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VII. State, Government and the “Big Government” Myth

“Democrats favor big government, Republicans favor small government”= @] n]=4 25 A :
= iAo g NG A s Al- BX =7 ol glojHolxnt =7, S, WA, B, I, = A, u&
=, @ AR Fopoll A vt =7 A A" 4 ek

5 Age F7HA 0] 24 R R FAHAe] F12 o} sHstE 3 o Qo] Zehant

VIII. Political Economy and Capitalism

Democratic capitalism

A DFFe] A RE2 regulated capitalism + social insurance + progressive taxation + labor rights + industrial policy 2
Qofeh 4= Ut ARl oA G A= 7 Bdo] ofyth 2024 P AaS-d7del ¥ 2 FE= 85k, Child
Tax Credit .= 5 H-AFAH S Fx 3ot

Republican capitalism

AA Fobg P2 Jower—tax capitalism + deregulation + property rights + selective welfare protection + tariffs +
economic nationalism @ 2 ¥4t} Reagan?] supply—side economics7} AFeF:l Zlo] oly gt working—class tax populism} 4

e,

ALSEE

A

“Republican = 7]¢}, Democrat = ¥t7]9}” GA] @A} 8r2] b=t} F§-7|& HE-AHHJHUE I A]-&4- =552 5 Al
AT} ZFof| wret Aot FEA AFo] A 2} 214]7] cleavage= business vs labor® otyz} knowledge/
technology/service capitalism vs energy/extractive/traditional—business capitalismo|2t= 4Fd24] AL x 7HTE 719 A3
i Ak 211 0] A= oA Bof gir,

IX. Class Realignment

20A4171¢] 114 # 22 <l Democrats = organized labor + working class, Republicans = business + affluent professionals= 2F

SFE| 9l

Democratic coalition®| 4CHZ 2+ Republican coalition2| #tH Z3

college graduates / graduate-degree holders noncollege whites

metropolitan professionals rural/small-town voters

minorities portions of Latino and other nonwhite working class
union members business conservatives

lower-income minorities / renters homeowners / veterans
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Xl. The Knowledge Class
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o5l W 4
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11—
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XIl. Race and Ethnicity

71 st Hske Fd AFAAE oJH3d] vl AT class®t educationd]] 23] © @o] watE1 oh= Holth. Pew
2024 558 A= oA Black voters= YA .02 715 A3, White votersi= 521 A3 3F, Hispanic-Asian votersi= 15
T £o 2 7SR dA R HAGo] AF Tt 2024 HSFERO|AE Hispanic voters®] Trump A7} 27 EAct. (Pew

Research Center, 2024; 2025)

d

Black voters: T1FE0] 7H b2 kol x| gt Af-AJ Z}o]7} F-7Felch, Hispanics: S41=-3 - Alg- %] < of| wta} ¢ o}
2t} Asian Americans: W8 A5-EA41= TRy mj B0 T o] ofytt, Arab/Muslim Americans: =W &A1} 2w g2

ol ¢ &= & & A

N2 24 2 ALY E350] @AY 7|3oe J kS vt B Aol ZFstal civil-rights enforcement,
voting rights, affirmative measures, &5 DEI, disparate-impact analysis®l] T &2 o]t} 32 Ho] JAFS 715 g 12
2Jol#] ¢rotoF FIth= colorblind constitutionalisms AtHA S 2 A3 SHAl racial preferences, affirmative action, DEI
bureaucracy©fl & H|¥2] o]t}

A ARL “AFL DA oA BEL IS ] “WABAY AFTEE Lelsof
484 g5ol Bt olet.
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2024-2026 E7Z: Native Americans2} Arab Americans

Native Americans F-54 5, d[ofz]/H]o|of2], AF-FAF- @ Jetont 5 29727t v Fet shte] = AgE50=
HFe)A L oF "t AR exit polle] AFEL 027} AA 4 glong A MAZRS} tribal politicsE A= Aol H
gr2lotct,

Arab Americans 9 A] £ 1 (Christian/Muslim), E41=F, o]WA| )], A FHF0]
AAEo g & JFS vix= AAZE J& S Aok mebA] 20249 &

skt ghct.

A8 thet, E3) 54| S AA-AHE]
%3 4

2] o] 5-& #7]| 4 A= realignment® LHk

XIII. Religion

T+ AR W471 o), Pewe] 2024 k= o 4] White evangelical Protestants= -52Fgol u-¢- Z3otA] =1, Black

Protestants-Jewish voters-religiously unaffiliated votersi= T15Eol ZotA A At 142 T3] religious vs secular?} oF
Yzt religious tradition X race X church attendance®] 4% 280t}

2024-2026 EZ: Jewish Americans, Muslims, Latter-day Saints

Pew 2023-24 Religious Landscape Study©ll 4] Jewish Americans®} religiously unaffiliated groupst= W54 %2, Latter—
day Saints2} White evangelical Protestantst= &3td £&0 2 73t 7]- & th. MuslimsE A& o2 Qi &0 2 7] &2|qt
JuAAN-A - wEZ8] Ao w2t F5Ado] At Fue @t “religious vs secular” 0] ofYgl tradition X race X

attendance X geography®] A} 28 © 2 Zt=gtr}, (Wel

XIV. Gender and Family

A8 AR AEEH 2E o, 1, IF, dFo] olF IA 2t 2024 AFFHAA B2 Trump, o442 Harris %
oz gdidez 71&deh. 59 504 mgt gAdolA 20205t Fobg Aot AAAdE T ek fyoung men moving
right” o= A5 27171 AR RE g2 F/o] Haote ety dutelsiM = ¢F Hrf. (Pew Research Center, 2025)
=2

e thoFeh 7FEF%, child care, paid leave, reproductive autonomy, LGBT family recognition2 7%ttt 3ohd-
marriage®}t A52 7}= ¢FA | parental rights, religious family institutions, fertility-&At SR Gl AlehS 7FZhct, ¥
W5 F family tax reliefE o]op7|stE R 2tol= VM-S LT AP H) of| JtEHT AYpdoz AU ARVt

o o 7HH

2024-2026 27 LGBT, transgender politics2} 71= 2 24

same—sex marriagex= 7R G 2450l

Futa Ao 7 ol Qict, HlFEy A2 E anti-discrimination¥} gender identity S5 o 7FZ3511, 391 A2 ELE sex—
based rules, parental authority, religious libertyE © ZF=3tct 2026 West Virginia v. B. P. J.&= o]4]-ojo} Ax=9]
eligibilityS biological sex 7]& 2 2 A= FH-2 Title IX @ Equal Protection of2l] 3]-8-3c}, W24l

Z QA9 transgender rights, St A, Ax = O] 7 | religious exemptionsE 733t
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7V 737t 37t cleavage % SHb= metropolitan densityT. Pew 2024 ZF& oA urban countiest= W59, rural counties:= &
stgo] 3A AletH suburbs= B AAA oIt 2|4 T2 Q- WS QATFTU-FHFHAAT RO T4 T 4
ek,

Democratic coalition Republican coalition
TA-EA] - BA/HEHY SH9 - 591 53R - HE FE AL Aexurb - WSl HIES - HiQl B850 -
2 - L3RS - AEA-2] ALY AFEQL - AT YA AY - 7| FEF 25AS 4

County/MSA Geographic Validation: 2024 Outcomes and Metropolitan Structure

21214 cleavage: state line A4 .t} metropolitan density, educational composition, racial composition, religion, industry
and housing®] F7HFol A HAYRICE ofefl A k= 2024 thEHAA L F e A5 Kol HAFH0] A A 7]EAle]
W], AR 548 Uil A=t o, (0

2024 presidential winner by state (continental U.S.)

State-level electoral outcome; not a map of individual voters. Maine and Nebraska allocate some electors by district.
Source: Federal Election Commission, official 2024 presidential general election results.

Figure 16. 2024 presidential winner by state - continental United States
22 “red state” PN E HEA] core= RIFH, 522 Fatdol AotA 71 4= Ut ¥ = “blue state” ol = i+t

a1

= [e}

S} rural/exurban electorate”7b A S}, wheka] BT state — county/MSA — suburb/exurb — precinct® A E&4
= it
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Urban core 15 MB21 QIZ-01Z CtYA, renters, service/knowledge S Al B1Z2E 1 professional classE 82 A2 22| L A
economy

Affluent BA/graduate education, professional occupations, high home 2016 0|Z QIRE 0|S0| & 2|1} 25| ZAZH0Il 2| 2=

suburb values

Exurb homeownership, commuting, lower density, family/faith metropolitan economy?t HZZ|0 0] “rural”2} CHE
institutions

Small town Z|Ad 2 01 ZEA /O community institutions CHEHEA|- ZHREE A A E A= Ofl Q)

Rural S 2LAAA L2 density, =2 gun/church exposure 7Hs4d QIZ M1t 2| A ALO|| Ct2} Deep South, Plains, Native areas?t Ct

=2
=

County-level coalition profiles: urban core, affluent suburb, exurb and rural examples

ot EEL M= county map HiA|5H= Aol ofyal, 2024 county returnsol| A E7FA cleavage”l AA| county &4 &
opu E2] 5 Ho]F= illustrative validationo]th, A4 7} |9 5= B HolE 99t ideal typeo|H, RE W o5& 712

E]Z2 d) #3514 9=t} MIT Election Data and Science Lab-2 2000 — 2024 county presidential returns dataset-2 A&3+ct.
[W26][W27]

County-level coalition spectrum: selected metropolitan and rural counties, 2024

Urban core — New York County, NY

Urban core — Philadelphia County, PA

70.4
Urban core — Cook County, IL

64.8
Urban core — Los Angeles County, CA

Affluent suburb — Loudoun County, VA

Affluent suburb — Cobb County, GA

Affluent suburb — DuPage County, IL

Exurb / high-growth — Williamson County, TN

65.4

Exurb / high-growth — Forsyth County, GA

Rural — Blount County, AL

BN Harris / Democratic
S Trump / Republican

L T

T T T

0 20 40 60 80 100
2024 presidential vote share (%)

Figure 18. County-level coalition spectrum: selected 2024 counties (illustrative validation)

XVI. Cultural Worldviews and Lifestyle Politics

Patriotism civic/constitutional national-symbolic
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Democratic coalition Republican coalition

Nationalism 3]9]H E& civic dtiHez 33
Cosmopolitanism 4t dijdeZ oFst
Tradition e Sl 71|

Social change +84 &5 N

Military Z|Z|otLt AsHA ALE L2 45t A 22
Police JHed+24 He+EAM

Guns A el
Universities AR MU =5 3lo] 37t
Experts STHA A2 BHA2|E 3[9]
Religion JHQIA-CHA A 38 g 4z
Immigration g SA

Family CHFA otY-ME
National history H| T off = SEA MALHE

A lifestyle stereotypeolls LATH FAZ 7dto] QJxat AR Q3fa A= ¢F ot church attendance, gun
ownership, urban/rural residence®} A F Atolofl= T A o] A 2AHFA}, A= 24 Fn] o W= A B 7]
- 2E-F-AY 9] tjg]¥4t}. “Republicans drive pickup trucks, Democrats drink lattes” -2 o]u|z]&= Aps]ufsha HA
O & AMgshr] FAd st

XVII. Moral Foundations and Political Psychology

Jonathan Haidt Alg A oll4+= liberals?t care®t fairnessg Ao 2 ¢ 701-553]_57_ conservatives7} loyalty, authority,
sanctity7}A] B w8 QIA| ARE-Sh= A eFe] HAE itk deivt & weE A I E Al a7 9] ojddwt A2 At
E AH3th wabA Moral Foundations Theory= 483 i}

morality B" 2= A& Zo] Ho]AL oF A},

“Democrats have morality A, Republicans

A2 Ao A+= openness, conscientiousness, authoritarian disposition, threat sensitivity, social dominance orientation,
disgust sensitivity, ambiguity tolerance 5] o] g1} st o g A7= &4 o} AT 719l A Z o] AR S AAJTH= 4]

of wrlQlvt Awe Pgetste, ARjoldnt Alsl 2t d e Belshs bl mdlo] o H@sttt.

XVIII. Policy Matrix

Ha olsg SHYY Seig YT
L5 SHAE AR, 4215 S d2 ME

UMl dtiHez oy e M

L2015 IA5Z 25t 2 M|

estate tax U5t Its ZA

cTC sty |'d ZASHLE 2 TS
THA 39 A 23 &8 THA IS

2 HdZ QY ARl 3]0

= 0j¢ L5 A5t

right-to-work Hicl 2| 2|
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A g SHUY 33 SUYE
Nk 7|& Bt A A = H|R-OHE-2EA|

A2 22U FHF2 TrumpA 2 E539
A Yy ZHR A8 7ts
antitrust Big Tech X&t 2= Big TechOfl 4= 4~ /2Lt 0|7 40|
Social Security FA|-2HH =y 3AHoz R13|
Medicare FA|-=o KA =4

Medicaid S eligibility-2|= |8t
SNAP 235 24 4%t

ACA B =S BT/ A| Z2ECH O

okt d2Y g3t JYAYsH TR

el el 3= FEE AAHAYEES
U 4%t AERY

vouchers 3914 22|

WAt R 57 BT

oyt Z|¥-student relief H|8-0|'g- 71 Y BT
policing INA+E2t FRAUSHHAM

bail reform faction 24g A5t H)wt

e o 3o d 22|

Z7| A 23t Second Amendment
olgl s+ Aty

asylum FA|+AH 27 Agt st

DACA HE st/ o) 224
climate JENY Ut H 8 4 2

fossil fuels kol =

renewables A2 2| AlZdl2ld 4
nuclear 2|2 LG 2|2 St Z| 2|

EV 2|2 H X -mandate gl

Al safety+innovation innovation+=7t& 4
Big Tech A THAISHR| Bt A D F
privacy TAA H2 293 7ts

defense L2AFIL SOEAl 28, America First &I 224

2 At} Pew 2026 typology= th4o] QI 2|3k §-AA7}
A ASIRPAR-HH| FollA BE B wi7]x]et oE 4 3l

o
)
e

jay

g

Jo
)
>
N
2,

It

rr
e
ol
ok
ﬁ
O

O' m]o

XIX. Constitution, Law and Rights

WG AAlEY HEES AHAHC= living constitutionalism, purposivism, substantive rights, broad civil-rights
enforcement, federal regulatory powero] ZstHel 97t Wt Fdyt AAYE WHEFES originalism, textualism,
federalism, separation of powers, A+ HE 7|2 o otk Ade] ot T8y ol A9 3w HAshks did= &

