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2te| QuMHMoAel Ha MG ZAXH(foreign policy
gap)7t EMEtE 2ol FAQIR! QuMMoMe MM MT Hie FHEXESI

olm ok Yalssol 7 ME ci2 omEMZ Mssls  Has

elmysolse] HY Mz HAE d2/Es0| KAXESS Y MszE AF
mIaMo| YiHslD UK pe HoB ZHEE0 R folRiFFel s

eh=olM tHE2 A2 E Zhe| udE Mo AXF 7He X skA 2 st=

Hop EHEol SN sRI| )

m|I

(independent nuclear weapons development)

gaolch dMz gt=o =AY HFFES ML fu otE dI[ESH
FHAES A St AHoiM duttfe] d Mo & do) AcHEdE - 953

T2 o= = (public)tt Az E(elite)E ztzt ct23; Zo| Mo|Eich iEe Yut
FHXEL Teh YAz thEe QuAMEEM MSE= EZAIE S E==cl Ad2E=
2olel olmyMe M L FstE olm otw mEel S, ¥I3Y3, odFa Sol

2™ MARCE QuMMoMe MM MS HAXE ME ot Qoo 2 AlZ(use of
force)2t =W(alliance)# 2t of-2} H|ME o2 FHol ChAREF2L|(multilateralism),
gt (environment), H(human right) S dMAMoME HIHSHH EMSID
lCHHooghe, 2003; Kreps, 2010; Hayes and Guardino, 2011; Milner and Tingley, 2013;
Press et al 2013).

P EE uiMe I cl=i d2ESo| FAEXES MM MSE IR
HXHo=2 ¥ (political representation)st= ZECtH HE[ESO0| MEAMS HIFEHSZE
Hilg st Aoz MX|A HMRl(political accountability) S Xl= JHAS=Z
27|12 $toH(De Mesquita and Siverson, 1995; Fox and Shotts, 2009).
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H2 & ddA+ 4E

2 oTE QMY MBIh RAKSO| SHTHEl ojXE FHAS Mict

THAHLZ ot HZE HHES ARIZE, o™ of H[2Hd FEIt o] =2 Ef ==t

Q
-
10
Jo
1
ro
ﬁ

2t BrbHRIXE AFSHIAL ehot wy oMl ofE Hd

Qo3 ol WRI| MBS CRE £ JIK MYATO olRXMO= Jlojsts
Holch, MyelT ZEolME 2 Pofel MUATE LSS AMET, Ol
BlgoR 2 elTot Zztel Mool o wASR Yoy & USKE
At

H13E qudd ol g4 22 A7
I mYHOIAS OfF BN 2012 CIE MYATE RAK| thet Il wat A
iRz gRE 4 Utk ®M, SADFM| ozt RAXS vt

FX|(ignorance)2 ¢lalff L= HLE X AMO|X| fct= FEo|ct LEE=E-2|zZob
&to|(almond-lippmann consensus)= Ol|2{st 71 g dHtdst= J1& HEZEQI
&o|ct FAEHSZ LE=(Almond, 1950)= O|= ATl DI WA Mo

2 LX| RSHAL, olE "rte s¥E HAFA UK Roicks AF AE

[l
==

o
=

HMAIHCE, 2=LF(Rosenau, 1961) 9A|, o= FHXIL| 50% O|at0| UM =
M2 o|sHsix| Zstn Uctn FFEZUCt ole{st ANE HIHSZ 1950-60HALH

0|= HA|ISHAE

rlo
0
M
A
un
10
m
EH
02
jiul
2
x
ﬁ
ﬁ
o
1>
\N|
OfH
FO
o
02
0ok
1
o

TZEH(structural)@l A2 BEE dHS7| Mol FXSS Yol i
Ef== Ol 7J}s(predictable)stcty FZ&FstCh(Holsti, 1992). O|X & FAHAISO0|
XA =22 HEo 2Xoz =75tn, Haio| tfs #=HMo|X o|F Jisst ElEE

Mg = s olf= (a) Helol S2AIstE A4 JEx(ofl 2| &35HA L (Hurwitz and



Peffley, 1987), (b) ARAlO| X|X|5l= uAMol Mz =2 2|2 M35

FAKSO| MMM Chsh AP oHMMo|D PxatE E|EE JNT Uctn
Fasict
MW, RAERS0| =T MEES  ChEssts MS(cue)dl o E3tod

ut2t stekal Ef = @M (top—down theory)dt A&Al Ef = &M (bottom—up theory)

Ha&Xtel A2 JlsAM(source credibility)oll w2l AMEe| =8 OFEE
ZH™stcHGolby et al 2017, Hayes and Guardino 2011, Murray 2014, Thompson
2006, Chapman 2011, Grieco et al 2011). 2tH  =Z HA|= AlskAl Bl = &M
Ol22 2uddol st FHAS| =7t S& T tHpeer group)oll 2lsf d&S

712 2ol gt=ctn JFM Stoh(Druckman and Nelson 2003; Kertzger 2017).

