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Introduction

Abortion has been a complicated topic in the American political landscape for decades. In

the past 50 years, after the passing of Roe v. Wade in 1973, the issue has been significantly

remoulded, from crossing party lines and revolving around personal morals to being a highly

divisive partisan conflict (Williams, 2011; Sullivan, 2022). Having a pro-life stance on abortion

policy has become a quintessential part of the conservative party’s rhetoric. In the recent decade,

a similar message has also been adopted by rising right-wing parties in Europe. Especially since

the reversal of Roe v. Wade in 2022, more anti-abortion groups are emboldened and emerging

from the fringes (Martuscelli, 2022). However, there has been a variation within the US either by

social groups or state, when it comes to the level of importance abortion is awarded in a political

context. Southern states are significantly more likely to exhibit higher levels of abortion salience

for example (Newport, 2024). In order to explain the factors causing this difference, the concept

of issue salience is key. While being defined in a variety of ways throughout literature, the focal

point expresses, how some issues matter more than others, whether to an individual, to a

community or a nation (Wlezien, 2005; Miller et al., 2016). For a topic to rise in relevance in

political discussion and therefore become more salient, it must be of interest and importance to

people.

While there is a plethora of factors like age, sex, economic state etc. that might affect

issue salience, the one of interest here will be religion. There is vast writing done on the nexus of

religion and politics, with evidence showing, how religious affiliation can influence partisan

choice, especially towards more conservative parties as well as direct opinions on specific policy

issues (Campbell et al., 2018). It also affects opinions on cultural issues, which are more

individual and emotionally charged than general political policy. When those cultural issues are
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then politicised, like is the case with the abortion policy in the US, those previous opinions,

shaped by religious influence, will be attached to the political context as well (Campbell et al.,

2018). It has been claimed that religion as an identity is the primary determinant of an

individual's attitudes concerning politics in the US (Margolis, 2018). Additionally, studies have

shown that close to 72% of people in the US consider religion fairly or very important in their

lives (Gallup, 2023). These numbers illustrate, how the majority of the US public’s life includes

religion to a notable degree and as religion aims to guide people’s way of life, morals and beliefs,

political issue salience also falls under this umbrella. With abortion politics gaining more and

more stronghold in the United States with increased laws banning it and subsequent protests, it is

relevant to understand the background which guides its salience to begin with. Additionally, as

mentioned above, increasingly the topic of abortion politics is also crossing over the pond to

European countries like Poland, Hungary etc. (Giuffrida & Garamvolgyi, 2022). Understanding

the reasoning for the political issue salience of abortion would therefore be, beneficial to

explaining current and potential future developments in Europe as well.

This paper will thereby focus, on the connection between issue salience and religion.

More specifically the aim is to look at the concept of individual issue salience, as in what issues

are more important to one personally. While it is part of the growing body of issue salience

literature, in the political science context, it has often been overshadowed by national issue

salience (Moniz & Wlezien, 2021). This paper will aim to remedy that. Individual issue salience

will be a more prudent choice for evaluating religious effects, as the salience of abortion policy is

likely to be linked to personal circumstances. This paper will also specifically differentiate

between identifying with a religious denomination and religion having active involvement in

one’s life. Focus will be put on religious involvement, in terms of believing in religious ideas like
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heaven and hell, going to church regularly, following the word of the bible etc. This will ensure

that the data included will represent people with actual religious involvement in their lives. It

will improve accuracy and limit the possibility of people, who just identify as religious while not

having active involvement.

The variables of individual issue salience and religious involvement will be tackled

through a research question as follows: Does involvement with, and belief in religion increase

one’s issue salience towards abortion? This question will be examined by utilizing data obtained

from the ANES 2020 Time Series Study and statistically analyzed using an OLS regression

model. The paper will first separately outline previous literature covering issue salience as a

concept and religion in relation to politics. The specific conceptualizations of both variables,

used throughout this research, will also be covered. The overall research design will then be

discussed, focusing on case and data selection, before explaining the research method, and data

analysis and finishing with some concluding thoughts.
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Literature review

Issue salience

While issue salience is a topic commonly covered in public opinion and electoral choice

literature, there seems to be a great deal of variance regarding its definition and conceptualisation

(Miller et al., 2016; Dennison, 2019). As of 2016, according to an article by Miller et al., about