QA A|SH 4= 9t} =0 oft}
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QIR0 Yoz 2= S3e0| Yo =
abortion bodily autonomy fetal life/state authority
guns collective safety Second Amendment
LGBT equal treatment religion/parental authority
speech equality/safety@} =3 viewpoint freedom
religion non-establishment free exercise
voting access integrity
property regulation 7t strong property rights

Q132 H|=et M

WEFEF2 early voting, mail voting, automatic registration, Voting Rights Act Z3to] o 3Z&o]xl F3d-2 voter 1D,
tighter administration, citizenship verification, election integrity controlsol] T & & o|ct, SFARF LAvE {2} Lo A= o
xR Rt o kAl dAbo] ZAgtet. Pew 20269 Order and Opportunity Left= ZA| A 0 2 "FE AgFo|H A photo
IDE 7stAl A At th 3 Aot

2024-2026 EZ: Reparations, DC statehood, Puerto Rico, term limits

Reparations+= 915 WollA & o] =7d@o] ofyw] A-9JA2]- 2] % =o)oF A AHA Afo]E FEafjof jtet.
DC statehood® % TFGo|A D4 gt AAE grom Fold AeiEe a2 diiettt, Puerto Rico: statehood/
independence/free association©]2t= status choice AHAI7F X%} AgtE o] Qlo] Thedt =502 sty oyt
Term limits= tE2] 23 A27F £ 4= glovt ArFolg] o]t AP e/ fFof A e o] A2 o|s7} 253t
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XX. Foreign Policy

Democratic mainstream

WF 5= liberal internationalism2 5422 NATO, alliances, Ukraine A|¥, multilateral institutions, diplomacy,

rules—based coordinatione 7 Z3Stct,

Republican coalition

Tt QuAMe H4 Y HEoezr uLpRoF gtk Reagan internationalists, neoconservative/hawks, America First
nationalists, restraint conservatives. & A= America First7} A B2t ZA 7 A9 “Republicans are isolationists™ = g8
5tA] ¢rct. HH o] Aokl s o H oA A A DA ofl= 75 ZH4 5= unilateralist nationalismo] ©f ZAgH 397 &

o

China-Russia-Ukraine-NATO

China: g4 25 AZFEAE Aot T2 SYW+7e5AH+4GAZ, 332 A +hard power+= A4S o
= 74 %Fo] Q. Russia/Ukraine: 7159 F£57 9] Ukraine:'NATO A& 73513l GOP 5 EE-L2 At} [srael: ¥ F5
AHHoR Holagtdo|z gt gl R oA Ad-FEa} A 9] vjo] F7HTt Tran: 77 AAE Ydtt= BEE=

S 2ARR R} 9lae) wigtel A 2ol 7} glet
XXI. Media and Information Ecosystems

Pew 2025 News Media Tracker= 33tgd 7 A4 H]7} Fox Newset B4 tjetu|t]ojo] Ad|d o2 o H&EE 1, vyt
H]:= CNN, NBC, ABC, CBS, MSNBC, NPR, AP, PBS, New York Times 5 ¢ legacy/mainstream institution®]| T
-

ofe 4
o |
wol b P

Ht| Y F25 HojEoh ot A Y miAlE ol-8she fraAte EAstE R ¢435] H4H echo chambers2hal

S
XXII. Party Factions

Progressive Left MAGA populists

Social Democrats National Conservatives
Mainstream Liberals Religious Conservatives
Establishment / Institutionalists Reagan Conservatives
Centrists / New Democrat tradition Libertarians
Pro-business Democrats Business Conservatives

Foreign-policy Hawks
Pew 2026 Political Typology= JutAl otgjo] ti4=2] A& th2 7l xgto] ZAeHe AZH o7 stolgtt, Agdy Egt

ordinary voters, primary voters, activists, donors, interest groups, media, elected officials, party committees, presidents7} 4
S2hg et AEA0]H ol sl ArEAIekA e
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XXIIl. Polarization and Negative Partisanship

n]=+9] QF235}= ideological, affective, racial, educational, geographic, cultural polarization© 2 2% 4= Q1c}. Voteview 2]
%471 Congressional dataw= ©]3] 4 B+t old 9127} F7|H o= 374] Hol &2 HolEoh T8y F2] A Ee) dvhqd
k= FY5kA] ¢t Pew 2026 typology= ZAA-Q1E-o|RI-H #-AH- 727 ZA oA AF 29 7|25 TEx] g & S
S gl

il

A Fupg-e 2l o] Hedo] tigh ofjzhato] ofulel Atthte] thet AR 7, = negative partisanshipol ¢ 75} G2 H ).
A A AE closed-minded, dishonest, immoral 522 ¥ 7}5h= affective polarization2 g2 zpo|et AFS]A A4 2t

ol7} A e} 9e-e HojFt

XXIV. Fact vs Stereotype

Democrats are socialist mostly false FJ+= regulated capitalism

Republicans are fascist mostly false A dYo| 4 27h HQIFo| =3t Eof
Democrats hate capitalism false ANEZBHE HHZ 4225

Republicans only represent rich false HICHE =& = S20| L2 7|8t

Democrats represent workers partly true unions/AAS 7|8t Q2| HICHE kst
Republicans represent workers partly true A&t working-class vote, =S4 2H2 HEA|
Democrats are secular misleading H|Z W& Z5tA|2t Black churches & &2
Republicans are religious partly true H40l evangelical ZstZ| 2t H|Z A STt Z2Y
Democrats are globalists misleading internationalist?} o &t

Republicans are isolationists mostly false nationalism/unilateralism2} isolationism +%&
Democrats favor unlimited immigration false border enforcement®= 54! & 24

Republicans oppose immigration false gy-Mgolgl oy

Democrats oppose free speech mostly false speech@t CHE H2|2| F&Of| A 2}0|
Republicans support free speech partly true 12 FAof| A 2522t 2E Y2 Ot
Republicans support small government misleading BH A= Y, =4 -2AM-QtE SOo|M = ot
Democrats support big government misleading O 434 FL20|Lt QIZHA Y 28 H-HS|

XXV. Generational Transformation

Silent/Boomers= At& © 2 Republican, Millennials/Gen Z+ A& 22 Democratico|2H= B2 mglo] Za5}A] T A
e YA EA] et 202490 E e AFFo UFT 97t 20205t F4H T E5] F2 FA oA GOP At A=
Aot AAIA &9t FA4], 7153 A, social media, gender politics”t A|HHA 2| S v 4= o,

Production correction integration note. M|CH-21Z- - HE EZE A2 HE supplement/f OfL|2} 2ted 20| SEIUCE 4|
e LS x Al x S x XY x JHO| WxEWE i STt
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2024-2026 27 MICH: Silent, Baby Boomers, Gen X, Millennials, Gen Z

Al &R o] Ete} Ao E7HE 22]5}7] o]k 2024 Census CPSE AH] A0l =
Fou, wesz] T trnout Aol WS- itk wrebA Fe Aol AHATE o
T turnout g7 Hfof ghet, Widl

Ao 65.3%7F FEJTHL
g o= vote choice®® ozt wo 3

Silent/Boomer: Fw& 0= -2 Al H ot gl Agoko] ZFstA|qt Q1E-F - w5 ko] 7} At} Gen X: g HA /o] A4
o7 =3 AH- W& sorting?] FFS 37| wh=t} Millennials/Gen Z: Hw2 02 QlZtd AgFo] Z5IA|9F 202400= F2
dollA Fatd A7t A= Ak o122 “Gen Z A 9] 9731 7} ofvet - S A Eete] WAl or Hi= o] A
oy, WAl

2024 reported turnout by educational attainment

100

82.5%

80 A 77.2%

60 -

52.5%

Turnout (%)

40 A

20 4

High school Bachelor’s Advanced degree

Figure 13. 2024 Census CPS: turnout by educational attainment

XXVI. Reagan Republicanism vs Trump Republicanism

AR2A 45t 22| 3ol

ZhM| o2l SHAL S

71 2171 217|902 |2t HTHA 7| H = 2
olel dtiHo = i 43

NATO >t 2322 e 2lop 24
2{ Aot PAR-R-IEN ue 2o

=27t ZHHoZ A5t IF4-2H0IM H3F
L% = aspirational SHAI 42010

=3t HEES culture-war 24
Ao E 71 HMARE anti-establishment
MIAH|3t 33 39|
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#2
Mo Azt FAot 24 23t
2024 GOP Platform®] reciprocal tariffs, China ¥# FX2], Buy Americand} AF 718 3= o] 2§t ®I3l7} JlQ1=AMS

gl g 339l 9Rot 98-S HejZe,

XXVII. Clinton — Obama — Contemporary Democrats

'I'I'

70"%‘:|' |E7H oz 3-21 «|‘=' _LI:E/OI'E 2R
Wall Street 15t A Z&t 4 324
unions 2| |5t A|st 2| PIPIES
Nk Alst A A=4
race moderate liberal 43 multiracialism systemic inequality 2= &7t
immigration enforcement+reform reform reform+2|=2 border emphasis
LGBT ZC/80iA A3 M| oy SHA civil-rights issue
climate EY) Z2 At =40 A
welfare welfare reform social insurance CTC-care economy 2}CH
technology Lot Lia THA|-antitrust 23F

2

T

1ol
=

A wizgd Yo 9 Mk 11l professional—class liberalism¥} multiracial working—class politicsE ©1 G 7| A

XXVIII. American vs European Politics

0]= Democratic PartyS 43 S =20t9}, Republican Partys 43 S E=-9ute} o
AFSIMEAG R A8 QA7 Fokn BHE B oksto, £7]-91%-%
Z7]4, originalism, American exceptionalism, 7St FIAHE M8 5 15 Q

populist/national-conservative & AH FAHF o] AF AT 5L}

XXIX. Korean Observer's Guide — A} 5}= 207}%| 23

c UFY =3= JH — B
c o =S By -~ R
¢+ American liberal = gr= X} — B2 5}

« GOP = A ATE =51 — Trump Altfoll= 245}

o,
foh

+ Democrats = At8]52] — H4 ¢
« GOpP=¢4 o]n]—g] 7%—)1%}4 A 1:1;%1;

= |=00= N0 =

+ Democrats = 2524 A9 — A ET 53
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* Republicans = £2} At — 7 R} 22

+ Democrats = +Z&1 — £

N
i
=1
rO
d
|
il
o,

+ Republicans =

I
Slﬂ
2

D

O

]
|

18

>

)

o

il

il

sl

« states' rights = &4
+ federal power = ¢4 D — E1

. oL o9l o] v — £

d

N3 24FAE Y — E9
« f]=t liberal-2 A A A-3-F2] — gh=to] 893} tHE
« 1]t conservative = AYFO] — FTAE ol

o o= 25 AG = H4&5F — education/occupationZtA] Hrof g

XXX. Social and Economic Coalition Maps

Democratic coalition

A3t A Black voters, graduate—degree holders, urban voters, secular voters, Jewish voters, union members, unmarried
women, many professionals. A2/t Hispanics, Asians, working—class minorities, suburbanites, younger men.
Republican coalition

7t "k White evangelical Protestants, White noncollege voters, rural voters, exurban voters, veterans, highly religious
White voters, traditional-energy regions. &% th/d/°]%F 7I's A Hispanic working class, some Asian constituencies,

younger men, nonwhite religious conservatives.

Democratic coalition Republican coalition
TAEA] - BA/HERY &9 - =91 5-4A - H|F FE AL Aexurb - WSl HIES - Wil BS0 -
S 5 xe - AEA-A ALY AFEQL - AT YA AG - 7| GEF w5AS E
=l
B
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XXXI. Voters vs Elites

Pew 2026 typology®] A AFghat 4=0] n]Zelo] AHA|-Ql& o]l W XA ¥ - AR} BA oA “HE up” T “H= oup
712 S IR w2 2] gt Holo),

7HEAE vs F7H 251 A5

4, %3} civil-rights T4

10. Z3A1 4 AL
11, 5ok A2
12. 745444
13. e

14. =

o\
N

15.

o
o,
ol

16.

E
:o%
I

rol

=
FIES

17.

rf
o

18. 710 | ]

19. A et AlA S}

20. 714 4td Aot

21. k= 5AES] Ad

22. AR AAZ O M olF
23. 194 national identity

24, A& HEHAYEHA
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25. laFrge] Hiet Hix

26. populism vs institutionalism
27. negative partisanship

28. AT W A E - FHA 2o
29. Aldi-"dE A

30. "]=2] Bl & g5k competing narratives

XXXIIl. 100-Item Comprehensive Comparison Matrix

J

- Democratic tendency Republican tendency sli4 21o]/0f|2|
AMEHZ]

24

AB| 22401 28

HIZHA 2 AF

2 s substantive formal/colorblind ’13le 3&

3 39| TZ2A T2 =%

4 2IM rights-constrained authority-centered D &1} 02|

5 HE MEHZ 245t 713 MAGA 24l disruptive
6 3t +8 M BHEME AH 7t
7 27t A pluralist cohesive-national cvic 24 &%

8 S]] autonomy self-reliance S5 22

9 354 Rag=ly A5t =7471E g ol

10 merit T4 7|32t A Sy 3801, &0] 20|

11 AYYE A=34 BHHo2 A5t 2 s o2l

12 state government HZA 29 abortion0i|A] GOP 23t
13 bureaucracy ue 39| QHE = A of 2|

14 regulation &= =4 Big Tech 0i|2]

15 executive power e Trump A|CH ZHCH g a2

16 income tax progressive lower SUE TMH 3E

17 corporate tax = el

18 capital gains 45t A

19 estate tax 22|45t EVN

20 CT1C A= =y ZFEMIA 2|2 AA 20|

21 capitalism regulated market-national e ]