Mo $HH=, RAEXS0| HEE Y= EXds YIHZE ud™Ao st
MHEOo|l W &(message or information content)0| 2= Mo IAH FESHX|

10

Z23MCct= HMolch, MX| A& (political communication) 02| = Z HAFES =X

sedug Zx3YH J|E AFE HlEst XSO0 FESl EX(source)2t



HE2o|l W&(content)o| SAl0 MS=RS mf, HES| Lo 2fsf Z=zofl Cish
MSE sdMe = A= d8™ SHE MAIRCHArceneaux et al, 2012. Bullock,

2011, Boudreau, 2013, Druckman et al, 2013, Gadarian, 2010, Jessee, 2010,
Nicholson, 2011). 2L} QudMo| ofst FHEXE2S EIZ HAMHMES CIE

MatoiTolME MEol W80l RARY MEHAM| olXEs WMl JAe

omEsol e w

]

AtEe| EfE gM3p pEE MIAFE elX|
o} M (cognitive process), =X (source), WZ(content)oll w2} CtS Zhof| X A|=

<E 2-1>2 Zo| B8 4 ok OiREel MagT: o mmMo| e

fAXES BT HY DM f5Y, FY, IHI|T, o2, S8 Mt Sof
MBshe Mool FeS AT ol2Et Wale o7 MHE FHXESO 5

SHx|2t el @=oll tigt M=ot ofd MEHME HEIJ MS=HUS W, FHXSO|

YHEo YE2 uHez HEE dde 5 A=Alol tiet o/ =20| ot Uct

Author Cognitive Process Source
Baum and Groeling (2008) Cue-taking Party
Gelpi (2010) Cue-taking President
Golby et al (2018) Cue-taking Military
Kertzer and Zeitzoff (2017) Cue-taking Peer Group
Guardino and Hayes (2018) Cue-taking International

Organization

Grieco et al (2011) Cue—taking International
Organization

Gadarian (2010) Cue—taking News
Berinsky (2009) Information Expert
Guisinger and Saunders (2019) Information Expert
F 21 udHMo| it AR Bl @M MEHT
ColE BERe S =2 HEV RAXNES qudM efE @AM o|Xes S
AFst MAATFE FaezZ ZMIct w2fA Fdof| ciet MS F MHO opE
uMHM Bl e MAFTE= oMoz MeHlct
22, Qu™AMo| st FEHAIES BT MIHo MHET| o|x= de=H S

10 :I_=-| '\-:_1'



TAL ZHOIAM o= = ms 72 (casualties)@t €2 ZtEtEE HEE MISHL,
FHASO0| oY HEE HIFE2=z TAF Ao OEt BEZE ddste AS
golgict, JtolHofet M A (Guisinger and Saunders, 2017)= CIEH o w7 =
dofolM FEO WM EXJF FREAESS HEZ Yol olxls JdEHs
sholict sHx|gh, flof & AFE 05| RFEASO0| YEE MANMCE HESD
dotsts g2 gZde TR R m2ol HEo SAtx el deH s A5

of gt

H

A=e

El= &M (attitude

-
0

(¢]
-
N

o
|_ aT

T W SHAlE 29 M
formation)dl2t =M & F0i o|z{st Ef =2 B3l JtsM(attitude change)oll M&

FESSHA| Utk Aolct x| &85 AT0lM EfEtsts S IR S

o

AFTFMZ Ki2| Fob 2ot JHEF thEHMel A7 2 0o|F 1A o|E(dual-process
theory)2 & = RUCHEagly and Chaiken 1993, Petty and Cacioppo 1986).

ol td o|2=2 wdAS0| £ dHo et =5 FMst= np™ollAM
AtEstE XA =H(cognitive effort)g 7=z ME SHg 2FSHCH 0|F

oY ol EollM HdEsts HE 242 el XA ¥ Fo w2t F2AEH

o

0

=l

ME  3E(heuristic information processing)Zt HMAXE H™AE 1f™(systematic

information processing) 2 2 L} C}.

