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ARSTRACT

A sy is carded out to mcamite 1he male! female differ
wnie 11 Toting hehavior, intenlion und Belisfs. Hepolheses ure
peneraled foodm nopeview of the lilemtwrs cuvering ithrer accas:
apx poles. inpute diffrrerces anel political particigativn. The
vesgits of the stady are conkiseen: wich the meore recent lite -
ware whicl sugmests Lhat the fooma le s a3t s invenlved, interested
and coaearped aboot polities 2= Lthe malt i, Bath [emales and
moles evaluale cabdidaies prmarily an the Tasis of feooialicy
and imcutt. The afile. hewewsr, i rare Bkely o ael as an
o leader. Implicaticns for eascope siraceres o peligical
ad verlizemenls 4k Fade.

Bopeived Jatepey 25, TR Rezion meceprod far parbifertion
Mo 25, P36,
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PURPOSE OF STUDY

The purpose of this study s to examine the make!
fergale differences n voting behavior, intentions znd
belicfs, Tn the coorse of the paper, we will riview
some af the major research studiss cerried out in this
and pelatad mreas. We will test two research jwsies
sugzestod from prior research to determine whethor
the ol stereqtvpes of fomals vorbers holds true for
a study carmied out in 1980, We wilt then discuss
the implications of the rtamlts of these tests for
the development of messapes in political adver-
tivements, Althouph several pelated conoepls in con-
sumer brhavior have been applied to politics (24, 25,
A%, 43, 54, B8, 61, 85, 68}, there i3 very Lttle
resoateh ity the lterature (o dace on the topic of male
and female dilferences in political madketing. Avcard.
ing te Lipsct, “the art of vobing can well beused asa
paradigm for many ether decisions,' He gecs on to
say “the decisigns that a modern Westam man rmakes
every Four years in the political arens are similar to
those he makes every day as 2 consumet of gogds and
seryires” (43 11E4q).

LITERATURE REVIEW

Sex Koles

The inereasing nueaber of women teday becoming
involved i political activities and holding elective
oifice is evidence of che changes i women's roles in
politics which began in the 1960s Eele chanyos
began with incressed political activity in the [880's
Civil Rights Movemend, In the late 1960: and early
1870y faminist orpanisations were foemid, o combal
s discrimination. expand the sociyl, economic and
political role of women; and suppoct Lzvotabie leg:-
lation. In addition, there was an increase in the
pumber of women voters. There haz also heen o
change i the tise of the percentage of women dile
gates to bhe nacional conventions.,

Sigdies earred out over the past 10 years hawve
penerully supported the shils in the role of women iz
politics. Joesting and Joesting {36 found a sex diffrr
ence of greator libemlism of women's attitude:
towerd their awn roles. Kelly and Bowtiler {373
concloded from their findinps that Eemale invelve
ment ity pelities is not necessarity derived from cros-
sex-role preferences. Thoir results supgest thal M
terms of political secializetion, the father's beabaviet
and achievernents are not as eritical for a dauphter a-
they arc for a sen. The importatce to the daughrer



must ke filtered theowgh the effect the foeher's
hehavior has oh the matlor and the srx-role ideolomy
beld by ghe family,

Elias (21} sugperts that sexual pattems Ay b
affected in coming years by economic factors. The
greater affiuence of women should allow them more
freedom in terminating unlappy marriames, and
saould help adolescents set up ndependent homes
where ex perimentation can acecar, The women's ineve-
ment sheuld encoutage both men and womet toward
i broeder spectrum of sexual expression, Bs e
tional voles and expectations ave challanged,

Althouph studies carried out in the late 19%0: and
eatly 1950s generally revesd a shift towards the aceep-
tance of the women's rale in political [fe, there is still
some Nesitation o accept the women in this esle.
Abmmewitz and Abmmewicz (1) found in results of
a study earried aut on students that dilferent sex role
proseriptions still pervade this cultuee and have taken
their paycholopical toll. In a study curried out by
Hedlund et of [21), there generally was no difference
in terms of veling preference with rogard to the sex
of the candidate. However, respondents were fes
likely Tu indicate a predisposition toward 2 Fewsals
candidare with children i the position was for the
judiciary mther than for the sehool board. Gittas
and Shtoh [27) found that women who hawve Been
denied direct partieipation in the political life of the
riy have historically used the voluntary azsooiations
a3 a channe] for their inzetests and enevgiss, There
was o sex rode bigs found inoa study carried aut
by Sizelman and Sigelonan (G391 They gave doserip
tigns o candidaces to 1158 voters in & wmulated
mavoral election. The hynothess that simifarity
oreeds aLGtaclon received steong suppost ik 1he Sorm
of pro-lemsle Bias against wemen and pra-white rale
bias amang white malas,