22 neoliberalism Zg| ReaganZ| g Z&| U Hat

23 industrial policy climate/tech security/manufacturing >3 St

24 free trade Eirals TrumpZ € 39| ReaganIt 0f|2|

25 tariffs AlstA H=4

26 Wall Street THAI+EA| 2IA|Z+populist B|E S donor base

27 Big Tech A A O|R7t L&

28 oil/gas Het =i

29 manufacturing union/green tariff/national =5 24

30 unions 23t 2|2] el R working voters 02|
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- Democratic tendency Republican tendency sH4l zfol/of2|

minimum wage ol
32 right-to-work B
33 gig work LEES

34 Social Security

35 Medicare stoy

36 Medicaid Sl

37 SNAP 25

38 unemployment insurance e

39 housing aid =i

40  ACA 2531

41 private insurance A=

42 drug prices =R

43 abortion “q2A

44 IVF B2S

45 contraception k=2

46 public schools A7)t

47 vouchers 39|

48 charter schools =g

49 teachers unions {2

50 curriculum inclusive

51 higher education S3M

52 student debt relief

53 affirmative action HTHA 2] 2|
54 policing reform+fund
55 bail reform

56 sentencing reform

57 prisons reform

58 death penalty 3|9|

59 prosecution reform factions
60 guns THA|

61 background checks 45t 22

62 assault weapons ban 2|2]

63 concealed carry Ast

64 red flag 2| 2|

65 border enforcement+reform
66 deportation B3

67 asylum 25+

68 legal immigration Sty

69 undocumented pathway

70 DACA k=3

71 climate g 3324
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24
Al s 2
] GOP L& 20|
24 95 s L 2] ot 713
CHH2 o1

4

2|2

°5

b

parental/traditional
W ET|2 BT

borrower responsibility

oy Court ¥&f
support+authority D L}& #3}

Ast Zat

tougher 2= bipartisan reform
law/order

MO 22|

tougher prosecution

due-process 221

enforcement 41 D z|2 &35t
Ot Sty
25t Alst

merit/selective

removal/limited legalization
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fossil fuel FIE =

73 renewables subsidies market/reliability

74 nuclear tote 22| 48t 2|2] =4

75 EV 2|2 mandate-subsidy H| T

76 environmental regulation gel 2tst

77 Al safety+competition innovation+competition 2 0% g4

78 privacy A anti-surveillance = ErA

79 platform moderation misinformation £21 censorship $21

80 antitrust concentration Big Tech power 0|7 40|

81 originalism Eay FREES

82 living Constitution Aid st kel

83 substantive due process 4 28t 29|

84 federalism HelEzof g FHELZ HHE A

85 Supreme Court reform-ethics o 12 o e I

86 voter ID A5t 22 st 212 D K2 Y2 2|2

87 early voting Stolf O Ast =4 20|

88 mail voting | A ZEt

89 Electoral College 78 2|2] A

90 filibuster Jfemt 2t o] 2 2 F

91 NATO st sy Us &2

92 Ukraine 4%t 213 2 UR 2E

93 China SY-tech tariff-hard power PARS IRt

94 Israel 2217 45t 22| D RIEm} 20|

95 nationalism 29| CXC

96 experts =2 4| 3[9|

97 mainstream media =2 42| e Mg

98 religion/public life separation 2% Zua7kEy

99 multiculturalism 33 assimilation/cohesion

100 2|9 S AMAL inclusion-opportunity nation-order-freedom QFR O E O

.
XXXIV. The Two Americas Model
Aldd THEx. QlE-&3-A Y O|0|2| S AtEst MY A A|ZtSt0|0] HYR||At 7HR19| &9 S £5HA| =Tt

Democratic America
olAHoRE hIF thEsh AMBS oIt A7k A0 A4 Thesl FAEHIS) BAR BA g3 w0l 8] uA)
Se Bal ARSI ARTOIL BastAT TR BA ol slolok shl, HEAL AL AU AT £
Sl 2% Aol vl ofe] WE-Q1%-FW} @A ARNAS B shlr} Hi Folol AAALE S22
Be o A= YAkt
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Republican America

ol R0 gL AYH AR-FY 7HEAGETEA-FIH ASHE P FFolth, AN Tl st GEFAL ot 5
T A AR Qg Holof Gtk et F74- AR A AL ke ol Atk ulRe ged AT ot
7o) okt Gixtoh B8tH A4S 744 nationo] o] 9] A A A A BTt FAA )3 Stolg Mg,

A2 “& JHe] 0|=70| EAl6t=7}?

ol A= D3tk AR BB AFAY, BRI, FAAL, 4, AATE, AFA, 7ol gutyn el gk 1
et 5 7o) 98] el E el ek sk 21 Btk Pew 2026 typology 9 Afele] 2 Aot F Aol SHT B
B AATE Helze)

ulZole = 7o) ehsl HalE Abs)v}

XXXV. The Deepest Divide — 107} 7} A=

A. Equality vs Liberty

AR, 5 BT F 7S A "ol SEehAl o

B.

Progress vs Tradition
R A, 2571E W 8-F oA E5] Fas)tt,

C. Cosmopolitanism vs Nationalism

RS ARA, ool EA S T AT

rot

o,

D. Expert Governance vs Populism

A2 e FQ. WS- FALb-r Yol Trump FAS AT}

E. Pluralism vs Social Cohesion

7V Fa% 2+ 5 ok ohREE o oA A A - w58 AAgdT
F. Urban Professional vs Rural/Small-town

AL2letA o & w9 7. ot YRloletr| et o ¥ cleavage®] FeFo|tt.

G. Multicultural vs Traditional National Identity

o 74, Q1F-olul- oA ARl e Mgt

1O QRN ) =

H. Different Class Coalitions
i

U4 A9, incomeTte 2= B ZE35}1 educatione EgHa]of gt}

I. Different Moral Worlds

BB 7Y, WAl EASAT Held A4S gAsict
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J. Identity > Policy

AR S A2 negative partisanship®?} social sorting®] SR gkt

XXXVI. Final Integrated Theory

A A5 gl ol2L shte] Fol ohet the 5% T

5RLHAY  CHE AeIBeE A QI D ZART}

4 3= HE-HHH HBEA UHEe EE2|33 YA

3 3xEA A 2HEz0| + ALE| 23 M 2pE 20| + FHRIZ RO
NS ChEA| + D31 + oIS HICHE + 52/012 + Z1/US
1 EHM CHi® TS 2H84 A2

o] ThAl Zo] M2 ZHEA o5ue] gl HAL WE. 1S o] TXo|A B5] FRsIh THL T A Alo] opiz
occupation + metropolitan residence + cultural network + information sources + institutional trust + social mobility +
globalization exposure® ¥st7] mj&o|ct. diploma dividets @t vl=to] 2 ASIAF B4 wIAYUSH FARE g
Qe

XXXVII. Future of the Two-Party System

T 10-209-& AH T Hof = educational polarization, multiracial working—class voting, Latino partisan fluidity, young
male/female divergence, secularization, immigration, Al and automation, housing affordability, inequality,
reindustrialization, China competition, tariffs, industrial policy, union revival %, climate—energy transition, media

fragmentation, suburbanization, racial intermarriage, religious change, generational replacement”} ZgHE T},

Scenario 1 — Si2| ¢33} 2|

4795023} sortingo] 4251 @A o] Zasir] At Aol ofgt RwEo] Zl ALHE Atale.

Scenario 2 — GOPZ} multiracial working-class party= g

Hispanic-Black-Asian H]0}&%¢] %7} o], Balxo 2 2041l uluel 474 841, L5} A5k AR-AgAa, 7]
Ao} AAEBZ O] BEo] Bazo|t 20249 A WSk o] 7HsALS HoF AT obd el A7 GOP Ago.
2 Aggct 2 2% gick

Scenario 3 — Democrats?} professional-class liberal party= 112t

college/graduate voters, metropolitan professionals, knowledge industries”} B S431d 4= 2t YL v = FHA}

w5} 72 gt
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Scenario 4 — Democrats?} multiracial working classE 3|=

affordability, housing, wages, healthcare, le5 23S S0 1l ESHEAOA W& thFd-S 51861 2|98 S REAESE
ST B Ths st

Scenario 5 — M|2& cleavage

Al, automation, housing, China, bioethics Z-2 M2 A7} 7|& F¢ES AHT &= ot
o] ehds] AAH R g2 FHolrt,

Am

3 Alsh 71 & 7AE of2] 9ot

3 regulated capitalism + redistribution + social insurance + labor. ¥3tg: lower—tax capitalism + deregulation +

property + increasingly economic nationalism.

REFL A18)d 987 AZARE agsts 431 2718 o Zxd FEGE AAPYAI ol e slo) Kol A =732 A
QFH A O1AT

MR e sl PEe} Alwe] G W FAR o gol Buk, FoIL A|le] AL AE-FEA ] A84E o
S
5. 257

WEFF2 autonomy} AAA 245, 532 noninterference®} constitutional libertyE A& 02 ©f 7Fx3gict,

6.5

Democrats — Fx24 ¥ A 7. Republicans — 5 7217} merit.

-~J

7. AMRIEM?
Democrats — diversity 4 rights—based order. Republicans — family, law, authority, nation& 3F order.
8. 0= HA4g?

Democrats — evolving multiracial civic republic. Republicans — historically continuous sovereign nation.

Democratic: EA]-18H2-5Q1-0]F W - Z-H 2 2], Republican: & -H|t]Z WQl-ui2] evangelical-veterans-exurban voters.

KOREABEST - The American Newspaper 30



0|2 0128}t 3314 Final Recommended Edition

1. A=dzle?

income class politics®l| education—cultural class politics7} F7}5] = W4 02 AQHE| 1 i),

15. 23tM|A 22 ottt 2712

FAINEFLAF7) AL AR RS AATA FFT BF o7t ek,

R

16. $33HE HOIL} M 2B
o154 A A A GBI o] SEANA AT QGARAL AR oA £l ot et

17. AR Y| Go| 28717

—

= o FastH doole ZAI ARG A go] M= getant. FubgAlgde] AT E v bt

19. ol 0| A2 o Ho| HsETh

el A g ©5lr] o] o} WFT2 segregation—era coalition®l| 4] multiracial civil-rights coalition®.2 & Q1% WIS

AT, FolFe FL Reagan?] free—market internationalismo| 4] Trump—era populist/economic nationalismC & & 4.
g p~ pop

ol'gd ¥i3t= At

20. A2 =2 oA AHTHE AV

o] working—class coalitions dutt FA|-A7AsH="F, F8hdo] white working—class S o4 HA3F multiracial
working—class coalition© 2 243t 4= Q=771 A FA o] = 7HsAJo] At

XXXIX. Final Synthesis

Democratic Party®} Republican Party®] S5-2 Tt A3 A o] ottt A2 ul=o| A 273
T A7HAR 7S QE TR AR T =7 A S o BA Y AQJ7ME B F A B
AE

ARl gt AEA ZR=AEL FEo|H.

chat % o] mEelehs AL A4 AbGalof Stk Qb tiel e thabAe] 9L, AAH R AR Ao|WA A
sgon FEAQ 4%, AAHACR BeAolWA Trumpo] HFH 07, BeH o Hado|dq BA27E A5
L §907 Sol titme EAT,
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Democratic Project Republican Project

Pluralistic civic nation Sovereign national community
egalitarian liberalism ordered liberty

regulated capitalism lower-tax capitalism

social insurance economic nationalism

expert governance strong border/security state
alliance-based internationalism increasingly populist governance

o AR, 25 A cleavage= A 57T b2 education — culture — geography — religion — race @] A gto]ct,
« B4, class politics= AFFE Zlo] oly gt income®| 4] education-occupation-culture7tA] 4= A ct,

« AR, GOP2] Trump transformation+ Reaganism®] T 7ol ofujth, ZF-FAF2] 9]0 T|A|-4td-=74 =7 5271 4
et

o YA, AFFL HEH 52 G4 multiracial + professional + labor hybrid coalition© & H]T},
« THAA, big government vs small government2 ot purpose of government”} & A&t B4 Eo|t},

o gAA Al FFSHE FZAtolE ofyt AUid A AAE o2 F7o AFRFCSR QlASH= social and affective

polarization®|t},

« AFA, 2147] B AE olsishe o L ARE “HHIt dnht Aok =77t opet “of @ nlRE wHE7] ¢l of |

A A4 Pel FEA-TAAL S AT Ao B AT oI,
A% & I S 3 APS TAHAW, 1 5] AR B2 A4S AGAAAA FABA 2
2314 AAD2o ulde] the A ZaAEs} EA .
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XL. Expanded Edition: Methodology, Evidence and
Analytical Architecture

Y7 A=, d¥dvY B2 9 FEC A=E et 5 A=l o9 272,

o4, g8y, o}, g 2-AA 27 Pew, ANES, validated—voter studies2} Census/BLS ZF=7} &
St T S A= o] e WEXR O] JAA Q1A oulE SfjAot= o] AMERTE AR FEots Aart IS wiEs Ada
T2, AH, ST 9] 2ol g HA HESIT

=4 ok 2AE LelF=7t Yol =2| Xoh= A

Party platform SA SH-SARRA TS A 2t

Elected officials O3 HYE We|EQ| HE U R B ME
Activists / donors st 2o atet 2t A3 Ake| oAl ASoh= Ot T
Ordinary voters Aol AtS| gt B ME HU AR M- HYR2o M
Election result AMERDL turnoute| At i S719| T olnt
Survey AZ0f oSt e B2 A HEo| M CiHE

S JHe] 0|7 ChRl

2 B IA 9] Two Americast AAohHs & I7He o1A] a1, tiabd A Ars| A ol = 7o) 7Fst 2|4 attractor J
£ ideal-type R&o|t}, o] REl2 E5] W&, TA|3 T, QE, 7HEAH, A, JEH | AR dAFE= TS AYocte
o] -85tk 1214 2026 Pew typology”Z} HolF5% AAHog MEAo|mA BolAog FrAQl Mok Abg|zog B4z

—
ol A FH| UK HA TS A oh= FE Aottt D BnR g FHA FET o FHgekA] gt W

&

il

|25 09.'4
)

e
Ku)

_1>~1
N

=
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4. Current-data rule: 2024 election2} 2025-2026 £x|7| 22| &2|

202493 A= Trumpe}t Harris7F AASH AA A A8 BojEot WA 2025-2026 A2+= Trump 27] FAHeE 119th
Congress, 12|31 October Term 2025 Supreme Court”} AA 2 ojH 27} HH-S AL XS HoZEth T 2AnE 4] 0H A
7eto) oju] AEshE A HolAL, W2 AR SAWMSE B SAR 242 Fo] Ak,

o 2024 GOP ZE2 tfF L 1, baseline tariffs, reciprocal trade, Buy American, ZAl, Y74 S4£E HAIS
2025 Executive Order 142572 IEEPA 52 A& reciprocal tariffsE AA PAFF o2 AT T PL. 119-212 ZA|
oF ARl 2 TS FAlo] MBI Z T CBO= Ala-@a°ld-Medicaid 5 o2 F&2E Fofl 712l nj2l= RHjass &
A3t o] Al @AE 247} platform — executive action — enacted law/distributional analysisgt= A2 th2 Z7|c}, W2lIWo]
[W10]

oRA7EA R 2025-2026 D docker BAA T SYA, AR, A, oWl PR D] T EoheAgo] o]
e} 414 constitutional governance BAE o[ HSE HolEeh, B2 A AAe] Pk ‘Sl BrksH ¢, ofd A=
2] AR o] Yo A7 H| LA E BAHGE, W1