62% of articles that featured issue salience lacked any conceptual definition for it at all. It is

therefore key to discuss these various interpretations and clearly lay out the concept of issue

salience as it pertains to the research at hand. There is a variety of definitions used across articles

to explain issue salience. Originally, for example, the concept was developed and used by voting

behaviour scholars to “designate the importance individual voters attach to different issues when

evaluating political candidates" (Wlezien, 2005). Each of these definitions, however, conveys

that in order for an “issue” (whether it be a policy, vote choice, candidate etc.) to be salient some

weight is attached to it, usually by a portion of citizens while being of less or no importance to

others (Epstein & Segal, 2000; Wlezien, 2005; Heffington et al., 2017; Miller et al., 2016;

Dennison, 2019; Moniz & Wlezien, 2021). The more salient an issue is the more attention is

likely directed to it, in addition to more knowledge being developed about its causes and

solutions and participation around it becomes more likely (Dennison, 2019).

Through reviewing previous literature there has been a plethora of distinctions made

around the concept of issue salience, however some are more relevant than others. The most

important of such relates to the difference between personal and national issue importance.

National issue salience pertains to the importance an issue poses to the country as a whole and to

what degree it is a problem. In previous data collections and questionnaires, people are often

5



asked about “The biggest issue” / “The most important problem” (MIP) facing the country at any

current time (Wlezien, 2005; Heffington et al., 2017). Many issues may be of importance to

people personally but not be of great influence on the country, making them ultimately not

salient issues from the point of view of policymakers (Miller et al., 2016). In political science

literature, personal issue salience has received less attention as a dependent variable, and will

thereby be the focus of this paper. It can be an important determinant of more nuanced opinions

and attitudes related to one’s personal values (Miller et al., 2016). As personal issue salience

expresses the degree to which the person engages with and relates to the topic, it is more

connected to long-term memory and self-conception. People usually have a stronger and more

long-term reasoning behind feeling a certain way about topics and perceiving it as salient or not,

making it more durable to outside influences that might change it (Moniz & Wlezien, 2021).

People are also more likely to obtain information about issues they care about and this is later

more accessible for them in their memory (Krosnick, 1988b). Additionally, issues people

consider salient to them, have a lesser likelihood of changing in importance or opinion over time.

They are also more likely to be open about their opinions publicly if the issue is salient to them,

which in terms of abortion policy is greatly illustrated in taking part in protests and picketing

events (Krosnick, 1988a).

As personal issue salience plays a significant role in people’s political actions and has

overarching effects, it is of high importance to examine more clearly the factors that affect it.

The question of why people even attach salience to some issues has been covered by many

authors in previous literature and three main reasons emerge. Issue salience can be determined by

material interests, as people attach more meaning to issues that they have a vested interest in

(Miller et al., 2016; Eaton & Visser, 2008; Krosnick, 1990). For example, if a person is a house
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owner, they are significantly more likely to be interested in new property tax policies than

people, who do not own a house. Secondly, if they are actively affected the issue is going to be

more salient to them. Identification with a reference group is also going to play a role. For

example, if new laws or policies are directed towards the LGBTQ+ community and you identify

as part of it, you would be much more interested in those developments than a person who is not

identifying as such (Miller et al., 2016; Eaton & Visser, 2008; Krosnick, 1990). Lastly and

perhaps most importantly, general values also play a role. Value systems dictate, what a person

prioritises in their life as significant and they also guide which issues become more personally

salient to them (Eaton & Visser, 2008; Miller et al., 2016; Moniz & Wlezien, 2021). The closer

the individual perceives the linkage between a specific issue and their values (especially if the

value is very important to them), the more important this issue is going to be to them (Krosnick,

1990).

In this research, a combination of group identification and values will be examined,

through religious influences. The assumption here would be that a person who identifies with

religious values and is influenced by that sees abortion as a sin, is likely to perceive the issue of

abortion as much more salient to them, even if it objectively does not personally affect them.

Similarly, if a person actively takes part in religious activities with people who perceive abortion

as a salient issue to them, they are more likely to adopt a similar stance to conform to the group.