Merritt (A0} explored the relationskip belween
political ambition and sex among local olfierholdats,
and found ng zex-raluted differepees. Based on filer-
views with &1 {omale and 51 mele ok hivipal lagis-
latars, 4 discriminant gnalysis was carried out Whish
revealed two dimensiors: characterizties the PECSan
brinzs"to office: and e behevior of the electsd offi-
ciel in office. In & study which looked at the Equsl
Righls Amendment, Bt is suzmested thal mesculing
males percedve the ERA as a threat te ar¥arole
idenzity. wheress maseuline females perceive the TEA
a5 an amendment that will bring aboot baaizlatian
bencelicial {o #helr particulsr potsonal style [26).
Bapira (62) used underzraduste students in owa poli-
tical wcicnes coltres and found resules which indicste
thit studenis hed lower vxpectations for a woman'
oerss than for a man® supcoss, She suEresis that
peneler provides a4 cue for valuating  vandidatos

for office, especially under conditions of low
information,

Innate Thiferences

There hax bren a fair amount of eesearch o
whether sex-valated difforepves ape irnate. A good
dral of rescarch within thiz ares has been done on
sex-relaced copnitive diffarences in the area of persom.
alicy in peyehology and in education. In 2 haok on
this zopie, Bherman (67) has concluded thar females
have greater verbal abilities thar men, There has baen
a lat of support for this coneslugion, ezpecially for
adplescent bows and ginls based on their grenetic
mzke-up (33, 45). Other slutlies have sobtcluded that
the influenee of the envonment is the predominant
cause bebind these differences (23, 707,

Seme studies havye suggesed that boys have preater
mathematival vimal-spatial  ability, and  problem-
salving skills {2, 45, 46, 47, 58] Priest and Iunsaker
(58] used Maier’s Horse Trading Problem as an expers-
mental éotling to amive at the conclusicn that the
females’ performanes in problem-sobving improved if
they were given more time and detasted inateaclions.
The implication deswn here i that if mates bave
greater analytic abiliy, they showld be better ahile ta
deal with i set of complicared fsoues.

Females have becn found to be more eosily
prrsunded (34), mare ecyuicseent (13), and more
field dependent (77T) than males. Thera is svidenee to
suggest that women are less interested in jmpersonal
stimuli (such 8s mass media), and more odented
towards persots they know. Women wers alio Tound
to be leis tolerant of navtizan conflieo (20, 71}. This
raseavch eould lead one o the conclusion that
females are more pemson orientod, and therelvre
mure likely (o be cancerned about the chavaeteristioe
of the candidate. In fact, Campbell found women to
be more candidate orictted and less ssue oriented
that men (1Z), However, mote tecont studies fave
indicated otherwize.

An investigation Eile this avea by Dearden (19)
provided sa.ulcs which lend only mild suppert for the
hyporlesiz that sex-rolated differences in polizical
bebavior are in part derived from aender-specific
innate Beliavioral predispositions rather than from
differential [eaming expedences, Mote recent. lirer-
tura fram the 19805 conclides that politiegt seientists
Bave povtraved women in a stercolypics!, biased
manecr {22), Evans draws thiee major eonclusions
which she says have browght abeut the effect of 2
male g+ in political science, These inclnde the stage.
ment that theee ape prossly insulting commments aloue
wotmen; (here are assumptions which Jead o o Elac
aswessment ol women's politicsd nature and polential;
and there hos been an exclisicn of wemen and iasues
ralevant Lo women deoin serious consideration. In her



estimation, the effact of thess biases is the contimi-
npation of the condueet, findings and conclusions from
politicat soierce research,

A very rocent study by Goertrel {28) used survew
dats feom a New Jersey sample in 1253 and natienal
daca [rom zhe Univewsity of hlichizan surveys. The
wundy hizhbiphts dwoe major reasoms for che so-called
*gendar gap'™: Women tend to be less militaristic than
men, resdrdless of their economic sitvation; and
women in lower income brackebs tetsd to be more
swanzly opposed o President Reagen®™ economic
pulicies chan men in the same cootomie categaxries, o
woters of ¢ither 26X In better economie circumstanoes.

In & study of the 1968 national election, Dabbe
(16} voncluded from his results that males and
fetnnles differ in dhe kind of winner they prefer, with
makrs ecoming more favorable toward a csndidzte
who won by 2 narrew margin, and females more
favorable toward @ candidate whe won by a lavpe
margin. Darew and Scheamm {17} examined the slec-
tarates keaction to women Congpessicnal candidates,
nsing election retdrns ond suwvey data. They [ound
that when party and incumboney are controdled,
candidate sex alone bas Hitle effect on the eloction
cugcome. Using surrey data from 1952-1976, Shabed
and Andorzon (64) determined there is 1o evidencs
for consisient sex differcnces in orientation to cundil-
tates versts the issues. This contradicts the widely
ageeptec  genemalization  rthat  women tend o
prrsonalize polities and poliicnns,

Political Participation

Apather streamn of research has centerad in on the
conservatism of judguent of males and femalas,
gspecially as it influcaces voting behavior. Wallach
and Koepgan (73 have concluded that there are conta-
digtary  findings cobcerning thiz topie, Seweral
researchers have come up with the pesilts that supgest
women sre more cohsetvative than men (8, 10, T2
fithor staddies hawe shown women to be less conger
vetive (6 Wallach snd Kogan {73) suggesced that
the lavel of interest amlior ability on the part af che
respondreats could account for the contradietory
findings..