5. S siA&ef et

= percentages= 54 £ARRE 2 0] A 59| A4 AP @O AR Y= B2 et A 4 O‘E} validated
voter At2= 27| H 1 TE AFRSH= ZAFR T turnoutS B Y24 35] i}‘i’l’é‘]-l]‘ﬂ', A9 voter file matching¥ 9 f-x]gk= ZHA|
SHAIZF At} Pew 2024 validated—voter study+= 8,942% 9] m]= A|9l A Q1S ZA}SET 2016-2024 32 turnout 7| =3} oA
ek, (wal

FF Akl et A7 S0 ohith. 5% PO
£ AATAE AR,

2]

A

ol
o

2] 7Fsde FARSHA oL, ofE #3224 270l B4 TR &
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2024-2026 Methodological Update: ANES 2024, Panel Design and Inference

ANES 2024 Time Series®] @A F/H2-2 2026 5¢ 19 #Ho|H, vote—validation HEZoL-2 2026 699 239 F7/HE L
T} pre—election completions= 5,521%, post—election re—interviewst= 4,964 0]t} fresh in-person, fresh web,
2016-2020-2024 panel®] A Eo] AgE| o] Q)1 B0 EgtHE 715271 © g afct, W17

ANES 2024 Time Series sample structure

2308
Il Pre-election
I Post-election
2000 A
1500 A
i}
C
9]
o
C
o
o
)
& 1000 A
500 -
0 .
Fresh in-person Fresh web 2016-20-24 panel
Figure 14. ANES 2024 Time Series sample structure
o] A4

= LAY A2 3 AR T 72| AR o] k. AR, pre/post election re—interview s 5l FH Q1 M7 o] = Zfo]E
T £ 9ok B4, 2016-2020-2024 panel2 5 SEALS] A7] HEE 5 FAT 4= oot mEtA Aol vl
= F o A= A2l 9] conversion, ATl A, differential turnout, A -GBS Halsfjof g}, (Wisl
H o8 ANESE st B3 o] oy 2} measurement framework 2 A8ttt thit o] PDFE ANES raw microdataS
I

2312 ko, FAH study design-codebook-panel structure@} |41 sh&EAS AdStet 24 microdata FAHAE AA]
2 of= “ANES-based literature” 2t HAS A A 75420 AAS 25| §oh

B1. @ education2 tt& diploma dummy?} OtH 7t

Zingher(2026)+= 2024 A Ao 4 W-&AA7F BA/non-BAYTO] oYz} XA educational attainment spectrum®]] A4 e T
31 B9k} Grossmann & Hopkins(2024)+ diploma divideE A oY=t A-E7F A1F], thgl, vjtjo], Jx] A Eet A

Azttt Volden, Wai & Wiseman(2025)-2 2] 8]o| A= elite—educated Republican®] H]Z-0] 277} stehgicta B aghc}, (A91]
[A92][A94]
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Elite-education share among Republican members of Congress

Il About 50 years ago
559 W Recent Congresses

60 A

50 A

40%

Attended elite institutions (%)

Republican representatives Republican senators

Figure 15. Elite-education share among Republican members of Congress

B2. Race2} education2 SA|0f| EO}0} 5= O] &

Barber & Pope(2024)= ZT realignment®] W-&H{ 7 £3] White electorateo| 4] ZFstrtal 3zt ¥EA 2026 PNAS
Nexus A% 2008-2024 Ato] zF Q1A YRJME W&o w2 ideological sorting®] AFThy R ugheh whzhA
“education replaces race” =, “race alone explains everything” . Z|UF2]A| g5}t [A93][A%6]

2024-2026 Scholarly Update: What the New Literature Changes

2024-2026 2L 71E Bl D m o] FAPA—w-8, B3} o1E elite sorting®] A2 AYRIt—2 tiA| &2 7F3kstA|ut # 7}
2 a5 WS aFet

At Sy A 2 2Lz = 3
Grossmann & Hopkins 2024, diploma lelde7f votersi® OfL|2} institutions, experts, educationg ©& demographic controlO| OfL|2} party-
Polarized by Degrees eliteset & system transformation2 2 |5
Barber & Pope 2024, Public 2|2 education realignment= £3] White electorate®M & race®t educations CHA|2HA| 7} OF interactionS2 2!
Opinion Quarterly = =]
Volden, Wai & Wiseman 2025 elite-educated Republicans in Congress2| 27| Zt4 knowledge-class divideZ mass public2te| &14t0| Ot
Schickler & Rodriguez 2026 1,0447Y state/national platform0|A| GOP2| higher- universitiesZt culture war2| Z1t7} OfL|2t party
education H|TH0| 7|2 o2 25} positioning?| &2
Zingher 2026 20249 WA= M| attainment spectrumOi| A 244 BA/non-BA O|2%S graduate-degree layer77t2| 22
PNAS Nexus 2026 race 7t ideological differencese Y& 24, education H|BHOI electorate= education sorting2| F&kH0| S0{Z
differencese 2t racial group IS0 A &l Itsd
o] 242 5o “Democrats became the educated party / Republicans became the working—class party” 2= 42 o
5] AYAA A-k o A2FsE 292 cross—class coalitions undergoing education—based cultural sorting®|ch: WS-
HAE L HZX A% 7]dtat 18 professional blocs @7 7AW, F8d-2 business conservatives®} noncollege/

rural working votersg &7 7t}
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XLI. Historical and Structural Dossiers: What - Why - Origin -
Base - Consequence - Exceptions - Trend
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1. Jeffersonian-Jacksonian A& 21X co| @2f=l B2l M E 1} S| HA

HHZ 20| / What

Aol e dubgH o] A=A Ay AAF X9, 11 H A H o= Jeffersonian anti—centralism}t Jacksonian democracy”}

A,

lt

r

I
p

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

27] gohRo] 94 A5 AT B AT FURR
A

o 2 A8, 74, A Wl F4 AR AfoloflA AR
th. Jackson At RIFE2 SF23 3 Sdof digh &4, %

Ab2]A 7|t/ Social Base

AR Wl FHl, EA] oI FH7NA|, AR SEdEH ] FAHS 7H Aol A713 FF Fa7t FHollH

z|-M|= A1}/ Political Consequence

wpba] ‘gl AR E FAHAH ARATGo|A = A& dix o s Bt dife] PH=T7HAISIRY | F2 New
Deal 0|50 EA 202 AL}t

of|2]2} YFZ / Exceptions

Jacksonian democracy®] 542 GA] P51 FH, oA, of -H]w el v ef F-E3ct @

Al RISl 25 4 it

i
e
1o
T
e
iy
>,
rEI
H,
Y
ow
o
oft

&2}l 2 M| / Current Trend

o] eHF WrAY EEE ol 21470 WA} TahE %@94 nEZo|Aq THE B2 ASAT metd 03 4
GAto] g e Aanch Px1atel Aol MR ASolAq & 1w} 9let.

Research trail: A1, A2, A3
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2. Republican Party2| 2t L=0f|2]| 2t free labore}t 22 55 Het

HHA 210| / What

185095 GOP= @3549] “H4” o] 8hz tholuho 2 offalr] ofel-& Hhesa] SHfrec labor-22 WA Ao & 573
o},

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

Kansas—Nebraska Act ©]% Whig %32} sectional crisis7} 71 GAAE sIAIAIL, oA Q] AF &3Fof dtdst= former

Whigs, Free Soilers, anti—slavery Democrats 5-°] A3 3t}

>

}2]& 7|dt / Social Base

74T, 295, free-labor ideologyE A A% SATS3}

ofN

LA o4 Al2le] s4lo]grt.

Hz|-A|=2 A3}/ Political Consequence

Lincoln A]7] &3F3-& Union HZ, ko4 H ], national banking, railroad @ EX| A2 5 Ast AdbAdH A& Aggict
o] AP “F o F=34F states rights” 2= 58S FrEeith

ol|l2|2} Y2 / Exceptions

RE 27] ool (154 BSFoAs oty Sint. koA S v, =]

o},

1o
ok
r [*]
>
r d
)
=2
fn)
%
jins
o2
Tlo
=
4z
2
o
l
et
o)

&2}l 2 M| / Current Trend

19417 GOP®] free labor’= 20417 F4L] free marketsh 5517 ek, AR wolie 5t 7154 S ool 53 4
A7 od el ofn)7h et

Research trail: A4, A5, A6
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3. Civil War®} Reconstruction: it 2

HHA 20| / What

H5AAT Reconstruction G2 A5 LT BAE A7 $ 4 718 Tot A 271" T sttt

Of

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

A & Republican—led Reconstruction 13-14-152F =439, Freedmen®] AlRlAY FHE, G FAR Ao L4
25 AT

ALE| 7|4t/ Social Base

G50 freedpeople, @5 white southern Republicans, 55 538 o] Reconstruction A%HE FA o, W2 i uiel
2Hlf 2l50] =9 A 2|grho] St

A2|-A| =2 A3t/ Political Consequence

1877 ©]% Reconstruction®] TE¢} Jim Crow AAlE E52] one-party Democratic orders %717+ IZA| L}, o] L2 =
20471 4t civil-rights realignment®] &% 0],

o[2{2t BF2 / Exceptions

BHo|AE AdEBFSo] gt 2= AlgHAo]9l1, 3332 Reconstruction commitment® A|7Fo] 2L} oFs At o] &
A 912 1860 ol 1t 2 FEAFSHH @57} drAggie).

&2 M| / Current Trend

2= equal protection, voting rights, federal enforcements =24 =72 Reconstruction amendments®] sf4-& &l 2| &
o, HAbA] ut x|t A o] Fut §12]= FLSHA] ¥

Research trail: A7, A8, A9
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4. Gilded Age: ZHZIZECt | -0I1Z- 227} Y LA

2 10| / What
Gilded AgeS ©4=3] “Republicans=business, Democrats=workers” &2 A sh= 712 F =)},

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

FA] BHE tariff, currency, Civil War memory® oFYa} Protestant—Catholic, native=born—immigrant, North-South2h=
ethnocultural cleavage®f 73sH7 =25},

Ab2]|A 7|Ht / Social Base

Republican = 55 AhAY, w2 Protestant T Union memoryE, Democrats®= Solid South®t XAl immigrant
Ely

z|-M|= A1}/ Political Consequence

o] Al nj=te] Atalgto] AAA BN 2 AAE R gr=rhs A At 95499 education—culture divide G A] £~
A=A F0o] ohd £} cleavagedts HolA x4 A o] Tt

0f|2]|2} HFZ / Exceptions
Qe A B FRAT wiffel B3 BAE 405 ofdlel 44 AR BRAAS AAEAE oAHc 2
4 it

342 ZA| / Current Trend

Ao o] Bo-F -2 sorting ©|& w 194]7] ethnocultural party system= 583 vl g oA, @ 59| Q154
& FELE FUAE = (k.

Research trail: A10, A11, A12
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5. Progressive Era: “2IEF0|=01FE0|2}= ATl 2F

HHZ 20| / What

Progressivism-> 2|78 RIFT 53 ogo] ofyzt ofd Wil A FARE 75250l it

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

AAsh EASH B4, B, 25450 et t-5- 2 2 civil service, antitrust, food and drug regulation, direct democracy 5
theFet 7 o] A7 5.

Ar8] 7|8tk / Social Base

ST reformers, W22, A7 =F-FUAH, T4 social reformers7t Fgoll 24 AU

Hz|-H =2 A3}/ Political Consequence

Theodore Roosevelt?} Republican progressives, Wilsonian Democrats =5 @ FA1=71e] 48 EdiS THEich whabA
S JAAA ] gu e S 1900d ) Zof g2 4AFS 4 gtk

o[2|2t BF2 / Exceptions

Progressive reformefli= RIFoHE ofy 2t AE750], EY A, =& At o154 wiA = ettt

2| =A| / Current Trend

A TIFFO] technocratic governance®t UXF ARZA Aol AT, AW 58Tl antitrust-Big Tech H|To
Progressive—era power—concentration =4 2] o] HE & o] LErY 4= QT

Research trail: A13, A14
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6. New Deal Realignment: SiCH AA|AY 10| 71 Q35 27|

HHZ 20| / What

New Deal& o] “HIFF=A}3]H -

l_r

5, SAG=AEAAET F S Te A AEel gl

)

#/H
e8> 71E A 9] H9/d& 53 Roosevelt FAH= Social Security, kg8, B84, 3844, 448& &
S AR ATS i

Ab2]|A 7|Ht / Social Base

EA] E A, oRIA, lem e, B 5] fEAe] ofF, ' WeloetE o124 New Deal coalition®] R1532 ATt

o] At AAA M EF oo} FH segregations s Aol IS W B ZHATE o] F civil rights7t o] Hag A F o

ool

o{|2|2} HE2 / Exceptions

Foteo] mE AE|REL ApkelA w45
A= ok S el it

22 olYm Eisenhower A|tolli= New Deal 4 Al o] At BHo| A=

rsk

2| =A| / Current Trend

L&Y Social Security®} Medicare?} GOP Z21Zo AL B thAt o2 PA &= Z1-2 New Deal/Great Society H|ko] “A =
oy i3 Jahg HojEo W

Research trail: A15, A16, A17
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(=)

7. Civil Rights Revolution: Q1G] CIOI= A1 MGt} o

o

ELX

HHZ 20| / What

ol 9] civil-rights liberalism-2 1940s-1960s2] %714 WSS ol b=t

el

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

B 59l F38A2 New Deal coalition ], k5 EA] liberalism, Truman—era civil-rights moves, 1948 convention
conflicts, Kennedy—Johnson A]7]¢] Civil Rights Act®} Voting Rights Act7} 2t

AT

91§}, HE AR liberals, L2 AR FAAWALS] 22]o] WFT oA civil-rights wing 78}

Az|-H| =2 A3}/ Political Consequence

G wle) pizere] o} Fahe BeAge] Aol 242 ATHT. Taitt Wik & A7olq SuE “swich™7 et
4] A7) sorting©] itk

of|2|2t BkZ / Exceptions

1964 Civil Rights Act®} 1965 Voting Rights Actoll+= 3-3H3d 2] ¢19] et A2 = I3t vIEe] AL S ddf gt = o
&= FHsA = < Ft

&2 M| / Current Trend

A W2 anti-discrimination®| 4 equity®} systemic inequality®] dojz2 AR 2 or  FIF2 colorblind

equality®} anti—preference ¥2]& ©f Fxghet,

Research trail: A18, A19, A20, A21
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8. Southern Realignment: “party switch”7} OfL|2} 0{2] A|Zt&Q| L&A

HHZ 20| / What

0] QG AH7E Fa 9912 ol Bt 2 Aol AT, B E -9

Jol

TR A G AT B2 SR v A] of 3t

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

civil rights, race, national party ideology, suburbanization, evangelical politics, ZAATH 7} B8 o1l FQlo] Z7|7F A

g},

fo

At8|A 714k / Social Base

olEAH o g HLA 9l white southerners®] ©]50] 5230, Kuziemko?t Washington& 1958-1980 A]7]2] WIS oekd]
A racial conservatism®] 7+t &S A At

Hz|-H =2 A3}/ Political Consequence

5=

a7
o

A

)

Aol A FE2Z] GOP o]0 oejet A ol A =7 HIEHA "B Qg7 g Fetg o]

ct.