This is also illustrated by Krosnick in his 1990 writing, where he brings the same example with

Catholic church followers, who are likely to adopt the same personal abortion views as the

church and perceive it as a more important topic to them (Krosnick, 1990). This is of particular

interest as a research topic because while personal issue salience has been covered previously in

political research, there is a lack of newer papers written, as can be seen from many papers used
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in this literature review (most are originating from the 90s to 2010s). Additionally, there is little

written about the direct influences of specific factors on personal issue salience. If this type of

research is conducted it is done using national issue salience instead.

Religion

Religion is a complex concept that can broadly be divided into three elements, also dubbed the

3B’s approach, involving belief, behaviour, and belonging. They each characterise a different

element of religiosity, with belief signifying believing in the substance of the chosen

denomination like in Christianity believing in heaven and hell etc. Behaviour encompasses the

everyday tasks like praying going to church etc. that are outlined by religion. Belonging is the

most common way in political science research, where religion is viewed and means the

self-evaluation of which religion one affiliates with (Ben-Nun Bloom et al., 2015). These terms

are not universal in title and differences occur between literature, for example in a paper by

Yamane & Oldmixon, (2006) they differentiate between affiliation, salience and advocacy. The

substance of the understanding however seems to be largely the same.

Religion is widely considered to be one of the key determinants of political attitudes,

especially in the US (Margolis, 2018; Gallup, 2023; Newport, 2024). There are several theories

as to how religion can have such effects, either through changes in behaviour (Castles, 1994),

alterings in worldview (Yamane & Oldmixon, 2006) or values. One such reasoning can be traced

to the basic human values theory, first presented by Schwartz in 1994, which has since become a

key theory in explaining the link between values and political engagement. The theory outlines

20 core values, that can be broadly divided into four categories, two of which are

self-transcendence and conservation. These two value categories specifically are said to guide

people socially (Schwartz et al., 2013). Most importantly self-transcendence and conservation

8



values predict scores of symbolic ideology, racial conservatism, cultural conservatism, and civil

liberties, which overlap with values promoted by religious doctrine (Goren et al., 2016). Basic

personal values are attributed to providing reasons for political engagement and action as well as

letting people make fast and frugal decisions that relate to abstract political beliefs. They also

motivate attitude expression and judgment (Goren et al., 2016; Schwartz et al., 2013). Overall

"the expression of human values through political opinions lets people signal what they view as

important in public life" (Goren et al., 2016). The values that are dubbed under conservation are

of most interest in this research as they are closely related to values promoted by religious

groups. They call for accepting and maintaining the beliefs, practices, ideas, and modes of

behaviour that are known and are distrusting of change. In terms of cultural issues like abortion

and gay rights, they are of the belief that tradition should prevail (Goren et al., 2016;

Novis-Deutsch et al., 2022).

There is ample evidence that following a religion is influential to people's opinions on

policy issues and being in a group setting like a church is likely to strengthen and conform those

opinions to the norm of the group (Miller et al., 2016; Eaton & Visser, 2008; Krosnick, 1990). It

is well documented that groups defined by shared characteristics like a religious group are likely

to also share political views, which can extend to single issues or develop to following the same

political parties (Margolis, 2018a; Miller et al., 2016; Eaton & Visser, 2008; Krosnick, 1990).

Looking back at the deciders of issue salience, religious belonging and views seem to relate to

two of them - group influence and values. This makes it a reasonable assumption that religious

belief is likely to have an influence not only on people's political engagement and choice but also

on what they deem as politically important in the first place.
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The information provided by previous research is insightful, however, there is little

written about the direct connection between religious involvement and personal issue salience.

Much of previous research is more concerned with representing religion in denominations only.

The focus on involvement rather than denomination would therefore be a welcome addition to

the literature.

The guiding hypothesis that will be examined by this paper will therefore be as follows:

Hypothesis 1:

“Higher levels of religious belief increase the personal issue salience of abortion.”

The concept of religious belief will be handled here regardless of denomination and considered

in terms of “higher belief” meaning the closer following of religious doctrine (e.g. the Bible, the

Quran) and making one’s decisions based on it. The assumption behind this hypothesis is that

people, who subscribe to more religiously influenced beliefs in their life are more likely to have

moulded their personal beliefs and value systems around the group influence. This would then

include the attitude and salience of abortion policy. As, for example, the Christian church in the

US has shown close links with pro-life ideology towards abortion and is vocal about it being of

importance, the hypothesis assumes that the same is done by a person highly subscribing to the

Christian belief system.