Soame polirieal sclentists and sociologists have
supparied the {inding that wooien are mone consce-
vitlve wheno it comes to voting behasior. Women are
less inelined than men to rebel {32, 511, Sears (£3)
found women to be much more influcnced by their
familv. Buys tend te receive politiesl information
from television and maovies, while girls receive advice
from parencs (7, 30, 400 As a rube, parents will
exert a motc conservative influsnce on the child,
simply breause they are older, and mare Ykely to be
st by Eheir ways.

The study of actual vating behavior of men znd

women has resulted in Findings chat sugpest men have
a higher tumout it eleciions than worten {11). One
explanation behind this & the Impact of octupation.
Because men aTé engaped in move professional jobs,
they may be forced to use thelr intellectual powers
and thevefors to develop skill in umderstanding
comnplex soclal and political mechanisme, Wiihin
thiz framework, the houscwife may be at a
disadvantape.

Anothet explanation has been offered by Guuldner
{29). He sugpesis that more leisure time brings about
greater policical participation, He teasons ibal a
housewife has 2 more demanding jols than 3 husband,
and therefore has less time for leisure and inletmal
diseussions, A third explanation lies in the amonne of
gocial pressures pue on men and wotaen 1o vate,
Some mesearchers (33, 41) suggest that theye are
fewer stcial pressures on women 1o vote due to the
overused cliche that & women's place i in the home.
This couwld Tesult in les: interest on the part of women
b0 worr, atd & e ltant Jack of pressure to go out and
actuplly cast a velo, However, meore recent sbuzdies
sumeest that there has been 2 narrowing in sex differ
ences in political participation.

Diata from the Survey Research Center’s 1952
1592 eleetion seudies found that the narrowing in
sox diiferences i political participazion is due to a
particulad group of women: Thase employed ourside
the home (4}, Welch and Kamig {757 found that the
Jess desippble and Less impottant the office. the more
likaly women wilt wold . Welch [T4) testad tweo
plausible explanations as o why women are less
politicably inveived: The family responsibiiitics that
fesp women home and out of the Labor fovee [called
the “situational” explanation): aod owerrereseta-
tion of women in demopraphie grovps chat have low
participacion levels {ealled the *sovuetored™ esplana-
tionl. When the “situational” apd “structured”
variables ara controlled, thete are no systemaci
gifferences in the levels af male-Temale particivarion.

Using 1972, 1974, and 1973 National Opinios
Research Center General Social Survers, Webch an
Sigelman [7é) show ¢ modest inenease in the sappor
for  female pelitizal  activity, esgeeinlly  Iron
young people. These resuoles are suppostel b
Eapoport {38), who suguests that sex differences are-
shown to be largely a generational phenomenoe abs
is preater arpong elder swbjects, He found thae it ul«
doclines at higher levels of political kKoowledgs anc
ivterest. He eoncladed that younger famales bave o
tpast partly evencome the socialised reticence o
previols generatinns in expressing thelr attiuie,.

Political Advertising

The impliciion of gender differences in woting



behavigy, intentions and Dboticls o political adver-
teing and commubication: s very important. Two
summaries of vasl amaunts of researcl eelaced Lo
saxual sloteetypes have concludoed it although
there may be psvehological differences, these zend
tw have lictle or ne effecc on individuals’ responses
o petstipsive communiestions (44, 43). Hawevar,
Alarkin (48} cancluded that females are move persua-
dable than males. In & study wsing survey data From
1,334 Mlichigan seenndary sehoul students, thare wigs
a greater reluclance an the peart of adoloscent Temalos
to expross attitudes and to lry 1o persvade othees
v to vote {B7). The author argues that this
behaviot js the reselt of the socialisation process in
this society.

Malcz have been found te be more likely o
attempt ta persuade another how ta veee {743, Aloag
this line of thinking, stodiss have repeatedly found
thid fernales are maore likely to pive “don’t know"
Tesnnnses than ke males, or less Jikely in offect to
ipress an opinion (14, 33).

Altrough the male =tereotype supmests thal men
e lese responsive than women 1o sevial cues {539,
there s mneEficient evidence to predict how they
will Teact to social approval and disapproval appeals.
But given the greater verbat ability of pirls and mach
abiity of bows [43], males saould respond better oo
numetical mesages, while lemales showld respond
batter o verbnl mezsages.

Berm (@) has proposed a Gender Schema Theony s
an explanadion of jhow one's pander sffecis the
individual®s vognitive stracturs, Az a reswll, different
grinders process ada differentdy due to a differcntial
oL of responses bo the ads (3. In 2 stody by ffarkus
#f ol {49y, mazeuline schomatics were feund to recall
mascalinge tetbis tuote ceadily, while feminine sglies
matics cecalled feminine terms mote peadily.