Fol2E ME DmolM RAXNSES e XN cas EXEX o,
2E0 "Y & Y NSOl Jlust EBIEE gosich WE MAN HE
BN RAKSS =2 +E QXN L2 SUNY YEo Y8 I

ARHE J|E AFS2 AMANM FE npgo| otd FE

Zolct efLtstd SEAES dedez 7R HE #E HoM 2 XA

"o Jtolyolet MHAE MEe W& &EXJF FAAESS u™H Efjxol olxl=

Yk g APt SHX|Z FAXIE0| ME WEs MHAHAMo=Z BHMS| iMs
(a) ME2o| Zl(quality of information(Z} (b) & EHAHSl Z7|(motivation)7t &ZF =00k
st=dl, iy AFoMeE FAXIE0l MAIE MM HxlQl uy¥x HEE EHAME
XM FI7|IE FES| MIsHA| RIct & FAHXSO0| AHHAAM ofzf X HIE
MM Aol st Ztzte| HHEHE FESH QXA HE FASHA olslistn HaHof Cist
Ef=E MUctn FE5H7| o ot
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M3 27| HA Yo uEM 29 9T
2 d7c qu™MoMel oE A 29 AFI HEof & =k Fod|EHMd
MddlodFo s St &elE ootk o 2N § dH|EME OE 7E d7e S
=717 HRT|E Jedst= Oo|FE ¢tE, M, oY, I=r|s, a2 A X2
ZHol[A] MHHEZHCE ool <E 2-2>0M= HEAQ ol AdFE 2ctsHil
2 5510{ 20oc
Category Mechanism Author
Security External Security Threat Betts (1977), Meareshemier
(1990), Sagan (1996)
Security Commitment Bleek and Lorber (2014), Reiter
(2014)
Conditional Military Punishment Gerzhoy (2015)
Strategic Security Interactions Monteiro and Debs (2014)
Economy Elite’s preference for economy Solingen (2009)
Economic Sanctions Miller (2014)
Norms Nonproliferation norms Rublee (2009)
Domestic Bureaucratic Interests Sagan (2006)
Politics Leader’s national identity Hymans (2006)
Leader’s past experience Fuhrmann and Horowitz (2015)
Public opinion on nuclear program Berger (2014), Cole (1997),
Rattinger et al, (1985)
Technology | Civilian nuclear assistance Fuhrmann (2009, 2012),
Kroenig (2009), Brown and
Kaplow (2014)
T 2-2 3 E4F Y oH[EAM M e
12 8 =hab 2 od|Ehtof cHel I S AT SER S FIUF s#EI|E JHESHALE
INLstX|] et= of 7ol &b ok AR AF(ZENR 2005, =TT 2005, M= 2005;
HFIZE 2009; =S 2011; THIEM 2011; £2% 2012; HAAMAE 2019), H|uw Ak
A7 (Z EfE 2019; O|AtEF 2005; ZX|&H 2009), HAI& QL AlZtof| A & =HAke| F M2t
H| o ® Aol cish MErMel A (o]2S 2007; MAE 2010, =&F 2010, 2011;
nEF 2011, AE™ 2013), ol =Me T 3 = FXZ(NPT) 2 2 Eof
Cieh A7 (™A 2000, A7(d - 2stt 2002, MM= 2009; #ZIE 2010), s =hat
SH MAHAUS(=EZE 2006, =23 2014), 8 =M1 AXEEYAM (0[S 2011,
=23 2016), HEEMZ Sot s =M AF(FLT 2014, OlFF 2016; O|5F

2019)7}F Zll = At
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=& MM (financial sanction) 12| MMAMHAXSO| COfst MEXM H X (targeted

sanction) TGS Zstsich AIH 2 4 Z2FA L2 (Miller)=

!
=S
Eﬂ
5
1o
Jo
T
0
tu

Fr= AT BHHA | Frpdo| o etsichs MAATE vl ESH, ZH AR 2

H| o et dMAYAHXE2 &2|™ 7|t (expectation)7t AMZ o|= W= =2

=AE ZAF MR (conditional military punishment)= =% ZA A F=A
= 7H(patron State)7} I|=74 =7t(client State)e| FEHS A st7| {8l = =A
=7te| S EZR Al oM HE ZEH(security commitment)S Es|sHilcle =HE A E
ofo|gtct. MHME =HFE A M= o|=F0] Y=o #HIFI| JLs oz
AM AL e Zel HFI|E FCHSHZ| flsh ALY =EnpAel S dH[ &t
Moz a4z cHMonteiro and Debs, 2014; Gerzoy, 2015).