Hypothesis 2:

“Higher levels of religious activity increase the personal issue salience of

abortion”

There is a differentiation made between activity and belief as they are different aspects of

religious involvement and could provide a more nuanced explanation. High levels of activity in

this hypothesis include things like going to church many times a month and taking part in bible
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study. When the levels of activity are higher, the contact with religious beliefs and ideas within

the group is assumed to also be higher, which will again lead to a greater chance of the individual

adopting similar views and putting higher importance personally on issues that are of importance

to the group. Issue salience in this study will be a direct measure based on self-evaluation of how

much a person considers the topic of abortion as important in their life. High and low levels there

will be self-explanatory. The overall expectation that this research is trying to examine is

therefore that when religion is a more significant part of a person's life through their beliefs and

practices, they are likely to be more concerned with abortion policy and political developments

around it.

Research Design

Data and Case Selection

The data used in this analysis will be taken from the ANES (American National Election

Study) 2020 Time Series Study. The ANES study is highly reputable as a source for political

science research, which conducts the largest US election studies. It conducts data collection on a

large pool of respondents and asks a wide variety of questions, which makes it the optimal choice

for this analysis. This study used a cross-sectional sample of the US population, in two waves

(pre- and post-election). The data was collected partly through telephone, face-to-face interviews

and online. The sample of participants is representative of the US population as a whole so the

results are generalizable. For this study, only the pre-election data will be utilised which included

8,280 respondents. This choice was made partly because it ensures that the respondent's attitudes

are not heightened or influenced by the recent election results and the data collected reflects the

normal and stable attitudes and opinions. Additionally, the role of the effect of elections on

11



public opinion is not under scrutiny in this paper, making the inclusion of the post-election

responses not relevant.

This paper will be based on a single case study of the United States. This case was

selected, because the US is unique in the prevalence of religion in society, specifically compared

to other wealthy Western nations. Especially in the United States, religion is much more closely

and overtly intertwined with politics. For example, as of 2021 88% of Congress identify as

Christian (Pew Research Center, 2021) and being openly atheist would significantly decrease

one's chances of getting elected to office as opposed to other characteristics like race, gender and

age (McCarthy, 2023). These patterns suggest that in the US religion is bound to have a greater

effect on the public consciousness and decision making than in democratic countries of similar

status. Choosing a single case study design will therefore allow for a more in-depth and nuanced

analysis of the specific dynamics in the US.

Additionally, the US seemed to be the optimal choice in terms of data availability. Their

election surveys cover both the questions related to religion and abortion opinion in one study,

As mentioned in the introduction, due to the disparity in salience between Europe and the US, on

abortion issues, comparable sources were not available from a European context. As ANES is a

reputable election survey, with a wide pool of participants and includes detailed and thorough

questions, it is the most suitable option for this research.

Dependent variable

The dependent variable used for analysis will be issue salience, specifically personal

issue salience. This means that focus will be put on what topics are individually salient to the

person, rather than nationally or to the community. This is mostly done as religion is likely to

have more personal influences on a respondent's life and does not necessarily translate to their
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opinions on national importance. While the ANES survey covers many questions related to

abortion opinions and attitudes, the one that directly relates to issue salience is V201337. The

question asks the respondent to evaluate on a 5-point scale, how important is the issue of

abortion to them personally (from “not at all important” to “extremely important”). While

exploring the theoretical background of issue salience it is explained that issue salience does go

beyond just importance, and is also related to interest and willingness to engage with the topic.

Unfortunately, due to limited data, this aspect is not explored with this dependent variable.

ANES does not include questions specifically related to engaging with abortion-related research

etc. and alternative data sources did not provide more optimal solutions either. While this will to

some degree limit my conclusion, I believe measuring importance alone will still be insightful

and significant enough to represent personal issue salience.

Table 1 shows the results of the frequency analysis that was conducted on the variable.

The responses are relatively evenly distributed between the higher 3 evaluation levels with each

having 27% of the responses. This suggests the responses are not skewed and provide a

reasonably representative sample.