Somme stedics have Bevn carried ot which have
keved in on the gender difference: in actusl usage of
variows fortis of media duking che course of an elee-
ton. In a study carrfed out by Blume snd Lyan: (5)
on & lecal election, 3 slighely greater poreentage of the
165 males were found te regulady expoze themzelvas
ig news Giferings of the riajor mass modia (ineluwdimp
newspapers, television, and radio). [lowever, o slightly
greacer pereentuge of the 2T6 females indicated that
thew tonded to rely primarily on the msjor maz.
madin (inchuding newspapers, celevision, radio, news
eragdcines, mwl trade and wnien journals] as sources
of informagian shour the alsetion. A greatcr peroen-
tage of fermales alse cansidered newsnaper endorse
mehts, OF those respondenls who cotsidered news-
paper endorsements, @ slEbtY @reater percentage of
fomales (ndicated that 4her considered (hem mast of
the ritne. However, & slishtly preator perzentage of

males indicaccd that they were geacrally mor
knowlodeeable abouc and otsemencs,

Leroy and Lyle [12) soncluded chat males sratelin
1 Watergate hoarings more than females. The infor
mation soewrees fram whieh opinion lerders and nen
Inadets heard about candidotes in o e for the DS
Senate were examincd {3) Thoy [ownd that male
were significantly mare likely to be nelitieal opinia
leaders than ferzles, I a study hy Bosenbaum of o
(80), the atritudes of 46 vedergrduate pavcholoas
stigcents wero measured an the U785, volvement i
Yitman price 1o and after expasure to 2 apeech o)
war. Mo cext dilferences were found in the degree o
selective exposure to che messape deliversd in tne
zpeach.

lo a more recent stedy by Dayboff (18], simolage
nevespaper articles deseribing several candidates wen
presentad o 629 wndergraduates whe taled the candi
dates  on eveluation  and  penderstereatypi
measures. A significenl d-way evalvacion interaetior
indicared that linguiscic sexism cavsed women to b
negatively evaluated when seeking a "roascubine” o
“neurtal”™ office. A simifieant 2oway sterantypn
interaction swggested thal linguistic sexism sach
more zalieht the pender appropriateticss of
offices. Candidates running for the “mazculine
offices were perveived a: meore Yma:cline™ an
cpdidatos running far the “feminne”™ offices a.
more fominina.

12 i= evidenc that the <ax differenees outlined in the
licgratuee  Feview  are sometimes contmdictary v
findings. This is especially tue when one compate:
the resuics of stodies rarted our ador o and after the
i LT 0s,

HYPOTHESES

H,: Women vote for more conservative candi-
dares, while men vole for mote liberal
catidates.

This hypothesis wnderlies the Dasie notiof tha
males and  femiales wote for diffevent czodidace:
beciuse of their candidate™ potitical ideolopy. o i
helieved that the voler 3w exhibiting bisfher ouwr
relative conservatism in the act of woung. Allhoug®
resules have Treen miked on this topic in che socds
prycholomye Litetacere (73), there are studies in the
political seience and sociology literature that suppor:
Lhe felra thet wonten are more comsercative than mer
(22, 51,

A related factor that ies intg the mital hvpothes:
conters on che dact thal gicls tend to yoceive Tat
ittformation on polities o thelr parents as opogsec
to ather soupces (T, 30, 40) Due to the fact tha
conscrvatism tends to prow @B o person =z thoy oo



clder, che adgvice given by parents wowld naturally
mete o the conservative side,

Haowever, there is evidonoe in the litersturs which
sugresis chat mueh of the research canied out in
palitical science may be biased and misrepresenting
women in A seereoiypical manner (22 With the
meneral incresse im support of femszls  politisl
activicy [T8), especially from young people, it s quite
vassible that the female vorer in 1380 is not as
cancervative as she i= depicted in earlier receareh, Iy
fast. Rapoport (05) suggests that gender diiferenees
may jarzely be found primarily among older subjeces.

Ha.: Women are more candidate driven whereas
men are mare jssue driven.

There has been a lot of research done 1o document
the fast that fermalss have differeat copnitore abilitics
thato males, Fernales ave helieved to have better verbal
skifls chan males {35, 44, 673, while males aze
kalieved to have better probleme-solving (o mathe-
matical =kills) {2, 43, 52, 36}, Algng with these cogni-
tive differences bes the ability 10 deal with the
coanplex ocial, ecanomie and political miliew that a
wvoter must sift Lheowzh in order to understand the
intertelacionships between the issues in a chempaig.
With Locter problem-solving shilicies, a male shoubd
be better able to deal with the issues of o campaign,

For the female, the dififculty in dealing with the
izsues of a campaipn as a bazic of hee deeision coukd
lead het to simplify this nformetion proeessing tazk
and revert io0 an affeciivesbased process which would
cavse her to center im on the persanality of the candi-
date. Litcrature in secial psyebalogy supports the
idea that the female is in fact more easily persuaded
(34 and mate acguiescent (13}, These findings
would reinfarce the impact that a candidate is likely
to have o a female’s wote through the use of & mare
perecmilized campaign. Although there is 1o resesech
to document the concerted effort on the part of
candidares o ake a moere personalized appresch in a
campaizn, it s evident from observing the campaist
strazegies of many cendidates that there are some
candidates who choose a more personal campaiEn
OVEF A0 isues-oricnted campaigs.