2IXtad 7|& M X (nuclear technology sanction)= AMd Ao Aoz
CHEX| 2UAXEH, EF IZ7te| sHF7| 7 Z™ol|l oizb AXE Ak (civilian

nuclear industry)zt 2IZtet 1Kt 7= X[ (sensitive technology assistance)

&7} o|xl&= SLM0| AF AZ = RJACHFuhrmann, 2009; 2012; Kroenig, 2009;
Sagan, 2011; Brown and Kaplow, 2014). & 27| 74 nido|| 2Hest /= 2
Zlsnt g, 2izh fXE M2 EF =7te| HET| i o Fol dES olx=
L8t ¥50|ck(Sagan, 2011, Hymans, 2011).

H|ZE ol oISk M= £ =7te] #RY| s AXM S| 9

!

=M 2 77 ALl AMA  geks  oo|stct. MIMAFE S H[ =AM
ZoHNPT)O| AMHM=Z FME 27| JHE=ote| o stitg LUXYEXE creddt
gtAlo 2 o L3 CH(Dai, 2002; Hymans, 2006; Rublee, 2009; Coe and Vaynman,

2015; Fuhrmann, 2012). stX|2k 0{F S| 3 H|=2hik ZForo| Zupdol Cieh AtHHE
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Owverall

(N=1001)

intensity

Mean (SD) 2.34 (0.590)

Median [Min, Max] 2.00 [1.00, 3.00]
ideology

Mean (SD) 4.09 (1.17)

Median [Min, Max] 4.00 [1.00, 7.00]
political.knowledge

Mean (SD) 5.69 (1.99)

Median [Min, Max] 6.00 [0, 9.00]
income

Mean (SD) 8.76 (2.86)

Median [Min, Max] 9.00 [1.00, 13.0]
education

Mean (SD) 3.92 (0.579)

Median [Min, Max] 4.00 [1.00, 5.00]
male

Mean (SD) 0.514 (0.500)

Median [Min, Max] 1.00 [0, 1.00]
age

Mean (SD) 3.086 (1.42)

Median [Min, Max] 3.00 [1.00, 5.00]

E 5-1 SHHsx 7|84

AMSoM SEltdigol <2lnfA™ Z I (causal effect)& =EX™s5H| G =

AMHX™ X xle FEHe| &EH(random assignment)0| HFEA] M& z|ofof §ict & =2
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EYs7| flshAM SEHAES2 77X AE€A Mx| T SHHE FAZE Hfdutotol
St}
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Dependent variable: Assignment to Treatment

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

Intensity -0.056 0.070 -0.155 0.016  0.175 -0.170  0.119
(0.166) (0.168) (0.168) (0.170) (0.168) (0.167) (0.168)
Ideology 0.048 -0.059 -0.027 0.088 -0.044 -0.034 0.026
(0.077) (0.078) (0.079) (0.078) (0.078) (0.078) (0.077)
Political .
Knowledge -0.017 0.011 0.002 0.090° -0.045 -0.070 0.033
(0.049) (0.049) (0.049) (0.050) (0.049) (0.049) (0.049)
Income -0.031 0.007 0.003 0.001 -0.017  0.041  -0.002
(0.032) (0.033) (0.033) (0.033) (0.033) (0.033) (0.033)
Education -0.067 -0.228 0.005 0.121 0.160  0.026  -0.006
(0.162) (0.162) (0.165) (0.167) (0.165) (0.163) (0.164)
Male 0.021  0.008 0.027 -0.113 -0.003 0.132 -0.073
(0.193) (0.194) (0.195) (0.196) (0.194) (0.195) (0.193)
Age 0.012 -0.019 0.024 -0.007 -0.033 0.051 -0.031
(0.069) (0.069) (0.070) (0.070) (0.070) (0.070) (0.069)
Constant -1.275 -0.896 -1.482" -3.143""" —2.147""" —1.540" -2.186"""