L
o=
&

of|2]2} YFZ / Exceptions

rn

GHEA X7} race st =R A == 22 ottt ZA|, 1, national defense, party elite recruitment®} 2] A& e 54

%

K

342 ZA| / Current Trend

Deep South®] 743t &2t @3t Black Belt®] 9153 FE-2 JARA] 9F-29 271 Aol party geographyel &3l
Hoj&rh

Research trail: A22, A23, A24
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9. NixonOj|Aq] Reagan”tA|: law and order, Sunbelt, 2242} A| 22 49| fusion

HHA 20| / What

1968-19882 At H4qAgto] AL 9] n- A%/ 25k ol4

il
olt

o] b coalition® 2 AEet A]7] Sch

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

LAEQE, WA, Vietnam, tax revolt, stagflation, evangelical mobilization, anti—communism®] X< movement
infrastructure®} 2 ATt

ALE| 7|4t/ Social Base

Sunbelt, Ml 9], evangelical Christians, 7| 4- 1 AEZ, W G829} A7 ethnic working—class voters”} H2} 3-3ba}
At

A2|-A| =2 A3t/ Political Consequence

Reagan conservatism< lower taxes, deregulation, strong defense, social conservatism= 2 g3t “fusionism”= H& A4 2
FHo= TET

o[2{2t BF2 / Exceptions

Reagan YA H L Social Security BFE, A& &f, 47 FAEI XS AE3th AA 2| = & libertarian state?} ot
Ehi=g

&2 M| / Current Trend

Trump—era GOP+= o] 1gte] W -7 AX Q45 FASHHA free trade} corporate globalization®l] tigt =5 37| B}
Tt

Research trail: A25, A26, A27
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10. Clinton New Democrats: A|ZFzIS}4 23519} AL 23} liberalism2] 2]

2
19909 Rl 154 New Deal liberalism @75 7gstHA AG-AA-HH -T2 A FEHE A=

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

Reagan—-Bush Altie] A< mfjul], FR-we] §H2F A, globalization®t ZHEAA ] FAF o4 Democratic Leadership
CouncilZ} “Third Way” 7} J& &S At

At&|3 714t/ Social Base

EA a4 A e 2R 0] 7)E 7)ue] B WA AR FEL Hteli Aol glrt.

Az|-H| =2 A3}/ Political Consequence

NAFTA, welfare reform, 38541 deregulation®] Q¥ o]% Wz} YJRo|A HlBErT, 2010s ©1F party lefte} labor
wing®] ¥hr& 2530t

of|e|et ¥F2 / Exceptions

Clinton—era Democrats7} ©<=5] B3}t 212 oYt} abortion rights, diversity, civil rightsoll A= AFE&38H4 liberalismo©]
A% 7 et

&2l ZAM| / Current Trend

Al AFF9] “professional—class liberalism”™2 A Clinton—era coalition®|A] A|R-E 2F-S 5= QI AT, Biden—era industrial
policy®} k-5 33} rhetoric 1990 tff 23} Atdo] th=c},

Research trail: A28, A29
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11. George W. Bush®} 9/11: compassionate conservatism, evangelicalism,

neoconservatism

HHA 2}0] / What

Bush—era GOP+= A|AH 9} £ H 4> 7)ot

ik

SALA 7|9 / Historical Origin

3]

20008 AA°] compassionate conservatism< EZ]=7} |

2k
accountability& 9/11 ©]% national security7} =%

_‘|

=

g

AL3|A 7|t/ Social Base

evangelicals, Sunbelt, 7| G E 4=, FAHQPE 2| &F AR} 1.9

ol

Hz|-A| =2 A3}/ Political Consequence

o] A

=7}, democracy promotion2 At

A AW HEcth faith-based initiatives, tax cuts, education
$A=917F St

Irag War®} War on Terror= ©]% -3t R A neoconservative interventionismof] thet WHE-& 29F1 o= America

First®] B Z Stu7t fioh.

of|2|2} HEZ / Exceptions

Bush—era immigration reform A== 254

rgk

Al 2A| / Current Trend

32 e

o

Research trail: A30, A31
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12. ObamaZ®} Tea Party: C}QI= coalition, ACA, 12|11 anti-administrative backlash

HHZ 20| / What

Obama At W559] BwA]- 4 wotel thels A%t 7hAIstel S AIo] 23t Tea Party 48 A9}

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

9171, ACA, stimulus, A5 47974, WHE A R3h Wslr A1) TR,

ALE|2 7|4t/ Social Base

Obama coalition2 Black voters, Latinos, young voters, urban professionals?} thetE Ao A] 73313l, Tea Party+= older,
white, conservative activists®} small-government rhetoric-2 2 &34 ct.

Az|-H| =2 A3}/ Political Consequence

o8] %] 9] o]\ d4] sortingT} primary politics”} ZA8H5 11, F8t W)l A] establishmentol] gt ¥hzto] AJ43ict.

oj|2|9} BE2 / Exceptions

Tea PartyE <=5 fiscal conservatism@ 2R Hi= 712 HZESIth A5 race, nationalism, cultural threat®} anti-Obama
affect™ Q3 Q4988 HojZr},

42l A / Current Trend

MAGA+= Tea Party®] anti-establishment energyE Al AR {57 AR EH-=7HMEA Ao A of g Hafo g AT

o},

Research trail: A32, A33, A34
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13. Trump 12} MAGA: 33| Alg-23-5F9 2|48

HHZ 20| / What

Trump GOP®] 7] Al AI9keE 52 fASHAA o), 2o, Aele, Fro] et Qo2 uhrgict,

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

HItjZ wWQlo] &7]& Republican sorting, deindustrialization®] A 9# %2 immigration¥} cultural change®] Wgt &,
establishment distrust”} 2016 nomination =3l 2334t

At8|A 714k / Social Base

white noncollege voters7} A o] 2|9 20240 = Trump coalition®] B]EHQI H]F-0] 2016K t} ZHchHTt, Pewol] W2 white
noncollege= Trump voters®] 63%°1 4 20248 51%% 7431 nonwhite sharet= oF 20%7}%] Z7}3ict, WAl

Hz|-A|=2 A3}/ Political Consequence

o] L5 A1F rhetoric, tariff politics, America First foreign policy”t A4 545l Eofgtct.
ofl2|2} Y+Z / Exceptions
GOP7} AAH o &2 Legdo] H A2 oot Al FAIal-7 g Aot AR E5971 B Aol EAetet.

2| =A| / Current Trend

2024 GOP platform-2 baseline tariffs, mass deportation, Buy American, Social Security/Medicare 2 &E 3 2A] ¢tof Fol

M Z-& coalition logic2 54 s}g)ct, W2l

Research trail: A35, A36, A37
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14. Biden-era Democrats: post-neoliberal industrial policy@} S z|o| 22 =2

HHZ 20| / What

Biden At} W2 1990s free—trade centrism¥™} 28] infrastructure, semiconductors, clean—energy investment, supply—

chain resilience® 7+Z it}

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

nek
i)
fo
oX
o

Z=te]l A2 A, pandemic 53 524, Rust Belt politics, climate policyet labor coalitiong FA]o] ]
industrial policy 9] H&-& 7t

Ab2]A 7|t/ Social Base

AEZ - EA] PFAT-E 525 A union householdse} AR Y A 9-& thA] A5t & deFo| et

z|-M|= A1}/ Political Consequence

oFg B AT TFYS G AAT B S 2ok, 9RGL BETAARA T FATE, Trump GOPE
Al-S3ekell i 2] Akt 2745 o g,

of|2]2} YFZ / Exceptions

95 Yol & deficit, permitting, fossil fuels, trade 5ol ThaFet 7ol A3t

32} 2AM| / Current Trend

“neoliberalism ©]%" ] w]= 2G4 = F5F7F A2 Auiut /Hdst=rkint ofd 4
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Research trail: A38, A39
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15. 2025-2026 governing record: Trump-era economic nationalism2| | =3}

HHZ 20| / What

2025-2026-2 Trump Republicanismo] Z4#| Q1 1o]E dof A- A -APH o] A A2 ZA=Z o] 53 A7t

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

2024 EHE-2 tariffs, mass deportation, deregulation, tax cuts, energy expansione HAIHTE F Y ©]F reciprocal tariff
executive action¥} 2025 reconciliation lawe ©] & ARE AA] A2 o7 Hegyct, W2lwolwiol

AL8| % 7|8k / Social Base

2 =2]+= traditional business conservatism¥ working—class nationalism& FA|o] WA 7|H= 125 zt=t} G2 Alg
I} Al gk AR, B4 o R E A = FAte] 55] TRttt

A|-H =2 Z3t/ Political Consequence

o] Z3+-& “small government conservatism™ T2 AW 7] oFth AAFA L] Fa0t BA-2A- YRR Arleleto] st}

of|2|2} B2 / Exceptions

RE Fokg GAIt § AL AT DGR ATl FUh Sk & ohIch Pew typology®] Pragmatic
and Polite Right®} Unconventional Right= No Apologies Right 2t} o]2] o]frofl A o &5}t Wol

&2 ZAM| / Current Trend

%712 249 e FAEINE Y327k Folete B A Eo ope AR, AT, Au-F
s @7 His ol

Research trail: W2, W9, W10, W5
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16. Educational sorting: diploma divideZ} A|2& class cleavageZ} £l 0| &

HHZ 20| / What

2024 validated vote©l| Al college—degree voterss= Harris 57%—Trump 41%, noncollege voterss= Trump 56%—Harris 42%%]
t}. postgraduate voters= Harris 65%—Trump 33% % t}. W4

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

W82 AETo] ofyal occupation, metropolitan residence, professional networks, information sources, cultural liberalism,

institutional trust@} &2 Fch,

Ab2]A 7|t/ Social Base

Hz|-M= A1}/ Political Consequence

ar

ok
ol
2L

o

437 A o] @<= wealth redistribution @] credentialing, universities, expertise, cultural authorityS 3% 2%
Al St

of|2|et BHZ / Exceptions

Weats QEHE 59647 gl Pew 2024 A2 o)A Black voters:= -8 2Fo]7F 21 Hispanic voters®] W-83F%
White voters= c} zhek, (W3l

@2l 3| / Current Trend

w2bA] “Democrats=educated elites” 2= B2-& A X coalition M3b= E2FSHA| O, 2 A5 Z-Black votersgh= R34 7]
2 YAt A5 9L education?} incomeS SHE=0 2 §2|5h= Ao|t},

=

Research trail: A40, A41, W3, W4
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17. Urban-rural cleavage: 37+ §QIQ17}, 02 Al3| R 0| Q= tH4=017}

HHZ 20| / What

2024 validated vote©| A} urban voterst= Harris 65%—Trump 33%, rural voters:= Trump 69%—Harris 29% t}. W4

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

ATz, A E, 18 Q1 racial diversity, church attendance, homeownership, migration patterns?} 37+ 2 35
B A party geography”7h /45t

AL3|& 7|8t / Social Base

A AR} college towns:= TFF0], rural counties?} exurbs= Z3hdo] 75teh suburbse WHRZA 02 18+ inner
suburb®} outer exurb7} tF2t}.

A2|-A =2 Z3t/ Political Consequence

u]=+9] single-member districts®} Senate geography+ &3t sortings 9]4-thEA EA=

TUEE YFP4E AelH Bl wobd 4 rt.

olN
1
>,
™y
£
re
N
ofl
=]

7F Al

of|2]2} YFZ / Exceptions

“city vs countryside”= 23} AL Adsts HEYelo] ofUrh Al Y working—class ethnic neighborhoods, %%
minority communities, tHe}&EA] 5 of| €7} =},

&2}l 2 M| / Current Trend

remote work, housing costs, migration, Sun Belt metropolitan growth®= ©] cleavage] AAE A& HSFAZ 4= Q.

