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zens? The authors examine the ideology and parti-
sanship of state governments and the policies these 
governments pursue, seeking to correlate them with 
measures of citizen satisfaction. Some may find the 
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The basic question Pacheco is asking is whether 
differences noted in some of the studies just described 
are stable or whether they change. What she finds is 
that state ideology is pretty stable. State partisanship, 
on the other hand, changes a bit over time. State-level 
attitudes on some specific issues—such as the death 
penalty and preferences on education and welfare 
spending—can change quite a bit over time. These 
findings have some interesting implications. They sug-
gest that some policy preferences or political attitudes 
are rooted in deeply stable aspects of the state politi-
cal system; an obvious candidate for the source of 
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