightscale -13.69** -90.78** -6.39** -0.98** -5.27**
(0.31) (0.16) (0.14) (0.12) (0.14)
Authoritarianism -1.40** -0.79** -0.87** -0.55** -0.63**
(0.17) (0.09) (0.09) (0.08) (0.09)
Situational
Fear 0.25 0.75** 0.21 0.79** 0.43**
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Anger

Demographics

Age

Female

Income

Middle education

High education

Farmers

Selfemployed

Managers

Middle professionals

Manualworkers

(0.24)
-2.23%

(0.25)

0.45
(0.47)
-0.07
(0.11)

0.05**
(0.02)
0.62%
(0.16)
0.45*
(0.16)
-14.05

(704.93)
-0.25
(0.39)
0.49*
(0.20)

0.54*
(0.17)
0.10

(0.22)

(0.14)
-2.36**

(0.15)

0.01
(0.25)
0.36*
(0.06)
0.06**
(0.01)
0.20*
(0.09)
0.52%
(0.08)
0.17
(0.33)
-0.03
(0.18)
0.65**
(0.10)
0.28*
(0.09)
0.03

(0.12)

(0.13)
-2.08**

(0.15)

-0.17
(0.24)
0.29*
(0.06)
0.01
(0.01)
0.25*
(0.08)
0.60**
(0.08)
0.38
(0.29)
0.24
(0.16)
0.43*
(0.10)
0.33*
(0.09)
-0.02

(0.12)
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(0.12)
-2.12%

(0.14)

1.05%*
(0.22)
0.33*
(0.05)
0.06**
(0.01)
0.28*
(0.07)
0.75*
(0.07)
0.09
(0.29)
0.39*
(0.13)
0.56%*
(0.09)
0.19*
(0.08)
-0.13

(0.11)

(0.14)
-1.85**

(0.15)

-2.12%
(0.24)
0.47%
(0.06)
-0.00
(0.01)
0.04
(0.08)
0.28*
(0.08)
0.12
(0.30)
0.29
(0.15)
0.31%
(0.10)
0.19*
(0.09)
0.14

(0.11)



Pensioners

Othernon-labor

Constant

Observations

Pseudd??

0.61*
(0.19)
0.32
(0.19)
5.17%*

(0.37)

0.65**
(0.10)
0.26**
(0.10)
5.63%*

(0.22)

0.38**
(0.10)
0.29*
(0.09)
4.87%
(0.21)
20,013

0.18

0.52%*
(0.09)
0.24**
(0.09)
0.11

(0.19)

0.29%
(0.10)
0.21*
(0.09)

4.86*

(0.21)

Tableentriesare unstandardizechultinomial logistic regressiorcoefficients(with their standard

errorsin parentheses) he baseoutcomeis voting for the FN. Negativecoefficientsindicatean

increasen the probability of voting for thd=N, while positivecoefficientssuggesanincreasan

the probability.of voting for the other party in comparisonReferencegroupin social classis

clericalandservicestaff. **; p <0.01; *: p < 0.05.

Source: Enquéteélectoralefrancaise

Table A3: Interactive model The indirect effect of fear and anger along ideologyand
authoritarianism on the probability to votefor the FN

FDG PS Other LR Abstained
Dispositional
Left-Rightscale -19.29** -13.15** -11.43* -2.02** -8.90**
(1.10) (0.68) (0.63) (0.56) (0.63)
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Authoritarianism

Situational

Fear

Anger

DispositionalX Situational

Left-Right scalex-Fear

Left-Right scalex-Anger

Authoritarianismx Fear

Authoritarianismx Anger

Demographics

Age

Female

Income

Middle education

-0.68

(0.56)

-0.70
(0.66)
-4.15%

(0.72)

4.12%
(1.45)
3.35*
(1.48)
-0.05
(0.74)
-1.01

(0.79)

0.44
(0.47)
-0.08
(0.11)

0.05**
(0.02)

0.59**

-0.04

(0.38)

0.77
(0.51)
-4 47

(0.59)

0.45
(0.77)
3.80*
(0.86)
-0.53
(0.45)
-0.57

(0.51)

0.01
(0.25)
0.36**
(0.06)
0.06**
(0.01)

0.18*

-0.91*

(0.37)

-0.06
(0.50)
-5.64*

(0.58)

0.41
(0.68)
6.31%
(0.80)
0.02
(0.43)
0.13

(0.50)

-0.19
(0.24)
0.29%*
(0.06)
0.01
(0.01)

0.24**
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-0.04

(0.36)

0.43
(0.49)
-2.17**

(0.56)

0.59
(0.60)
0.58
(0.71)
-0.08
(0.41)
-0.64

(0.47)

1.07**
(0.22)
0.33**
(0.05)
0.06**
(0.01)

0.28**

-0.90*

(0.38)

0.51
(0.51)
-5.11%

(0.59)

-0.16
(0.69)
4.87%
(0.80)
-0.10
(0.45)
0.56

(0.51)

-2.14%
(0.24)
0.47*
(0.06)

-0.00
(0.01)

0.03



High education

Farmers

Selfemployed

Managers

Middle level professionals

Manualworkers

Pensioners

Othernon-laborforce

Constant

Observations

Pseudd??