Research trail: A42, A43, Ad4d, W4
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18. Race x class x education: H|EHQl SHA}Z 5ILIC| Democratic blocR2 = = ¢

o
a0

HHA 2}0] / What

20249°f Black voterss= Harris 83%—Trump 15%% A9t Hispanic2 51%-48%, Asian<= 57%—-40%%tt. Hispanic-Asian
Trump vote= 2020t} Z7Fgict, (WAl

A 7|9 / Historical Origin

u]=+9] racial politicst= civil-rights historyE FH 22 WX|T, ZF Z9] immigration history, religion, national origin, class
location, generation©] oj-¢- TFEC},

At8|A 714k / Social Base

Black voterst= o175] WIFH2] 7P ety A Q1 s S-o| 2|, Hispanicyt Asian coalitions® A 9-&41=-F0- A AHZ ¢ F
B4 o]t}

Hz|-H =2 3}/ Political Consequence

Democrats”} demographic destinyE 7Hg5t4 1}t Republicans?t T4 assimilationTro 2 v[WQl 2|21 & St 4= Qlrtal B
= A2 25 st - A4 turnouto] T a5t

o|2|2} B2 / Exceptions

2024 ¥Wste] A BEEL individual conversion®t} differential turnoutoll Al WAt Pew panel analysiss= Hispanic¥t
Black ¥ 3}o] & turnout composition?] 5 84S 743t WAl

812 M| / Current Trend

718 02 “race vs class”7F oFH 2} race®} class/education®] w7t o] H 7HzAdo] ot Oy 591 A9 EESE o

AFA group-linked fatet A% 525t}

Research trail: A45, A46, A47, W4
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19. Religion, gender and family: 23442 siL}Q| BE4-ZIE 20201 2 4 U= 0|

HHA 210| / What

2023-24 Pew Religious Landscape Study©ll4] evangelical Protestants®t LDSE= 3-8hd AdFo] 7301, historically Black
Protestants, Jewish Americans, atheists®} agnosticst= F155 A gFo] 73t} [Wal

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

religious sorting-= abortion, school prayer, sexuality, civil rights, party elite cues”} =4 W3t AgstA A Ashsict,

AL8| % 7|8k / Social Base

White evangelical Protestantsi= GOP S 0] 2|5t Black Protestantsi= Democratic S§4le]tt, m2kA “religious vs secular” o}

U 4] gt

z|-M|= A1}/ Political Consequence

VS AR A B AL F WA 2, equal protection, parental authority, bodily autonomy”} S-=d8F= constitutional
issues7} Ett,

of|2]2} YFZ / Exceptions

2026 Pew typology®] Order and Opportunity Lefti= Democratic-oriented®]HA| photo voter ID, 52 gender views®] &
Hof| A o Fx2 o]t} B2 Unconventional Right®= abortion S|4 o2 $Lupd ot 745}, Wol

&2}l 2 M| / Current Trend

young men¥} young women2] 0], secularization, fertility decline©] 7]& F1 ]9} |22 gender politicsE AEA|7] 1L
011;].
AAN .

Research trail: A48, A49, A50, W5, W8
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20. Knowledge class, business and labor: 21A|7| cross-class coalition?] =

HHZ 20| / What

AL 7|9 / Historical Origin

W5 sorting, AFGFZ B}, A 2444, 529 25|, E3ol77t 71& income cleavages W AFF L.

Ar8]# 7|8tk / Social Base

Pew 20244 lower—income votersi= Democratic 58%—Republican 36%, union memberst= 59%-39% Democratic®| Z|
homeowners 51%-45% Republican, veteranst= 63%-35% Republican©] g1t} Vel

Hz|-H =2 A3}/ Political Consequence

“Democrats=elite, Republicans=working class” ®+= ¥t g4 2% E¢hdsich. & &2 42 A2 &8 45535 2545
S AgFst cross—class coalition®]t}.

ojl2|et BH=2 / Exceptions

719X AdE 2 T2 technology, media, law, finance, energy, manufacturing, defenset= 4293} 7 G519
o] 45 4= 911 donation dataTte 2 HA =53 F 23 4 it

o,
N
o
o

32} 2AM| / Current Trend

BLSof]| @2 union membership rater= 2025¢ 10.0%= 19834 20.1%XEt}t Wt 224 k5 9] {1 Ao S50t X
Y& o H5] Wil dijH o g 5 oln, ofF BE A2 keAte] 4 A T89S IA Azt W12

Research trail: A51, A52, W6, W12
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XLIIl. Empirical Coalition Atlas: 127l2| 4Z 2E2} Sl

AP ZHAE AZske Aolth. AR ThE 2AbAE £X1E A4 FAsHA gpom,
7} 399] EAH9 R W91 BAe] YATITE SRl Folt Q1] Yot S wo] oljet Wet BiE
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Figure 1. 2024 validated presidential vote by education

2024 validated presidential vote by education
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Pew Research Center, validated voters, 2025 report. [W4]

44

College degree ©]/d=> Harris 57%—Trump 41%, noncollege votersi= Trump 56%—Harris 42%, postgraduate= Harris
65%—Trump 33%9Itt. o] diploma divide?} @<= FAH Q1 of Zo] o} g} A A validated voteo A= FH S HojErt 1
2} W-E2Fo]+= White votersol| Al 53] 211 Black votersell A= 2]u] 9l 2ol 7k A 2] §igict.
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Figure 2. 2024 validated vote by race and ethnicity

2024 validated presidential vote by race and ethnicity
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Pew Research Center, validated voters. [W4]
3
White voterst= Trump 55%, Black voters:= Harris 83%, Hispanic voterst= 7 9] «#5-(51-48), Asian votersi= Harris 57% %,

o 7P Sact Heks vuQl o] At £ Z2o)7] gttt Holth. 53] Hispanic¥ Asian votersoflA 2020 tjH]
Republican vote share7} 4534t

9t W o] IS AT B HAZ T A AFAAL ST Uk BRAA A FE5HA ccological fallacy7t
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Figure 3. Urban-suburban-rural divide

2024 validated presidential vote by community type
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Figure 4. Gender gap and men under 50

2024 validated presidential vote by gender
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Pew Research Center. [W4]
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2024°f men-2 Trump 55%, women< Harris Z©] 94311 men under 502 AHAA} 53t young men®] ¢4 3let= &
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Figure 5. Religion and presidential vote

2024 validated presidential vote by religion/attendance
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Pew Research Center. [W4]

A
White evangelical Protestants®} monthly+ attenderst= Trump®ll 7333 unaffiliated voterst= Harrisol] Z3ict. Catholic
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Figure 6. Income, union, housing and veteran status

Party identification among selected social/economic groups (2024)
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Pew Research Center, party identification 1994-2023 analysis. [W6]
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lower—income®} union memberst= Democratic, homeowners®} veteranst= Republican W3O 2 7]-23]t}. upper—income
voters. Democratic 53%—Republican 46% 2 WEFL AERFO 2 class politicsS A 3d}7] o2& Hoj&}
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Figure 7. Religious identity and party affiliation

Party affiliation by religious identity (Pew RLS 2023-24)
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Pew Religious Landscape Study 2023-24. [W8]
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2023-24 Religious Landscape Study+ evangelical Protestants@} LDSe] GOP A3, historically Black Protestants®} secular
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Figure 8. Partisan media ecosystems

Regular news source use by party, 2025
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Fox News CNN NBC ABC MSNBC NPR NYT Joe Rogan
Pew Research Center, 2025 News Media Tracker. [W7]
a4
Republican regular news uset= Fox News®]| t]-¢ &=+ WA Democratic uset= CNN, broadcast networks, MSNBC,
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Figure 9. O o A2H0]| f Z2|51=7}: July 2026 snapshot

Which party Americans say they agree with more, July 2026
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Pew Research Center, July 6-12, 2026 survey. [W13]
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20261 7¥€oll= crimed} immigration©| 4l GOPZ}, healthcare®} climateoll Al Democrats7} A& o2 =2 715 Qi
economy®} foreign policyt= 719] & o]t} AldA+= 51%7F neither party2tal BT}, ©]+= party brand advantage”} ©]4F
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Figure 10. 2026 Political Typology

Pew 2026 political typology: share of U.S. adults

Leftward Progressives
Loyal Liberals

Left-Out Left

Order & Opportunity Left
Tuned-Out Middle
Pragmatic & Polite Right
Unconventional Right

Faith First Conservatives

No Apologies Right

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5
Percent

Pew Research Center, 2026 typology. [W5]

34y

Pew+ 10,3577 307] 7FA]E&S =31 cluster analysis®2 97] & 3
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Figure 11. Negative partisanship

Negative feelings toward the opposing party, 2025

I Democrats toward GOP
[ Republicans toward Democrats
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60 A
-t
C
[0}
o
[0}
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20 1

0 -

Frustrated by other party Angry at other party
Pew Research Center, 2025 party feelings. [W14]

44

2025 ZAto Al Democrats®] 89%7F GOP frustration, Republicans®] 86%7} Democrats®] frustrations =72 ™ anger™
FZo A E3koh A A AT digh FHAATe 2 At FutAd-S Agstr] ol fHot= SA

gt B o] IPL FH B BolFTh & A FYA

H il g A Hatoll A A3 FE5HH ecological fallacy7t ¥
o A=t Moh= ., turnout, EETY, oreh o] A W 2

KeX
=
2 5 9lon 9 Uelos BsH gt
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Figure 12. Trump coalition?] Q1= -stad 1/ Bi5}

Composition of Trump coalition, 2016-2024

—8— White noncollege share of Trump voters
—&— Nonwhite share of Trump voters

60

50 A1

40 A

30 A

Share of Trump voters (%)

20 A1

10 -

2016 2020 2024
Pew Research Center, 2024 coalition profile. [W4]

34y

Trump coalition®] 4] white noncollege voterse] -3 H]+= 2016 63%°N A 2024 51%2 o AL nonwhite sharet= tf2F 5 uj
7} =t o] A2 GOPZF ¢4 35] multiracial working—class party”Z} H i th= 5=o] ofyzgt, 20169] Aol 12 1A =] o]
UA] Frh= Kol

9t WH: o] TS Y9 BFE HolFeh & A APHES Y A BN 2% 251 ecological fallacy7t B
of. A7 Wshs 4, wnour, BRI, o480l §] M@ AT 4 9002 Tl 19102 $IsH efsrh
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XLII. Policy and Governing Record Dossiers, 2025-2026

KOREABEST - The American Newspaper
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1. ZM-24d

oX

Tpo| AHTHE MM

F

1ok

W] A FHE52 progressive taxation, tax credits, social investment©] 1l 3} 2] FA%2 lower marginal/business
taxes?} 2017 tax architecture®] A&Folct, 121} GOP2] no—tax—on—tips &= worker—targeted tax populism-2 %52
supply—side®} A 22 Gz A o] & A7t

A 2tze} A =2 2f0|

P.L. 119-21& AlZ%¥ oYz} Medicaid 5 o|FEZ2 3o JgFS njx]Bg “ZAH” sfuaq H2= A2 E585t}
CBO<= taxes/cash transfers, Medicaid G- in—kind transfers, state fiscal responses& &2|all 772

bOI'
_\3
il
>
@
Ko

o] B4 A, Y olde] 14, thEwe] BB, uraAdte] A5 S A2 FANSA gt E5k AR B3} 2
S TR of @ o] 54 FAL FFITHE AL 1 A0 GNE AF T YFFHA Prt

Evidence notes: W9
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Democratic officialst= collective bargaining, NLRB enforcement, prevailing wage, higher minimum wage®] 4ti& =2 ¢35
Zo]t}, Republicans right-to—work, employer flexibility, 7AH]-&2 o 7Fx3tct,
A =9} A =2 2|0

I3 2025 BLS union membership rateZ} 10.0%2H= AHE-2 organized labor7F A A = 5A1%-S ESHA] L2 HolFL},
FAlef union members®] Democratic affiliatione o] A3] 735l “wx 9] A E =5 A X ~AH T ofYrc}.

Aol B4 g, Y olde] 1, el BB, LuraAdte] A5 S A2 FAASA ghch E3k AR B3} 2
8 TR o H o] B P TP AL T 0] GE A0 YA ererh

Evidence notes: W6, W12
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(0]
o
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o
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o
>3

o | o
Adie] 71 2 W3et 5 shbe= GOPZF Reagan—era free trade@t A& Foh= Holtt, 2024 platform2 baseline tariffs,
reciprocal trade, China MFN &3], Buy American2 HAI AL 2025 EO 142572 reciprocal tariffS A4 4ho 2 ALSJL,
A 2tz et A=A o|n|

Democrats®. CHIPS/clean—energy/Buy American Al industrial policyS %3l laissez—faireo|A] BoFct, xfol= =77
o] ZZ)Hr} climate, labor conditions, allies, tariffs®] v]Z1} &£ Zgtof 9t}

2a4te| 20|
Aol 34 4, W olge] B, thER ] WA, Qg ARS] TS A SN oheth Be 4] 27 A
e TR oW go] 54 FAE FTTHE AL T A0 G AFO R PE5HH ot

Evidence notes: W2, W10
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Democratss= ACA, Medicaid, drug—price negotiation, expanded creditsE 53l social insuranceE W ol&&= o] st
Republicans®= Medicare/Social SecurityS 341422 H §5HHA Medicaid/SNAP eligibility 2} A|%&78 A -choiceE o 723

% gk,

A 2tze} A =2 2f0|

BH2AAALE leadership-voter gape] & Hoftl Republican working—class voters?} program benefitsS A A& 4= 1,

Democratic affluent professionals’} -2 A& 25 FA5H A A5h= AL oyt

244p0| Fo|
o] 34 4, A olge] B, BEF ] AR, Qg ARS] HEE A= FAASHA) oheth B 4] BA7 A
g FEIT) of W o] B4 AAE FHTTHE AL 1 A0 GE 45O PEEA rt

Evidence notes: W2, W9
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5.012-=3
Mo AThy Yuas

Democrats+= legal immigration, DACA, pathway®} asylum protection= A& =2 ZFZ AT 2024 platformof+= border
security®} deterrencee Z3FITE Republicans™= mass removal, detention, border/military enforcement, merit—based legal

immigrationg © 7FX3het,

A 2tze} A =2 2f0|

2026 typology+= Democratic—oriented Order and Opportunity Left”} border security®} photo IDOA] 2] activist leftE ot
G HeAel s Hele HolEtt whatA elite rhetoricE BE Democratic votersol| Al E£AFSHH oF .