Table 1. Frequency table of the salience of abortion policy variable

Importance of abortion

Valid

Frequency Percent

1.00
“Not at all
important”

351 4.2

2.00
“Not too
important”

1036 12.5
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3.00
“Somewhat
important”

2287 27.6

4.00
“Very
important”

2282 27.6

5.00
“Extremely
Important”

2281 27.5

Total 8237 99.5

Missing System 43 .5

Total 8280 100.0

Independent variables

The independent variable of religious involvement will be divided into two subgroups,

according to the outlined hypothesis. The first of the two will be concerned with religious belief,

meaning that focus will be placed on the more abstract concepts of religion and how much the

respondent subscribes to them. This is illustrated by questions like “How important is religion in

your life?”, “Do you believe in god?”, “Do you think the bible is the word of god” etc. Within

the data collected by ANES, two variables fit these criteria: V201433, and V201434. The first

question is concerned with, how important the respondents deem religion to be in their lives,

which is measured on a 5-point scale. For interpretation of results, higher importance indicates

higher involvement. The second question asks if they believe the bible is the word of god, which

offers 3 alternatives. The highest in terms of religious involvement, in this case, will be 1 (“Bible

is the word of god and should be taken literally”) and the lowest 3 (“Bible is the word of man”).
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While these options are not overtly on a numerical scale, the interpretation of these options

allows for these deductions.

Tables 2 and 3 show the results of the frequency analysis conducted on these variables.

Table 2, showing the importance of religion in one’s life, displays a fairly even distribution with

the highest frequency for religion having very little importance at 27.5%, followed by 20.8% for

religion having very high importance. Table 3 shows the results of the question related to the

respondent's interpretation of the Bible. The most dominant category is number 2 (Yes, the Bible

is the word of god, but should not be followed to the letter) with 41% of the results. The rest of

the responses are fairly equally divided between the other two categories.

Table 2. Frequency table of the religious involvement variable - importance

Importance of religion

Valid

Frequency Percent

1.00
“Extremely
important”

2277 27.5

2.00
“Very
important”

1585 19.1

3.00
“Somewhat
important”

1596 19.3

4.00
“Not too
important”

1066 12.9

5.00
“Not at all

1725 20.8
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important”

Total 8249 99.6

Missing System 31 .4

Total 8280 100.0

Table 3. Frequency table of the religious involvement variable - the Bible

Is the Bible the word of god or men?

Valid

Frequency Percent

1.00
“The Bible is
the actual
word of God
and is to be
taken literally,
word for
word”

1981 23.9

2.00
“The Bible is
the word of
God but not
everything in
it should be
taken literally,
word for
word”

3395 41.0

3.00
“The Bible is
a book written
by men and is
not the word
of God”

2250 27.2

Total 7626 92.1
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Missing System 654 7.9

Total 8280 100.0

The second category is related to attendance and activities. Variable V201453 is effective

in illustrating this as it is concerned with how frequently the respondent attends religious

services. The frequency of this continuous variable is measured on a 5-point scale from “every

week” (1) to “never” (5). A higher frequency of attendance here will mean, a higher degree of

religious involvement in one’s life. All these variables touch upon specific parts of religiousness

and allow for the data to be reflective of respondents' behaviour and attitudes towards religion.

Table 4 also shows the frequency analysis conducted on this variable. The data included with this

question is significantly less as people who reported in a previous question that they do not

attend religious services at all are not included. This leaves 48.1% of the total participants. The

responses are divided relatively equally and there is no significant skewness towards one

response. The most popular frequency of church attendance seems to be “every week” with 15%

of the respondents.

Table 4. Frequency table of the religious involvement variable - attendance

How often do you attend religious services?

Valid

Frequency Per cent

1.00
“Every
week”

1244 15.0

2.00
“Almost
every
week”

916 11.1

3.00 661 8.0
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“Once or
twice a
month”

4.00
“A few
times a
year”

1054 12.7

5.00
“Never”

104 1.3

Total 3979 48.1

Missing System 4301 51.9

Total 8280 100.0

In this paper, religion will not be specified in terms of a denomination like Christian,

Muslim, Jewish etc. in terms of the independent variable. This is so for several reasons. Firstly,

with survey questions, as people are answering based on their self-evaluation, results are likely to

be, to some degree, subjective. Self-evaluation is, however, the best and most effective way to

collect data as of now. Evaluating practices and beliefs is likely to yield higher accuracy than

affiliation as measuring one's actions and principles in terms of religion requires further thought

and consideration (Novis-Deutsch et al., 2022). Affiliating with a religion can be affected by

many factors including past experiences, family influences etc. but not necessarily translate to

overt practice. If one only loosely affiliates themselves with a religion it is significantly less

likely to affect their everyday life and political decision-making. Additionally, a variety of

sources indicate, how only approximately 5% of Americans identify as an alternative religion to

Christianity (PRRI, 2023) (not including people who identify as agnostic/atheist), so making a
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differentiation is statistically not likely to make a difference and not relevant to the conclusions,

making it not necessary.