However, there iz evidenca from a stutly by Shabad
and Anderson [Bl) that there w2s no evidence for
consistent sex differences n orentation to issges
versuy candidates. This i in direct contradiction o
15 yeneralization thet women tend to personalizée
politics, Tn fact, Joesting and Joesting {36) found
femyales be have more liberal atiitudes toward cheir
tun sex rolos,

STUDY DESCRIPTION

 The stidy was carried out in Champaign-Urbani,

Nlinoiz. It was conducted during the March 1280
presidentiasl primary election.

Sample

A PP3 {urobabilities propartionate ta size) desinn
was chosen to develop the sampbc, The desived samnle
size was determined hy the number of Demorratie
and Bepublican candidates te be suwrreyed, Three
Hepublican candidaes: fohn Anderson, George Bush
and Fonsld Feagan, and two Demacratic candidates:
Jimmy Cartet end Edward Kennely, wera chosen as
the subjects of analysis. (John Anderscn was voted
for by "cross-over'” Demoerats. He will also serve as
a third Demacratic candulate it the analyais,] There-
fore, the final desited sample size for the Tepublicans
was 430 and 300 for the Demecrats (or 130 respon.
dents far each candadate].

Instoament

In order to survey voters intending to vete in
citiier fhe Democratie or the Republican Parey, it
veaz necessry ta develop twa separale quuslioGRATes.
This was due to the [arl Lhal voring critetia varied
accomding 1o the pany 38 well as 1o the ndividial
candidates in each pariyv. Both guestionneizes wers
structured identically. The gquestioonaire: covers)
three major areas pereainkng to chis atedy.

The first are covered sewven issue and non-issuc
related belief dimensiots, Severad soutces wers ujed
to geterate the items for ezch need dimenaon. Fiss
af alk, a survey of the literature was done on major
news Toaparines, major  and  local  newspooets,
catnpaign literature ead televizion news and anaiyzi-
programs over 3 [we-month pericd beginning v
Moveirber 1979, Secondly, qualitative rasearch wa-
done on fifty respondents who ntendad on vocing in
the primary, For each of Lhe five candidates, ten
respandents were identified on the basis of their
intention ta vote for thal condidace, This was dan-
six wecks before ehe election in order to pet =-
accutate an mdicstion of the respondent s intentie:
a2 prpssilple, These interviaws were conducted over th
telephone to residenes living in Champaizn a:-
Lixhana,

Each of the seven belief dimensions is desgribes
helow, Due to the larpe number of statements we
to meazure each beliel dimension, anly a ssmple wis
be prasented hera. {It shouwld be poitted st thaf rue
warding of the belief statements waried sliphzly
between the two parties) Four of the webiel dicwee-
siang coverod the imate donvain, and theee covered 1+
nen-izsee damaie,

Isuwe Beliefs

1. lssues and Policies: kisues and policies inelud ol
a serivs of slatements cowering four aren



economy. leaderzhip, [oreipn poliey, and social

tzoes. Each statement {eg, I believe my

candidate will cut eaxes for individuals, erc)
wirz medsured on a binary scale (agres/dizagres),

Total number af satements: Democeal [(22);

Erepublican (24). .

Current Esents: Current evonts {domestic and

international) were meatured on a bibary scale

[¥es/na) with respect to the belief chat any of

the Iollowing sitwations {eg, 1f we get o a

Point where we are on the brick of war, ete )

woull difluerwe a voter to switch to another

candidate. Tatal numtber of staxtements: Demo-

<tat {97 Republican (3).

3. Porsonal Events: Ewenls aboub ihe candidate
e measuted o1 a binary seale fvesing] with
respect to the beliel that any o the following
hypothetival situations {e.p., Had lied to the
press, ete} would influence the voter to switch
o anotiver eandidate if thew knew thav had
orcurrad. Total samber of statements: Demo-
crat {111 Republican (9).

4. Monspecific fssues: Nonspecific izsues about
the candidake ircluded 2 series of statements
{engo | am voling for my candidate becanze of
h1s performance in one of the prior delaoes,
ecc.) about the specifics of that clection which
might wigeer Lhe cunosicy of the voter. Bach
isse was measured on a binary scale (yesfntal,
Total warber of salemerls: Demoremat (5:
Leoublican (9],

1

Non-Iesle Belbiets

1. Personat Feelings: Feelings toward the candi-
date wera mepmared gn s Binary ale [Wesino)
Ly listing a serie: -of feelings [e.p., patriotie,
bopaful, exciced, responsible, stel), A indicar
tigh wis made a5 to wherher these Ioeelings
waerc olieited By vorig Lok their candidate.
Toial oumber of statement:: Demaocrat {9,
Renublican (5],

2, {Candidate Characteristics: Candidste chargcesy-
istics trcluded sevetal personalicy traics (&,
articulate, compas<ienate, charismatic, stable,
etol) which were messured on 2 hinary scele
{yeanodh, A statopnent abour the heliel that a
candidaie pussesses pach of the characieristics
wan sieveyrel, Total oumber o slatements:
Demaveat 117): Eepublizan (13).