244p0| Fo|
o] 34 4, A olge] B, BEF ] AR, Qg ARS] HEE A= FAASHA) oheth B 4] BA7 A
g FEIT) of W o] B4 AAE FHTTHE AL 1 A0 GE 45O PEEA rt

Evidence notes: W1, W2, W5
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Mo AThy Yuas

Democratic coalition-> gun regulation®} criminal—justice reform®]] B 9-& 2 o]l Republican coalition< police authority,

sentencing, Second AmendmentS o 7FZ 3},

A 2tze} A =2 2f|

2026 Pewo©l| A crime policy®ll tht party agreement= GOP 43%, Democratic 29%2 2}o]7} QAT o] A& EA A2 o] Y
T4 A 3+7F oty 2t respondents®] party—policy agreement =7 o]t}

Evidence notes: W13
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7. 1KLY St-credential politics

FE9 Htif=

-|-

Az

F

J...
1ok

Democrats+= public schools, teachers unions, higher—education access®} anti—discrimination= ¢ 7+Z35}3l Republicans+=

school choice, parental authority, curriculum control, accreditation/university reform-= 73ttt

A 2tze} A =2 2f|

W50l policy arenaql EAl°l party cleavage®] At3|aha] 7]gto] m|Qlct= Ho] Fasitt, g2 o w8 7]3o] oyt
professional—class reproduction} cultural authority®] A}4 © 2 22| s}= o},

Evidence notes: W3, W4
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8. 7|=-oflH 2]

Mol Ay Y

F

1ok

Democrats+= climate mitigation, clean—energy investment, regulations © Z=Z9o=2 ALE3tt}, Republicanse oil/gas

expansion, regulatory rollback, energy cost®} reliabilityE T 7F25HHA A nuclearofl= vl w2 &=# o|c},

A 2tze} A =2 2f|

2026 Pewol|4&= climate/environment policy®l4] Democratic Party agreement’t GOPEC} 143EQ1E =9Ft} o]& issue
ownership®] g @Ho|z] LE 7| oA dof thet 5 &l & So1A] b=

2a4te| 20|
Aol B4 g, Y olde] 1, el BB, LuraAdte] A5 S A2 FAASA ghch E3k AR B3} 2
8 TR o H o] B P TP AL T 0] GE A0 YA ererh

Evidence notes: W13
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9. Al‘Big Tech- A EH

2

Mo AThy Yuas

AlE= oF2] ATZQ e Aol HAEA &2 Fooltt. Democratic policymakerst= safety, discrimination, labor

1! Republicans+= innovation, national competition, anti—censorship, ideological

30,

—
displacement, competitionS =& 4

ol i) a
bias& =& 4= 3l

A 2tze} A =2 2f0|

2026 Pewoll A 51%7} Al policyoll tlal neither party2t ©et AL Gt issue ownershipo] ¢Fslth= & 2 # ). Big

Tech antitrust®= ¥ 25 B4 ZEA] T ZH2F market concentration™} speech/platform powerE th2 A 245}t

244p0| Fo|
o] 34 4, A olge] B, BEF ] AR, Qg ARS] HEE A= FAASHA) oheth B 4] BA7 A
g FEIT) of W o] B4 AAE FHTTHE AL 1 A0 GE 45O PEEA rt

Evidence notes: W13
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10. MAA| = -O1FF0|

g9 duid ¥

2
12
Job

Democrats+= access, early/mail voting, automatic registration, Voting Rights ActE 7F%3F1 Republicans= voter 1D,

citizenship verification, paper ballots, same—day voting rules 5 integrity architecture®d 733},

A 2tze} A =2 2f|

2026 typologyoll4l Democratic—oriented Order and Opportunity Left®] 84%7} photo IDE A|A|$t At#l+&= voter—level
heterogeneity & B oleth. AAT2-2 & leadership®] 478 ARE-FA=ES] Ao 7} 2h of = Eofrt,

Evidence notes: W5
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At et

3k DNC/RNCZ}F oFY#}t candidate committees, congressional committees, state/local parties, PACs2} donor
networks7} A A ef At}

A 2tze} A =2 2f|

FECol| k2™ 2025-2026 cycle®] 2026 39¥ 31¥47}4] party committees= & 2F $1.12 billiong 2F3 3, Democratic
party committees 2F $540.1m, Republican party committees 2F $574.0m®]it}. o] £2]&= A2 o] AHAFRE HojF2]
Tt donor ideologytt 82t A2 5 213 A4 6hA] ¢h=th

£44o| Fof
o] B4 A, Y olde] 14, thEwe] BB, uraAdte] A5 S A2 FANSA gt E5k AR B3} 2
e TR oW ol 54 P FAPTH AL 1 Ao AvkE B0 YFFHA sheth

Evidence notes: W15
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12, HHEZIIQ} CHEH A

Hgo| A

F

Ja

B

1ok

Democratsi= regulatory/independent agenciesE &J=A sf2e] HAHETZ HE Aol Zotal, contemporary

Republicans® career bureaucracy®} independent regulatory authorityl] o 3] 2] o]ct,

A 2tze} A =2 2f|

I¥y Fshgo] “=7F A" E oFstA|7]8 ghobal WolH FA&stet. border, tariffs, executive control, national-security
state| A= 72t S P AL A5 4= Qlrt. 2026 Supreme Court docket®] independent—agency removal cases= ©] 45

o] AA| separation—of-powers EA| Y-S H o},

o] B4 A, Y olde] 14, thEwe] BB, uraAdte] A5 S A2 FANSA gt E5k AR B3} 2
S TR of @ o] 54 FAL FFITHE AL 1 A0 GNE AF T YFFHA Prt

Evidence notes: W11
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XLIV. Constitution, Supreme Court and the Administrative
State

i R B S
Astal s A Q1A o Tt thorst stuts Tt living constitutionalism A 1be] T doctrine©] o2} precedent,
evolving social meaning, broad constitutional principles& ZF&35h= o8] A ELSIc}, st PH=ES Ao 745 o] the
proxy2 FF5H AA| B4 9] doctrinal complexityS 1=t}
Al Fobge] WA dmEtoE  Federalist Society AI€2] conservative legal movement, originalist scholarship,
administrative—state skepticism®] 85 932 sigttt. W5 oA civil-rights litigation, reproductive rights, labor/

environment regulation, voting rightsg SAIoH= legal networks7F WAt 0|52 E5% decades—long institutional
development®] ZAx}t}, [AC0IAGT]
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2. October Term 2025& S3ll 2 32| A =LS

Supreme Court®] October Term 2025 docketolli= West Virginia v. B.P.]J., National Republican Senatorial Committee v.
FEC, Trump v. Cook, Trump v. Slaughter 5 AJHA 2 AAZ}Z, independent agencies®t 5 2] removal powerof A4 =]
£ AES] et MY 2026 69 o] AHAE 7h2d] of 2] Ao A whghg Wigict Wi

ol AT At FadL VN Y ST H 571 o| V|o] HF A dE Zertel Aok AW dEEE dE
S
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3. Rights collision matrix

Democratic-side emphasis Republican-side emphasis A A

Abortion bodily autonomy / reproductive liberty
Gun regulation public safety

Religion/LGBT equal treatment

Voting access / anti-discrimination
Administrative regulatory capacity

state

Speech/platforms harms / misinformation / equality

concerns

o
:I:'4
|m
nN JE

0]
Jo]rt.

%
iy}
rr

KOREABEST - The American Newspaper

fetal life / state regulatory power

Second Amendment individual right
free exercise / conscience
integrity / eligibility controls

presidential control / nondelegation
concerns

viewpoint freedom / anti-censorship

Olw

substantive liberty, state police
power

text/history, regulatory scope
anti-discrimination vs exemption
federalism, VRA, election clauses

separation of powers

state action, platform regulation

AL FEol “de"E AA AU Hidish= Aol izt Fe] FEoM A= ohE A =7t ge 44
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2026 Supreme Court Case-Law Dossiers: Doctrine, Votes and Institutional
Consequences

71E W2 S AAshs el HERH o714 = 2026 F8 TS question — holding — vote — doctrine —
institutional consequence®] 2102 Hejetet, WA F2|2 G5 Aoty ol Z9o] WAdsto] "o’ 1 HriehA] ¢

o

D1. National Republican Senatorial Committee v. FEC (2026)

Holding: FECA®] -5 B coordinated expenditure limitst= First Amendment& ¢4ttt Court= 20013 Colorado 119]
HEE FHA AL, contribution limits-earmarking rules-disclosure”} corruption/circumventions thF= g AgHA Q1 f=tol=t
I Hktt AL 6-30]30tt. A=A 2u|E= national party committees@t FHFHH Q1 Ato] 2] coordination capacity”7} ZFHH
tHe Fojt. w2l

D2. Trump v. Slaughter (2026)

Holding: FTC commissioner®] statutory for—cause removal protection-= separation of powers®]| $J8j€t}. Court= 5
o] executive powers PASH= 19 FEYLS EAT 4= qlojof gttt Article 11 =25 738191 © ¥, Humphrey's Executor2]
FTC 5384 Ro 5 AMA #713eh 822 6-30]31th. ©o]= “administrative state” =& 544 ol'go] ot} ti & &4
9} agency independence?] A=A B4 2 wHEct, W22l

D3. Trump v. Cook (2026)

= =

o] AH2 Federal Reserve Governor®| removalS E#4 emergency/interim dispute G t}. Court= #F factual meritsE
A5tA] O HA T Federal ReserveZl A 02 =7 7]#o] 1l Governors®] for—cause protection®] Article [19} FHE 4=
= H& et wetbA SlaughterE “RE independent agency H3.9] AW H2]”& 9] oW wlgto|ct, W23l

¥0 ok

D4. West Virginia v. B. P. J. (2026)

Court= West Virginia®} Idaho7}t oAd-ofob AL = eligibilityE biological sexoll &A s & 4= uotal gyl Title IX Y
Equal Protection challengeE HrolE0]2] Sttt o212 sex—based athletics classificationg intermediate scrutiny ©F2f
HAEtt o] ®A-L transgender politics”} W24 -4} civil-rights law-state police power-constitutional equality”} THt=
23 AE HojEot, Wl

NRSC v. FEC 6-3, reversed First Amendment / campaign finance party organization and candidate coordination
Trump v. Slaughter 6-3, reversed Article Il / removal power presidential control of regulatory state

Trump v. Cook interim ruling Fed independence / removal for cause limits and exceptions to unitary executive logic
West Virginia v. B.P.J. 6-3 core majority structure Title IX / Equal Protection gender policy and federalism

XLV. Foreign Policy Faction Map

Qu A A FTF 2ol = AR Bt g P Aot T3t WH 9] Reagan internationalists, hawks, America First,
restraint—oriented conservatives®t T15E W59 liberal internationalists, progressive internationalists, restraint left7} A2
W AR
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Democratic liberal internationalists NATO/alliances 25t A|Z]  AZ|+A|SHE AL SWH de-risking rules-based order
Democratic progressives/restraint =Yy APHY 39| labor/climate 2% human security / restraint
Republican Reagan internationalists 4o 5Y A5t military primacy  free/fair trade {1 & peace through strength
Republican America First HefA-2HE AR SAl tariffs / sovereignty direct national interest
Republican restraint SY 2e=A overextension B|T+ economic nationalism g strategic prioritization
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China, Russia/Ukraine, NATO, Israel, Iran

ChinadlAl+= 4 % AHFAAS JASI= FFoer AT k2 tr2c}t, Democratic mainstream-= allies, export
controls, targeted industrial policyE © 7FZ&38Fil Trump-era Republicansi= broad tariffs, manufacturing nationalism,
bilateral leverageE © AF&0=2 ARESItE walA| China policys= bipartisan hawkishness#t= 585229t instrument

choice®] zto] 7} FAlof] EA g

Ukraine/NATO®9| A= Democratic mainstream®]| alliance solidarity®} 7|2 €S ©f tHx o2 2]A|5kal, Republican
coalition> Reagan—style hawks®} America First AF0]9] WA 2}7} At} Pew typologyoll 1% No Apologies Right= t}2
S 3} AT NATO 8] 81|29l 432 Helch, Ws)

Israel¥ Middle EastolAl+= 2] SAA pro-Israel consensus?} £A5FA g Tl W H A A] A|t-progressive divideZ} #
A}, Irano] tisAE= 7] ARl R0 540l 9lol= diplomacy, sanctions, use of force®] Zgol| A 2}o]7} it
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Regional Foreign Policy Dossiers: China, NATO/Ukraine, Israel/Middle East, Iran/North
Korea

o= QWAL “Democrats=globalists, Republicans=isolationists”® AW& & itk E4T9= party mainstream¥}
factiong E2|djoF 5}, China-Ukraine/NATO-Israel/Middle East-Iran-Taiwan/North Korea®= A2 t}h2 coalition2 =
c}.

E1. China and Taiwan

AR ko] T2t} Democratic mainstream- 3%, export controls,
semiconductor/industrial policyE ZA&ot= o] Zstil Republican coalition  tariffs, reshoring, hard—power
deterrence®} economic nationalism& © Z=240=2 A3t Trump-era GOP2| 5= 22 Reagan? free trade®} §H 9]
thac}, Wilwalwiol

E2. Ukraine and NATO

Democratic mainstream< NATO alliance solidarity®} Ukraine A do] A& o2 otAAoltt, Republicanst= Reagan
internationalists/foreign—policy hawks®} America First-restraint—oriented factions Ate]9] £go] ¢ At} watd GOPE
“isolationist” 2 g 5}7] Bt} alliance skepticism + unilateral military strength + burden—sharing demands®] 32 F-&23]|
of st} Ws)

E3. Israel, Gaza and the broader Middle East
FF F7 BF Tsraelho] QERIAAE FAISHARE Q1o A= Alth- A 2o} Arab/Muslim constituencies® 422 AL

o-ef| Aekel - FARA Y 2o tigh WiF=Ae] o Atk FetgolA= o] Agtdd evangelical, national-security
hawks, America First7} A2 T2 =] 2 Israel supports 23t}

E4. Iran, North Korea and restraint

Iran-North Korea®l| A& S)&8Hit oA 31 2| R T} sanctions, diplomacy, military coercion, alliance coordination®] Zg+o]
2ol 8 ghEL, TIETO] progressive restraint@} 3312 America First restraints 25 AR oAU 4= Q|9 <A
7|7 E - Qld e et doh2 thEr

XLVI. Media, Information and Affective Polarization

1. H|CH A 7 & SEfA

R sk
=
o

Rl

R

i)

)

Pew 2025 ZAtoll A4 Republicans®] 57%7} Fox NewsE regular source® A& o™ th2 F£9Q sourcex 2z}
Democratss= CNN 48%, NBC 47%, ABC 46%, CBS 39%, MSNBC 33%, NPR 32%, AP 31%, PBS 31%, NYT 29%
source]] EAIT. o] zfo]i= “2H97t F AT F£9] echo chambere]l YTt & T A R A-S A g, W)

i)

2. Negative partisanship2| A}s|A =1}

2025 PewollAl el frustrations L7]= HlEE FE BT 80%E WU angerk "¢ =
polarization< issue disagreementS A+3]4 dislike® FAZFSICE A 2|8t A= party identity7} Q&%
P
=

AR
- Z 029 -8 identity 2}
AEdes S &t A AL ot =t ARl o2 o2 AP o 2 QIAISH ] 4Ktk A Y

e}, [W14][A5S]
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3. misinformation2} selective exposure