Model and control variables

To effectively analyse the relationship between the dependent and independent variables

and receive accurate results, it is vital to include several control variables. This is necessary to

ensure that the statistical results represent true interaction between the dependent and

independent variables and do not mask an alternative relationship causing the effects. These

variables include:

Firstly “Sex” (V201600) as abortion is likely to enlist stronger opinions from women

either in terms of being heavily pro or against. Men are more likely to be neutral or apathetic in

their opinion as they are not directly affected by abortion policies and laws. It is a binary

variable, with 1 = male and 0 = female (originally 2 = female, but recoded for clarity). The

second variable will be “Age” (V201507x - summary variable consisting of V201504-6). Older

people are more likely to have opinions leaning towards strengthening/banning abortions while

younger people are likely to be more pro-choice. This is due to generational transformation in

societal values towards more openness and acceptance. It is a continuous variable, from 1-100.

“Level of education” (V201510) is third as higher education level is likely to affect knowledge

about possible reproductive options including abortion and birth control. This could indicate

greater tolerance for legal abortion from those, who report having higher levels of education

(Pew Research Center, 2022). It is a categorical variable, featuring 8 categories. The reference

category will be “Bachelor degree”. “Race” (V201549x - summary variable consisting of

V201547a-z) is the last control variable as it is well established, how ethnicity plays a significant
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part in the US public’s political decision-making. It is a categorical variable, featuring 6

categories. The reference category will be “White”.

The last three variables are all categorical and thereby for the interest of the analysis, are

each recoded into dummy variables. The research will be conducted by using the Ordinary Least

Squared (OLS) statistical model. Through assumptions testing no issues arose (further detail in

Appendix B). As there are two hypotheses under examination, the OLS regression will be

conducted twice. First with the inclusion of two independent variables, “Importance of religion”

and “Is the Bible..?” alone with the dependent variable. The same will be then done using only

the independent variable “How often do you…?”. Both regressions will be run with and without

the inclusion of the control variables to deduce if the results are accurate.

Analysis

Hypothesis 1:

“Higher levels of religious belief increase the personal issue salience of abortion.”

The results of the OLS regression are interesting. As can be seen from Table 5 the B coefficient

is -0.169. This reflects that with every 1 unit increase in the independent variable, in this case,

“Religious importance”, the dependent variable decreases by 0.169 unit points. This means that

on our scale when people deem religion as less important, their attitude towards abortion also

decreases by 0. 169 value points. The dependent variable of “Abortion importance” and the

independent variable of “Religious importance” are both measured on a 5-point scale but follow

the opposite logic. For “Abortion importance” 5 equals the highest level of importance while for

religion this would be 1. When this factor is taken into consideration the result of -0.169 actually

reflects a weak positive relationship instead. A similar effect is present with the accompanying
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variable of “Bible the word of god?”. The coefficient table reflects that with every 1 unit

increase, “Abortion importance” decreases by -0.108 scale points. This reflects that when the

response moves from more religious belief to less the respondent's “Abortion importance” level

does increase, although the level is minute. These responses differ in their statistical power as

values obtained for “Religious importance” are statistically significant at p=0.001, while the

value of “Bible word of god?” at -0.108 is not. These are the results when no control variables

are included in the analysis. When this is done the “Religious importance” variable sees no

significant change, only going to -0.160. The “Bible word of god?” variable however does

change quite significantly. With the control variables, the relationship changes from a weak

positive one to a weak negative one at - 0.160. As the values are very low it can be deduced that

there is no exceptional connection between the two variables.