(0.16)
0.43*
(0.16)
-14.33
(815.37)
-0.23
(0.39)
0.51%
(0.20)
0.55*
(0.17)
0.11
(0.23)
0.63**
(0.19)
0.34
(0.19)
7.43%

(0.61)

(0.09)
0.50*
(0.08)
0.18
(0.33)
-0.01
(0.18)
0.66**
(0.10)
0.28*
(0.09)
0.02
(0.12)
0.65%*
(0.10)
0.26*
(0.10)
7.36%

(0.48)

(0.08)
0.59**
(0.08)
0.37
(0.29)
0.26
(0.16)
0.43*
(0.10)
0.33*
(0.09)
-0.03
(0.12)
0.38**
(0.10)
0.29%
(0.09)
7.71%
(0.47)
20,013

0.18

(0.07)
0.75*
(0.07)
0.10
(0.29)
0.40*
(0.13)
0.56*
(0.09)
0.19*
(0.08)
-0.13
(0.11)
0.53**
(0.09)
0.24*
(0.09)
0.54

(0.46)

(0.08)
0.26*
(0.08)
0.12
(0.31)
0.30*
(0.15)
0.30*
(0.10)
0.18*
(0.09)
0.14
(0.11)
0.29%
(0.10)
0.21*
(0.09)
7.25%

(0.48)

Tableentriesare unstandardizechultinomial logistic regressiorcoefficients(with their standard

errorsin parentheses)he baseoutcomeis voting for the FN. Negativecoefficientsindicatean

increasan the probability of voting for thé=N, while positivecoefficientssuggesanincreasen
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the probability of voting for the other party in comparisonReferencegroupin social classis

clericalandservicestaff. **: p <0.01; *: p < 0.05.

Source: Enquéte électoralefrancaise

ROBUSTNESSCHECK

We-eonstruct a scale of ethnic intolerancefrom five items: “there are too many

immigrantsin France”;"Islam is athreatto theWest”; “Frenchnatives should hawveriority in

employmentcomparedo foreigners

mmigration is a sourceof cultural enrichment’and,

“Children,of immigrantsbornin Franceare asFrenchasanyoneelse.” Eachof theseitemsis

measuredwith five point Likert scaleswhile the last two items are revese scored The

Cronbacfs alphafor thefive itemsis 0.88.

FDG PS Other LR Abstained
Political Attitudes
Ethnicintolerance -6.57** -6.60** -5.37** -5.27** -4.70**
(0.27) (0.16) (0.16) (0.15) (0.16)
Dispositional
Authoritarianism -0.64** -0.04 -0.30** 0.00 -0.14
(0.17) (0.10) (0.10) (0.09) (0.10)
Left-right scale -11.89** -7.93** -4.92** 0.56** -4.02**
(0.31) (0.16) (0.15) (0.14) (0.15)
Situational
Fear 0.13 0.63** 0.07 0.65** 0.29*
(0.25) (0.15) (0.14) (0.13) (0.14)
Anger -0.47 -0.60** -0.66** -0.77* -0.62**
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(0.26)

Demographics

Age 1.04*
(0.47)
Female -0.13
(0.11)
Income 0.04*
(0.02)
Middle education 0.56**
(0.16)
High education 0.25
(0.16)
Farmers -14.21
(763.46)
Selfemployed -0.27
(0.40)
Managers 0.34
(0.20)

Middle level'professionals 0.41*

(0.17)
Manualworkers 0.11

(0.23)
Pensioners 0.57**

(0.19)

(0.16)

0.58*
(0.26)
0.30%
(0.06)
0.05**
(0.01)
0.14
(0.09)
0.33*
(0.09)
0.17
(0.34)
-0.03
(0.19)
0.50%*
(0.11)
0.15
(0.10)
0.04
(0.13)
0.63**

(0.11)

(0.16)

0.23
(0.25)
0.25**
(0.06)
-0.00
(0.01)
0.24**
(0.09)
0.51%
(0.08)
0.35
(0.30)
0.28
(0.16)
0.33**
(0.11)
0.24**
(0.09)
-0.00
(0.12)
0.38**

(0.10)
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(0.15)

1.42%
(0.23)
0.30*
(0.05)
0.06**
(0.01)
0.29%
(0.08)
0.71%
(0.07)
0.06
(0.30)
0.45%*
(0.14)
0.49%*
(0.10)
0.11
(0.08)
-0.11
(0.12)
0.54%*

(0.09)

(0.16)

-1.79%*
(0.25)
0.43*
(0.06)
-0.01
(0.01)
0.04
(0.09)
0.22%
(0.08)
0.09
(0.31)
0.34*
(0.16)
0.24*
(0.11)
0.11
(0.09)
0.15
(0.12)
0.20*

(0.11)



Othernon-laborforce 0.34 0.27** 0.31* 0.27** 0.24*

(0.19) (0.10) (0.10) (0.09) (0.09)
Constant 6.47** 6.92** 6.08** 1.25* 6.01**
(0.38) (0.23) (0.22) (0.21) (0.22)
Pseudd?® 0.21
Observations 19,999

Tableentriesare multinomial logit coefficientsare (with their standarcerrors)in parentheseslhe baseoutcomeis
voting for the FN. Negativecoefficientvaluesindicatean increasein the probability of voting for the FN, while
positive coefficientvaues an increasein the probability of voting for the other party in comparison.Reference
groupin socialclassis clericalandservicestaff.**: p<0.01;*: p <0.05;

Source: Enquéteélectoralefrancaise

Figure A2: Interactions of fear and angerwith ideologyon the probability to vote for the
FN controlling for ethnic intolerance attitudes
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Source: Enquétélectoraldrancaise

Figure A3. Interactions of fear and angerwith authoritarianism on the probability

to votefor the FN controlling for ethnic intolerance attitudes
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Figure A4: The impact of fear and anger onthe propensity to vote for the FN for different

values of ideology
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Figure A5:"Fhe impact of fear and anger onthe propensity to vote for the FN for different

values of authoritarianism
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