AESA o] BAE “SHE-L misinformation, TFE £ truth’2 A2 sjA]= ¢F =t A3 -EL oW petwork structure”} &
AP EE LA 7| =71, party elite cues7t AEE o BA v =7t A4 LEo] BlE33tE duidt U st=712 LRofof
2t} A2 THE media systems7} S THE AR BE AH[Z7F H A H bubbled] thE 2 FYsHA] 2t
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XLVII. Party Organizations, Donors, PACs and Interest
Groups

o= Al FHAPH G0 Fx 27 2} national committees, congressional campaign committees, state parties,
candidate—centered organizations, PACs, Super PACs, unions, advocacy groups, think tanks, media entrepreneurs”} =gt
networks P43t} Bawn 52 A2 policy-demanding groups®| coalition® 2 Hi= o]2-2 AA|F L, Cohen 52| “The

Party Decides”*= nomination®l| 4] party networks®] &3H& 732 g}, [AS6IAST]

2025-2026 FEC snapshot

2 e ———

Congressional candidates $2.1278B $1.345B
Party committees $1.121B $824.8M
PACs $6.3008 $4.7848B
Democratic party committees $540.1M $445.6M
Republican party committees $574.0M $373.1M

o] & A H}t AL g ;oA “Eo] BE At}
Az, WA 2] &4 field organization, legal operations®l] G-

sie. 1S

T IS Q1F0HA] gt campaign financer FH 9]

Z]qt donor preferences®} ordinary voters®] A& = th& =
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tol

0]F ARG B

>
184
NE
ox

2| 222 2del 22

finance, technology, media, entertainment, oil & gas, manufacturing, defense, healthcare, pharmaceuticals, real estate,
agriculturer= Zt7} o2 regulatory exposure®t 2|25 71t} 7|9 PAC-executive giving, 219 7HQ17] 5, A4 employee
voting= TFE bzt oA technology sector®] 118F 21943} founder/executive, energy sector®] 711t unionized

workers7} F L AP E Z=rtal 7HgsiA = < "t

uk2ba] “Republicans=business, Democrats=labor’= 204]7] <X A]7]ol&= Awgo] ATt FAol= business sector
fragmentation™ professional—class alignmentE &7 golof qteh. FAol| organized labor®t lower—income voters®]
Democratic tilt7} o} 9lo] ¥l Z2+Ql “Democrats=elite only” &= A3} gbz] oFi=c}, (W6
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Industries, Donors, PACs and Organizational Networks: Empirical Update

4L ol kB wiFdiolgle 2047] REe HEEZog dof dxut ] 7]1¥9FAE industry, executives,
employees, PACs, ideological donors& E&afloF gtch. FECO] 2025-2026 cycle 15-month data®llA4] congressional
candidatest= 9F $2.13B, party committeest= $1.12B, PACsE $6.30BE ZZJct. o] FHL P24 kS DolFAE @A
o 22 8] PAC ecosystem©] -4 I k= & HojZot, WIS

2025-2026 cycle receipts through March 31, 2026
$6,300.4m

6000 -

5000 -
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Figure 17. Federal campaign-finance ecosystem, 2025-2026 cycle through March 31, 2026
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2023-2024 sector contribution split: party and candidate giving
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Figure 19. 2023-2024 federal contribution shares by sector (OpenSecrets/FEC data)
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XLVIIl. Competing Explanations of the Deepest Divide
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Integrated theory: five linked layers
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XLIX, Future of the Two-Party System: Conditional
Scenarios, Not Election Forecasts
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ifi than mixed ordinary voters
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Appendix A -
public schools SHALD |2 HIT-I0S
47 vouchers feifel 12| — Pew validated voters 2025 [W4]; ANES
2024 [W17]; Zingher 2026 [A94]; Jessee
2026 Figs. 1-2 [A96]
48 charter schools =3t [=X=3 — Pew validated voters 2025 [W4]; ANES education sorting strengthened; higher-
2024 [W17]; Zingher 2026 [A94]; Jessee education conflict intensified
2026 Figs. 1-2 [A96]
49 teachers unions 25 H|ot — Pew validated voters 2025 [W4]; ANES education sorting strengthened; higher- activists/elites usually more polarized
2024 [W17]; Zingher 2026 [A94]; Jessee education conflict intensified than mixed ordinary voters
2026 Figs. 1-2 [A96]
50 curriculum inclusive parental/traditional Pew validated voters 2025 [W4]; ANES education sorting strengthened; higher- activists/elites usually more polarized
2024 [W17]; Zingher 2026 [A94]; Jessee education conflict intensified than mixed ordinary voters
2026 Figs. 1-2 [A96]
51 higher education 3324 AZ|ET|2 [T Pew validated voters 2025 [W4]; ANES education sorting strengthened; higher- activists/elites usually more polarized
2024 [W17]; Zingher 2026 [A94]; Jessee education conflict intensified than mixed ordinary voters
2026 Figs. 1-2 [A96]
52 student debt relief borrower responsibility Pew validated voters 2025 [W4]; ANES education sorting strengthened; higher- activists/elites usually more polarized
2024 [W17]; Zingher 2026 [A94]; Jessee education conflict intensified than mixed ordinary voters
2026 Figs. 1-2 [A96]
53 affirmative action  AC{& 2|%| BTy Court ¥gf Pew validated voters 2025 [W4]; ANES education sorting strengthened; higher- activists/elites usually more polarized
2024 [W17]; Zingher 2026 [A94]; Jessee education conflict intensified than mixed ordinary voters
2026 Figs. 1-2 [A96]
54 policing reform+fund support+authority D L& H3t 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew issue crime/gun ownership remains asymmetrically public often supports cross-party
agreement 2026 [W13]; state/federal law sorted by issue specific measures
55 bail reform A|gt 2t — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew issue crime/gun ownership remains asymmetrically public often supports cross-party
agreement 2026 [W13]; state/federal law sorted by issue specific measures
56 sentencing reform tougher g 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew issue crime/gun ownership remains asymmetrically public often supports cross-party
bipartisan agreement 2026 [W13]; state/federal law sorted by issue specific measures
reform
57 prisons reform law/order — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew issue crime/gun ownership remains asymmetrically public often supports cross-party
agreement 2026 [W13]; state/federal law sorted by issue specific measures
58 death penalty 3|9 ACHA 2| 2] — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew issue crime/gun ownership remains asymmetrically public often supports cross-party
agreement 2026 [W13]; state/federal law sorted by issue specific measures
59 prosecution reform factions tougher prosecution — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew issue crime/gun ownership remains asymmetrically public often supports cross-party
agreement 2026 [W13]; state/federal law sorted by issue specific measures
60 guns A 2| = 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew issue crime/gun ownership remains asymmetrically public often supports cross-party
agreement 2026 [W13]; state/federal law sorted by issue specific measures
61 background U5t 2|7 Eal SHZ - 7t 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew issue crime/gun ownership remains asymmetrically public often supports cross-party
checks s agreement 2026 [W13]; state/federal law sorted by issue specific measures
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Democrats moved toward stronger border
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65 border enforcement+reform enforcement 24 D z|2 43t
66 deportation HAA CH+ 2 Sty — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew 2026
[W13]; 2025-26 executive actions [W9]
enforcement
67 asylum H35+4d 245t Al — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew 2026 GOP enforcement emphasis intensified
[W13]; 2025-26 executive actions [W9] Democrats moved toward stronger border
enforcement
68 legal immigration  ZHCH merit/selective — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew 2026 GOP enforcement emphasis intensified; large within-party voter
[W13]; 2025-26 executive actions [W9] Democrats moved toward stronger border heterogeneity
enforcement
69 undocumented pathway removal/limited — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew 2026 GOP enforcement emphasis intensified large within-party voter
legalization [W13]; 2025-26 executive actions [W9] Democrats moved toward stronger border heterogeneity
enforcement
70 DACA k=2 At/ ol A = 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; 2025-26 industrial policy and tariffs changed old market/  donors, elected officials, union
governing record [W9]; BLS unions [W12] free-trade alignment leaders and rank-and-file often
OpenSecrets sectors [W28] diverge
71 climate 12 2324 |18-28 24| — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; governing record = regulatory divide persists; nuclear/industrial specific technology preferences are
[W9]; Pew 2026 [W13] policy show selective convergence more cross-partisan than climate
frames
72 fossil fuel PAES =l — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; 2025-26 industrial policy and tariffs changed old market/  donors, elected officials, union
governing record [W9]; BLS unions [W12] free-trade alignment leaders and rank-and-file often
OpenSecrets sectors [W28] diverge
73 renewables subsidies market/reliability — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; 2025-26 industrial policy and tariffs changed old market/  donors, elected officials, union
governing record [W9]; BLS unions [W12] free-trade alignment leaders and rank-and-file often
OpenSecrets sectors [W28] diverge
74 nuclear S7tste A Ust 2|3 B 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; governing record  regulatory divide persists; nuclear/industrial specific technology preferences are
[W9]; Pew 2026 [W13] policy show selective convergence more cross-partisan than climate
frames
75 EV 2|2 mandate-subsidy H| T — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; governing record = regulatory divide persists; nuclear/industrial specific technology preferences are
[W9]; Pew 2026 [W13] policy show selective convergence more cross-partisan than climate
frames
76 environmental 43t 2+t — 2024 platforms [W1-W2]; governing record = regulatory divide persists; nuclear/industrial specific technology preferences are
regulation [W9]; Pew 2026 [W13] policy show selective convergence more cross-partisan than climate
frames
108

KOREABEST - The American Newspaper



Appendix A - 100-Item Evidence Matrix

_— Democratic tendency | Republican tendency of|2|/F2] 2016—2026 trend Elite-voter gap

safety+competition

78 privacy THA|

79 platform misinformation $24
moderation

80 antitrust concentration

81 originalism A

82 living Constitution ~ ACHZ zI3}

83 substantive due o 2ist
process

84 federalism H2| 250

85 Supreme Court reform-ethics

86 voter ID Ast 2

87 early voting =i

88 mail voting =]

89 Electoral College  7HE 2|22

90 filibuster W&o} 2st

91 NATO a5t &Y

92 Ukraine Aot 2|

93 China Y tech

KOREABEST - The American Newspaper

innovation+competition

anti-surveillance

censorship 3

Big Tech power

of A5

Al 3t

oz
<
oY
oo

=
I
Ar
ne

rju
I
Ao
ne

tariff-hard power

3. D|2—i 0104

%I—

P
]

24 30|
SRR
IEERS

Pew 2026 [W13]; 2025-26 congressional/
agency actions

Pew 2026 [W13]; 2025-26 congressional/
agency actions

Pew 2026 [W13]; 2025-26 congressional/
agency actions

Pew 2026 [W13]; 2025-26 congressional/
agency actions

SCOTUS 2026 [W21-W24]; 2024 platforms
[W1-W2]; Stephanopoulos 2025 [A100]

SCOTUS 2026 [W21-W24]; 2024 platforms
[W1-W2]; Stephanopoulos 2025 [A100]

SCOTUS 2026 [W21-W24]; 2024 platforms
[W1-W2]; Stephanopoulos 2025 [A100]

SCOTUS 2026 [W21-W24]; 2024 platforms
[W1-W2]; Stephanopoulos 2025 [A100]

SCOTUS 2026 [W21-W24]; 2024 platforms
[W1-W2]; Stephanopoulos 2025 [A100]

Pew 2026 Order and Opportunity Left
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Al issue ownership remains unsettled; Big Tech
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institutional conflict intensified; control-of-
institution effects remain important

institutional conflict intensified; control-of-
institution effects remain important

institutional conflict intensified; control-of-
institution effects remain important

institutional conflict intensified; control-of-
institution effects remain important

institutional conflict intensified; control-of-
institution effects remain important

photo-ID support remained broader than the
partisan elite divide

early-voting access remained party-sorted, with
substantial within-party variation

mail-voting rules remained party-sorted, but
ordinary Democratic-oriented voters showed
substantial support for both access and voter ID

Electoral College reform remained strongly
conditioned by partisan incentives and
institutional control

filibuster reform remained highly contingent on
majority/minority status and institutional
incentives

GOP foreign-policy factional split widened;
China hawkishness broadly converged

GOP foreign-policy factional split widened;
Democratic mainstream remained more
alliance-centered

GOP foreign-policy factional split widened:;
China hawkishness broadly converged

elite coalitions cross conventional
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party lines

elite coalitions cross conventional
party lines

elite coalitions cross conventional
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voters often hold less internally
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voters often hold less internally
consistent reform packages
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consistent reform packages

voters often hold less internally
consistent reform packages

voters often hold less internally
consistent reform packages

many Democratic-oriented voters
support voter ID alongside expanded
access

ordinary-voter preferences are less
consistently bundled than reform
agendas

voter packages are more mixed than
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preferences can coexist

public preferences vary with party
identification and recent electoral
experience

elite positions are more strategically
responsive to chamber control than
ordinary-voter views

faction differences can exceed party-
average differences

faction differences can exceed party-
average differences

faction differences can exceed party-
average differences
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Appendix A -

100-Item Evidence Matrix

_— Democratic tendency | Republican tendency of|2|/F2] 2016—2026 trend Elite-voter gap

Israel
95 nationalism
96 experts
97 mainstream media
98 religion/public life
99 multiculturalism
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assimilation/cohesion

nation-order-freedom

D 21} 240]

2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew foreign-
policy typology 2026 [W5]

2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew foreign-
policy typology 2026 [W5]

Pew typology 2026 [W3]; ANES 2024
[W17]; Grossmann & Hopkins 2024 [A91]

Pew 2025 political gap in news sources
[W7]; Grossmann & Hopkins 2024 [A91]

Pew Religious Landscape 2023-24 [W8];
2024 platforms [W1-W2]; West Virginia v.
B.P.J. 2026 [W24] where relevant

Pew 2025 [WA4]; Barber & Pope 2024 [A93];

Jessee 2026 [A96]

2024 platforms [W1-W2]; Pew/ANES [W3-
W8,W17]; observed governing record

GOP foreign-policy factional split widened;
China hawkishness broadly converged

GOP foreign-policy factional split widened;
China hawkishness broadly converged

education/institutional-trust sorting
strengthened

partisan news-source gap remained large while
Cross-source exposure persisted

religion remains durable; gender/family issues
remain highly sorted

racial gaps remain large while education gaps
grew

mixed / issue-dependent

faction differences can exceed party-
average differences

faction differences can exceed party-
average differences

concept meanings vary substantially
within parties

ordinary users show more cross-
source exposure than elite/media
stereotypes imply

party voters are less uniform than
activist rhetoric

within-group education/religion/
gender differences are substantial

heterogeneous coalitions
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