Table 5. Hypothesis 1&2 coefficients
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Hypothesis 2:

“Higher levels of religious activity increase the personal issue salience of abortion”

The testing of the second hypothesis also provided similar results as the coefficient for attending

religious services variable was relatively low, at only -0.060, the same slightly positive trend as

before is present. While the inclusion of control variables does increase the effect slightly to

-0.063 it is not of significance. Here it would also be important to note that due to the structure of

the survey only about half of the respondents pool replied to this specific question. This

significantly limits the amount of data available and thereby also the validity of the results.

Overall it seems that frequent participation in religious services does not have a substantial effect

on the importance of abortion issue.
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Conclusion

The aim of this research was to examine the possible causal link between active religious

involvement and high issue salience towards abortion. The hypothesis predicted that with higher

levels of religion, the abortion salience would increase. The results, approved of that but showed

only a slightly positive pattern. This seemingly approved the connection between active religious

involvement and abortion issue salience. The preceding theory and research approve of it as well,

so it is likely that the specific model of this study led to such weak results. One potential reason

for it could be the only partial inclusion of factors of issue salience. As the survey set some

limitations, there was not a variable that was more directly related to personal issue salience and

therefore the results are not likely as representative as they could be. Additionally, the scaling of

responses on an only 5-point scale limited the statistical possibilities with a Linear model.

The case of the US while easier to choose based on the plethora of specific datasets

available, also has its downsides. The specific relationship that religion has with politics in

American society is relatively unique and the results are therefore enlightening only on a limited

level. One could make the assumption that similar patterns are not going to be present in

countries where religion is not as tightly intertwined with political life. For future research

purposes, exploring this connection with alternative case studies would be extremely useful.

There are significant limitations that would need to be faced in terms of data availability first but

once a survey is conducted the results would be extremely enlightening. The US is also unique

compared to any potential cases in Europe for example, as they lack the potential input of an

international organization like the EU. Any change in abortion legislation made in the US has

only the potential to receive backlash within the confines of its borders. People are perhaps more

likely to be engaged with the issue of abortion and attach high salience to it due to the fact that
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they lack the weil of protection from the outside. This would be another interesting dynamic to

explore further in the future.

Overall it is clear from previous research and this paper that religion has a connection to

personal issue salience. Whether these results show definitively the strength and extent of it,

especially in relation to abortion is doubtful and further testing is definitely necessary in the

future. However, this paper manages to provide a potential explanation to the difference that has

recently become apparent in the public’s consciousness in relation to abortion in the US and

Europe. Furthermore, knowing the reasons behind this difference is paramount in predicting the

future developments that are likely to happen in European countries, with the rise of the right

wing’s crusade on abortion policies.
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Appendix A. Survey questions
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Appendix B. OLS Assumptions tests

Independent errors

Figure 1. Durbin-Watson test - hypothesis 1
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Figure 2. Durbin-Watson test - hypothesis 2

The assumption of independent errors is fulfilled as the performing of the Durbin-Watson test

(seen in Figure 1 above) yielded a result of 2.019 and 2.029 (seen in Figure 2 above). It is well

within the limits of normal results as it is not below 1 or above 3.

High multicollinearity

Figure 3. Collinearity statistics - hypothesis 1
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Figure 4. Collinearity statistics - hypothesis 2
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The assumption of no high levels of multicollinearity is also met as both the tolerance and VIF

values, indicated on the right-hand side of Figures 3 and 4 are within normal limits. For

tolerance, it is above 0.1 and for VIF it is below 5.

Linearity, Heteroskedasticity, Non-normally distributed errors

Figure 5. P-P Plot - hypothesis 1
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Figure 6. Scatterplot - hypothesis 1

Figure 7. P-P plot - hypothesis 2
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Figure 8. Scatterplot - hypothesis 2

For both variables the P-P plot is relatively linear so the assumptions met. The scatterplots both

show a pattern amongs the data but this can be explained by the small number of categories as
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they are both measured only on a 5-point scale. This should not affect the results drastically

however and does still meet assumptions.

Outlier and influential cases

Figure 9. Cook’s Distance and Standardized DfBeta - hypothesis 1

Figure 10. Cook’s Distance and Standardized DfBeta - hypothesis 2
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The partial plots depicted in Figures 1 and 3 do not reveal any outliers or significant cases.

Additional testing through Cook’s distance measure and Standardized DfBeta both show values

below 1 which indicates such absence as well. This means the assumption of no outliers or

influential cases is also met.
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