Table 6

Correlates (and Stepwise beta coefficients) for hypothetical  economic development issues

Predictors /



Policies

Index
 
Eminent Domain
Gated Community
Living Wage

Linkage Policy





R
beta
r
beta

r
beta

r
beta

r
beta

Perceived characteristics

of city and district

Political regime is 

   economically conservative
.18

-.10


.14


-.21


-.19

   progressive


.08

.25*
(.25)

-.05


.00


.05

Political culture supports

   economic growth

.20

.16


.13


-.06


-.10

   helping poor


-.15

.06


-.07


.17


.12

   government as business
.17

-.10 


.06


-.25*


 -.16

   citizen involvement

-.25*     (-.23)
-.14


-.02


.15 


.26

Beneficial economic position
.-.10

.08


.02


.12


.17

Affluence of constituency
.06

-.13


.08


-.12


-.19

Personal characteristics

of officials

Income level


,05

.00


.00


-.06


-.06

Minority 


-.19

.18


.03


.26*


.42**      (.46)

Male



.14

.13


-.02


-.08


-.15

Years on council

.13

.09


.03


.04


-.23*

Electoral base is business
.04

-.08


-.01


-.10


-.07

Democratic Party ID

-.38**

.04


-.07


.48**
    (.26)

.39**

Liberal-Progressive ideology
-.46**
 (-.48)
.01


-.27*


.54**
    (.34)

-.26*

General policy principles

of officials

Econ growth is common good
.33**

.26*
(.39)

.23*


-.19


-.04

Economic interest of city is

    subsidizing growth

.34**

.26*


.23*


-.19


-.04

    laissez-faire


.33**

-.03


.01


-.39**


-.41**   (-.34)

    controlling investments
-.07

.23*


.00


-.00


.00

Utilitarianism


.29**

.04


.25*
      (.25)
-.19


-.20

Libertarianism


.16

-.19


-.07


-.35**


-.30**

Rawlsian focus on poor

-.26*

-.02


.04


.35*
     (.22)

.31**

Just desert: market contribution
.34**

.15


.29*


-.26*


.15


Adjusted R-squared


.25

 .18


     .05


     .36 


  .33