(0.792) (0.795) (0.806) (0.824) (0.807) (0.798) (0.804)

Observations 1,001 1,001 1,001 1,001 1,001 1,001 1,001
Log Likelihood 411.198 410.968 406.418 —404.126 —408.921 —-410.025 411.744
Akaike Inf. Crit. 838.396 837.937 828.836 824.251 833.842 836.050 839.488

Note: 0" p " p<0.01
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Percentage of Opinion Change by Treatment

Public Opposition to Proliferation =
Reduced Nuclear Threat (DPRK) =
lite Opposition to Proliferation -
Conditional Military Punishment (US) -
Resolution on ROK's NPT Violation (UNSC) -
Nuclear Technology Sanction (US)
Economic Sanction (International) =
0% 25% 50% 75%

mean

Percentage of Behavior Change by Treatment

Public Opposition to Proliferation =
Resolution on ROK's NPT Violation (UNSC) =
Reduced Nuclear Threat (DPRK) =
Elite Opposition to Proliferation *
Conditional Military Punishment (US) *
Nuclear Technology Sanction (US)*
Economic Sanction (International) *
0. 6',a 5.0% 10.10%

mean

Percentage of Attitude Change by Treatment

Public Opposttion to Proliferation *
Resolution on ROK's NPT Violation (UNSC) =
Reduced Nuclear Threat (DPRK)*
Conditional Military Punishment (US) -

Elite Opposition to Proliferation =

Nuclear Technology Sanction (US) =

Economic Sanction (International) -
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Dependent variable:

Opinion  Behavior Attitude
Change Change Change
(1) (2) (3)
Experimental Treatment
Conditional Military Punishment 1.531™"  0.810 0.711
(0.264) (0.561) (0.632)
Reduced Nuclear Threat 0.669™" 0.499 0.593
(0.261) (0.590) (0.646)
Economic Sanction 2.860""" 1.433"™" 1.454™
(0.315) (0.529) (0.586)
Resolution on ROK's NPT Violation 1.631"" 0.439 0.514
(0.267) (0.606) (0.666)
Nuclear Technology Sanction 1.782""" 1.339" 1.284"
(0.269)  (0.533) (0.595)
Elite Opposition to Proliferation 0.967"""  0.804 1.057"
(0.259) (0.569) (0.613)
Control Variables
Intensity (+ strong intensity) -0.750"" -0.548"" -0.507""
(0.134)  (0.224)  (0.245)
ldeology (+ conservative) -0.005 —-0.051 -0.162
(0.061)  (0.113)  (0.126)
Political Knowledge (+ more knowledgeable) 0.108"" -0.057 -0.021
(0.039) (0.066) (0.072)
Income (+ high incomers) -0.036 -0.047 -0.057
(0.026)  (0.044) (0.047)
Education (+ more education) 0.054 -0.391"  -0.327
(0.127)  (0.228)  (0.254)
Male (+ male) -0.399""" -0.500" -0.627""
(0.153)  (0.269) (0.294)
Age (+ older) -0.154"" -0.230"" -0.281"*
(0.055)  (0.096) (0.105)
Constant 0.983 1.144 1.081
(0.652)  (1.199) (1.329)
Observations 1,001 1,001 1,001
Log Likelihood —-581.322 -244.790 -213.468
Akaike Inf. Crit. 1,190.644 517.581 454,935
Note: *p<0.1,; »*P<0.05 »#*P<0.07
¥ 5-4 EX|AE FHENM Huty: AZFE oA, WSS, ef =5
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Elite Opposition to Proliferation -
Nuclear Technology Sanction 4
Resolution on ROK's NPT Violation 1
Economic Sanction -

Reduced Nuclear Threat 1
Conditional Military Punishment 4
Public Opposition to Proliferation 1

Predicted Probabilities of Opinion Change

¢
¢
¢
—&-
¢
¢
40% 60% 80%
opinion.change

Predicted Probabilities of Behavior Change

Elite Opposition to Proliferation | o
Nuclear Technology Sanction 4 o
Resolution on ROK's NPT Violation - o
Economic Sanction - o
Reduced Nuclear ThreatA ®
Conditional Military Punishment { o
Public Opposition to Proliferation 1 ®
10% 20% 30%
behavior.change
Predicted Probabilities of Attitude Change
Elite Opposition to Proliferation - o
Nuclear Technology Sanction | ®
Resolution on ROK's NPT Violation 1 ®
Economic Sanction - )
Reduced Nuclear Threat o
Conditional Military Punishment { o
Public Opposition to Proliferation 1 ®
0% 10% 20% 30%
attitude.change
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Probability