4. borial Grouns: Sogial group: incleded a listing
af proup: of people who are likely io be
suppattive of the cpndidace., A binacy zeale
{imo: Likehvileast likely) was vscd to measute
whoiher the responedent thooght that group

hs
was likely to vote for his candidate. (Tl
groups  mmentioned  included:  conservarive:
independents, veterans, students. and enviromn
mertalists, among others). Totel sumbeor o
stagemetits! Democrat (14); Repuilican £14).

The second area covered the voiing ingentions anc
behavior of che respondents, Finally, the third ape
covered the backprownd of the rezpordent, whicl
mcluded a seres of guestion: on party affiliation
standard demograpbics and ather general questions
Each gquestionndice was pretested to detect eithe
coneeptual or operational flaws, Approximately ge
respondents were choset al modom in 2 incal shun
ping wmadl and askwl to participate iy the protest. Ll
respondents  reprTesents] 9 cross-section af the
electotate,

Data Coilection

Fix stages were needsd Lo catty Ut the data enllec
tion. The first stape involved the identification o
photte mutrders for the approxitately 2,000 name:
Approximately 88 percent of the names wew
jdenrified in the phoome divectory. The second siage
involved 2 telephone sceecning orocess doring wiic?
veters were glaszified according to their intercion t
vabe n the primaty. Only those respondients adicat
ing an intention to wote in the primary were asked t
participate. The screenihg process wai done Tans
week: prior o the primary in crder to maximize th
number of respondents wha had formed an ikzentioa
1o vl Fare o speeifie candidate.

The third stage involwed the mailing of a postearg
nine days before the primary to alern che respondent
to the fact that they would be receiving thct
questionnaive it the next few dawvs, The foureh stap
ooversd the execution of the mail survey, The gues
tionnaires were mailed zix day: befora the primary
The fifth stage Involved the mailing of a second post
card Pour daye belore the election o remind th
respondents to return thelr guestionnaiccs befor
theay vared. {inly those questionnairas that were post
matked befare cie pricary were ased,

The final stage involved the determination of v
respiiaents’ actusl vating behavior. In order ne:
contaminate the data. a dilferent Dnorviewer tele
phoned  those  respondents who  reowned  thed
yguestionnaire(s] within twe wecks alber lise primary
The inlerviewer sgid she wasstudving the phencmendg
ol “eroesaver votng'' for one of her classes a1 1
university, and was therelore jncerested in hew th
resproredent voded.

Analysis

The fivst hypwmchesis was tested by crosstabalatin
voler Wlealowy with ae sox of the respondent zera:
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Eoirr lovelst self-pereeption, beliefs, incentions. and
behavior. Seli-perceptions were muasured by noting
thee povventage of famale: and males wha classiied
them:zelves a5 either a conserrative. moderate, or
ltheral, This was determined by the following
guestiom: Do vou aonsider vauwmelf feirele ale anfy):
A Comdervative: B Wodergte: O Liberal?

Arntotheor west of the hypothesiz was carried aar on
& mezsure af belieds, In artler o do this two of the
aoven helef dimensions were broken down b those
statements which were clearly aither liberal or conser-
vative in tone The twa dimensicns wene issuer and
palicies and =ecial stoups. Thewse were chosen due to
the relativaly clearcut pataee of these belicls state
terenc: alang an ideologice] dimension. This wes done
o oeach party. Four indices were develaped, a oonser
vative and iineral index o each pacey,

Fach index was developed by first sereening out
tnove individus] statements within =ach belicl dimen-
sian thal werne sigaificant at the p < 05 tevel in a
seTis of pairwise T-tesrs cartied out bebwoen vach
pair af caodidales within egen party. The simificant
beliet statemenss fre sach dirnension wepe Lhen added
up and divided by the number of sipnificant spatee
erents.  [Iodivideal beliel slatements were coded
githior O or 1, reflecting either apreement or di-agres
mrant with the stacemend, Therelore, the index valoe
will range between 0 and 1.} This vielded an avepage
sooke ok cach respondent un each of the four indices,
The libaral 2nd eonservative indicas within cach party
were then comrelated to Ltest for orthoganality,

Intentions were meaayted ar a nowinal scale with
the fallowing gquestion: Whor: do vou plan on votng
far in the fitinafs Peimgey an Maeel 785F A list of
cardidane: running in the primacy was nrevided Tor in
the surver. The respondent et indivated his choiee
Ty placing 2 cheek mark next to the name of ohe of
the candadates liaged, Finally, bobavior was moeasaved
by 3 rodephone  nterviews  condusted  after el
election. The vespondent was asked: Whae did you
vofe Ffroe ot the ffivais Primerns or Maereh 187 The
coxpundenl replied with the name of 1l vand:date
hafshe chose.

