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this mry fair, fair, a little unfair, unfair, or 
my zlnfait?" Fifty-eight percent of respon- 
dents considered such a policy to be very un- 
fair and another 24 percent as unfair. Al- 
though this policy outraged Democrats more 
than Republicans, 46 percent of Republicans 
nevertheless deemed the policy unfair. Re- 
sults were similar for other questions leading 
to the conclusion that the vision of a fair so- 
ciety appeals to people from many different 
backgrounds and filiations. In a nation said 
to be highly polarized, the concept of a fair 
society has found sigx3cant support across 
the aisle. Taken together, this group makes 
for a very strong majority. (See http://www. 
gwu.edu/-ccps/FairSocietyPoll.pdf for de- 
tails.) 

These results were further supported by 
an important saliency measure. Saliency mea- 
surements are used to determine how strong- 
ly people are committed to a particular posi- 
tion. For example, a recent study asked re- 
spondents if they would still support their 
preferred presidential candidate knowing 
that he agreed with them on all of the issues 
except one. For numerous issues only three 
percent or less of the respondents said that 
they would abandon their favorite candidate 
for the sake of a specific policy+xcept for 
Social Security. It was the only issue for 
which 25 percent of respondents said that 
they would change sides. I used a similar 
saliency measure to test the fairness doctrine. 

The respondents were asked to rate their 
likelihood of voting for a presidential candi- 
date based on his or her support of a fair so- 
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body will ever haw to choose betwem buying 
medicine and food." Fifty-eight percept of re- 
spondents indicated that they were more 
likely to vote for a champion of a fak &ty. 
This very preliminary test suggests not 0d.y 
that the fairness doctrine appeals to a strong 
majority of Americans, but also that fairness 
is a very salient, perhaps determhhg, factor 
in the electorate's decisions. 

As long as Democratic candidates have to 
come up with numbing compromises be- 
tween the left and the center-such as main- 
taining the "core of Roe v. Wade" while ceas- 
ing to hold their ground on parental notifica- 
tion and partial-birth abortion or declaring 
that the U.S. should have neither a timetable 
for leaving Iraq nor stay there indefmitely- 
Democratic candidates will have little appeal 
and come across as too smart by haIf, Wdeed 
manipulative. Fairness may well not be the 
best key-shared theme; however, the citeria 
suggested on how to evaluate such a theme 
are essential. The theme must provide for a 
new common ground for the two fac- 
tions of the Democratic Party and others, and 
its concepts must be evocative and not tired 
from overuse. This should be of interest not 
merely to Democrats, but to all who care 
about a two-party systemand empirical so- 
cial science. 