Predicted Probabilities of No Change, Opinion Change, Behavior Change

Public Oppeosition to Proliferation Conditional Military Punishment (US) Reduced Muclear Threat (DPRK)
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Dependent Variable:

(1)

Behavior Change

(2)

(3)

Experimental Treatment

0.825 0.854 0.572
Conditional Military Punishment
(0.553) (0.559) (0.575)
Reduced Nuclear Threat 0.485 0.505 0.303
(0.583) (0.589) (0.599)
Economic Sanction 1.396""" 1.476""" 0.641
(0.521) (0.527) (0.564)
Resolution on ROK's NPT Violation 0.366 0.454 0.211
(0.598) (0.605) (0.621)
Nuclear Technology Sanction 1.307" 1.385""" 0.828
(0.523) (0.531) (0.552)
Elite Opposition to Proliferation 0.723 0.798 0.555
(0.561) (0.567) (0.579)
ideology -0.063 -0.058
(0.111) (0.114)
political.knowledge -0.070 -0.080
(0.066) (0.067)
income —-0.059 -0.040
(0.043) (0.044)
education -0.348 -0.341
(0.224) (0.232)
male -0.630"" -0.529™
(0.262) (0.267)
age -0.294""" -0.245"""
(0.092) (0.093)
change.at.treat1 1.627"
(0.380)
change.at.treat2 1.201™""
(0.381)
change.at.treat3 0.362
(0.430)
Constant -3.318""" 0.206 -0.535
(0.455) (1.124) (1.166)
Observations 1,001 1,001 1,001
Log Likelihood -261.721 —-247.810 -235.837
Akaike Inf. Crit. 537.443 521.619 503.675
Note: 0P " "p<0.01
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Abstract
The Role of Expert Information in Nuclear
Nonproliferation
. Survey Experiment on Pro—armament
Voters in South Korea

Sangyong Son
Dept. of Political Science & International Relations
The Graduate School

Seoul National University

What explains the foreign policy gap between the public and elite in South Korea’s
independent nuclear weapons development? While South Korean foreign policy
elites have consistently revealed their willingness not to develop nuclear weapons,
public opinion polls on independent nuclear weapons development have consistently
shown that more than a majority of respondents support nuclear armament of South
Korea.

| argue that information asymmetry between the public and elite is the cause
of the foreign policy gap in the nuclear proliferation issue. By this logic, | predict
that pro—armament voters in South Korea are likely to change their opinion when
they are provided with expert information on nuclear nonproliferation.

Theoretically, the public is most likely to develop attitudes in a heuristic
information environment under which they rely on simple cues for developing
attitudes. On the contrary, the public is likely to change pre—existing attitudes in a
systematic information environment under which they rely on the quality of

information for developing attitudes. In this regard, | predict that voters are likely to
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change their pre—existing attitudes on nuclear proliferation when they are provided
with information and motivation to scrutinize the information.

To test this argument, | designed a novel attitude change experiment that
consists of an opinion change experiment and a behavior change experiment. Under
the experimental conditions, | construct a systematic information environment where
the pro—armament subjects are randomly provided with nonproliferation expert
information. Each type of nonproliferation expert information consist of the cost of
proliferation, necessity of proliferation, and feasibility of proliferation that describes
situations that could occur when South Korea develops nuclear weapons.

| found three important findings. First, | found that information asymmetry
between the public and elite is an important cause of the foreign policy gap in
nuclear proliferation. When voters are provided with expert information and
motivation to scrutinize the information, the gap is expected to be substantially
reduced. Second, | first identified the relative explanatory powers of nuclear
nonproliferation theories at the individual level. | found that rational expectation of
economic damages from economic sanctions and technology sanctions more
strongly affect public support for nuclear nonproliferation than other variables. Third,
| designed a novel attitude change experiment that consists of opinion change and
behavior change. Experimentalists should carefully interpret findings from survey
experiments since respondents who changed their opinion in survey experiments do

not always change their behavior in the real world.

Key words: nuclear armament, public opinion, counter—attitudinal expert information,

attitude change, survey experiment
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