ip

The secord hypothesis was tested by firse doing =
T-tesl on 2 seatement whivh measarsd the imporance
the tespondent piaced on the personality of the
candidlate, Respundents were  asked 1o andicare
whether ar not they ~wvere voting Eor their candidzte
sivictly due to his petscobality, Spectlically. tie ques-
Gon it the Hepublican :urvey was phrased: “f am
voring for eev onrdidede Degaise af iy slerming
pargarality. ™ In the Democdic sucvey Lhe guestion
was phtased: T om voting for mwy candidate Decavse
of his megnetic personality. ™ Resporidents were acked
tor indicate with 2 “yes” or "'no'” responza. The word-
ing of the guesticons was based on verlmnitn responedes
abtained Erom the qualitative research carried ocut.

The next test of iz hypothesis was caveied oud Ty
daing a T-tezt on Lhowe boliefs which ame cleath
candidate 2nd issue orented. {Only those hefiel-
significant at the 2 <2 05 level wetre Lsed,h The bobiel-
fallimg inte the issue domain were the issues =zl
perlicies and nonspecifio kades dimensiens. The beliel:
representing the candidate domain sware the cardidate
characteristics dimension, A wrivariaoe Flot wis
performed on chose belief:. A MANOYA tea
(Hotolling T¢) was also cartied ot on the beliel
statements in each party. lo additian, a T-test was
carried out on each of the three belied ditnensions by
taking those balief: sipgnificant at the p < O3 level
and ehen crgating an ibdex by dividing s the mumher
af significant bebefs io each of the dimenzions.

Results

A hrief prafile will he géven of che male and fomai:
respondents in the sample. Genenlly speaking, s
bath parties, the females are consistaatly ouore inter-
ested, concstned over the outcome of the eleetion,
aml Delicve vhewr yole s more elfeciive Lhan the
male eounterparts. Fhe difference, howaver, is very
Alight.

In terms of their cemopraphic orofile, the averanm.
male respondent s Tiftv.gne yvears o with g caller.
dogree [over hall have 2 masters or doclotate]: ovi
hszlf have either a professipnal, techinical, ar anaee:
il position, od cover o wide range of ovcupatioe-.
and over B0 pergent stated chat thoy come fren
cither the middle or upper middle clez:. ''he averae.
iemale Tespondent i fortysnine years old: willy sem.
vollege (over half have & colleae depres); covering .
wide ranze of oceupations {ecluding profossional.
Leehnical, or manzgeral position:); and over 9§ pwer-
cebt stated that they belesy we cllher the middle o
upver middle class.

H,: Women vote for more consorvative candi-
date: while wen wote fapr omnore  Libaeal
candidates.

The vesults in Table 2 yield 2 chisguare equal i



W53 i the Dernocralic Party, and 247 in the Repub.
lian Farty. These resudts are not significant at the
05 level, One would therelore have to concluede that
there 1s not any svskematic relaticnship between voter
ideelopy snd sex of the respondent on 2 self-
peycepiion dimension.

TABLE 2

YOTER SELF-PERCEFTIONS

Diemocrats Alalo Female
Conseranse T BT & 53
Monderate PRI E L] 37 430
Liewal 2T 1325 33 kAT
LER = IEpbleh no=95 (1007

Thi-Sgaare = 35 Ml nignicanl az Q5 rve]

Repuhlicans Male _ Fomale

Lopsevalive 13 13845 w3 2347
Yaderaie FEREI N Bl [35.2771
L bkl 11« 9.5~ 9 11617

n=11% (10417 n= 136 (100%)

Unifquare = 267 Wr s mmlivant al (03 level

A measnte of ideslogy on a salf-perception dime-
sion tnay net actoally reflect the voring behavioe of
the respondents. Some vorets oy like to thiok of
themsaetvas as [iherals, but actually vote for a conser.
vative condidate if he happens 1o exhibit 8 persobalily
trait that is very ftpotiant to the veter, For example,
in the 1930 Presidenuial Election, the wvoters wii
claimed to be liberals snd woted for Reagan dil so
bevanse of his swong leadership qualities. On the
other hand, there vere voters who considered thom-
selver to be conservatives who voled lor Carter in
1956 becawse e reoresanted a change i the prosent
administration. We must move a step closer to the
bebavior before we can begit to got a good medsure
¢f the test of the hypothosis, Thic leads one to a
messare &f the intenlion: of the voter:

Thoe next test of the hyTorhesis was carried out by
first putting the condidates on a scale of idealogy,
with either polar being conscrvalive amd liberal. The
fallowing sgale wie derived For the studsy:

Conservetive ... L. L .. iiberat
Fanalid Grorge Jokn Fitrtrey Eelwerd
Reugan [ Audersan Qurter  Kenmedy
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The zeale was devetoped by doing 2 contant anslysis
of the campaign platfarms of each candidate, As one
mighl expect, the swn Repubbican candidates are
found oo the cansercative eml of the continuum,
while the twoe Demoemtic eandidates are found on
the liberad end of the concinuuts. Andetson, who ran
a oo Incfependent, s neturally posziconed i che
center of the continuum,

A review ol Table 8 yields chi-sguares equal 1o 45
in the Dremocratic Farty and 63 in the Heooblicsn
Party. MNejther of those tests are significant a the 0s
lewel. We would therefore have to daw the conelu-
sinn that there fe nol any systamatic relatipnship
belween the voting intenticns and s of Lhe respon-
dent. These resulls are comsistent wizh the self.
perecplion ratings, which alsa rovealed 2 cimilar
pattern af respomas,

A mote severe test of the hypothesis was carred
out on & meawte of the respondents’ actuz] bebavior,
It bs cluar that there ran be intenlion-behavior discres
pancies in veting (68]. Therefore, it = possible that
the tespondents” behavice may be differect [rom their
steted intentions,

TABLE 3

VOTER INTENTIONS

Eremincral: Male Female
Caner YL E R GR BT
Kennedy 20 1RV 28 (TR
Anderson 11,55 23

mo= BT 41005 = B L0

Chi-Sgvare = 13 Mol signifeent 000 e

Hepuhlicans
Beagan EHRE ] 38 130
Buch ECREAR ] 29 121 F 4
Anderson S0 4137 ERIE ]
n= 16 (BT ({3l SN B [} AP

ChzSouzre - 85 Malsipnifiean: ol 005 v

A review of Table 4 veveals a pattern sumilar to the
results already mentioned. In the Democratic Party.
the chi-sguare is equal to .75, while in the Republs-
can Party, the chisquare 3 equal o 32, Neither of
these tests are zigoofwant st the 05 level, Agiin, one
would have to concleds that bazed oo these tesults,
there is nor any syslematie relaticoship Depween
voting bebavior andd sex af the respondent.



TABRLE 4

VOTER BEHAVIOR
Daroerats hlgla Female
Cacter dd 4459 35 (58
nenaedy o IR 4215
Ardiersin 26 [EAE 2312357
n= 91 (1007 n= 103 [(100=)

Chpsaeare = TR Mol Bieiliconn a0 leoel

Revulilicans

Hrazin EENGER- | E 3R
Sush 2 50T B4 (204
Andersna 47 40.5%) FRANEE I £

no= 116 (1006

%ol Sipnilicant al 468 level

n- 1157 1007+

Chi-Shhaee = 52

Tive last test of the first hypothesis covered the
voter behefs. In the Democralic Farty, sixteen belief
statsments were wzl o oreate the lbeml ndex, and
nine belief statetmants were wa0d 0 eveate the conser-
vative index. In the Repullican Parly, eight helief
stalement: were used Lo ¢reate tha liberal index,
and eizhteen belief statements were vst] to create the
vonwreazive index. This is due to ihe fact thal there
were mote bberzl befiefz Buted in the Demeaceatic
spprey, and meore cobscrvative baliefs listed in the
Bepubiean survey.

A review of Tahle & indicztes that there ave not
any #gnificant differenves Letween the males and
feralaz on either the conservative or liberal indices in
the Dameceratic or Bepublican Poety, 1o fact, (E we
loak at the means, we find the means Ior hoth groups
ta Be eicher deatical or within .01 of one another.

We then tested fot orthogonality by correlating the
liberal and conservative index in each party, In the
Demoeracic Party, the intercorelation was equal
Lo —0%. In rhe Republican Farty, the intercorrela-
tion between the two indices waz equal ta —3.
Tinese pather low vorrelations supporl the fact that
the dimensions are indeprident of one ancther.

The several tests carred out to tost the fiest
hypothesis do not confumn it However, the resalts are
not strong enough to clearly reject it One, however,
would hawe to seriowzly guestion much of he rels
vance of the fiteratlure on male and female differ.
snees varreed gut prier 1o Lthe mwid-1970s, It seems
that ehe female voter of the 1905 does pat charac-
terize the more conssnative stereotyped female
vorer depicted i the eatlier literature. The implica-
tism ol these resubts te the palitical advertaser
indicates that adwertisements should definitely not he
based on a dimension of denlogy a5 2 means of
sepmenting male and femeale voters,

H,: Women ate inore candidate driven wheyeas
men #re oTe issue dioveo.

This hypathesis was fested initially by deing
T-test an the bobief scatement which indicared the
jmprovcance males an<d females placed on the per.on-
ality of the candigate. The tesults in Takle 6 orovidye
inconsistent rostlts, There is a sipnilicant difference
borwesn males and females i the Hepublican Party,
with the femsles attaching more Imporianes 1o the
prrsonalizy of the mmdidars, as the literture would
lead cre 1o believe, However. Lhete is pot a sipnificant
dilfererea between males and femnales in the Ceno-
cratic Parly. This could be due 1o the fact that there
jv a different choice of candidate:, or does o the
wording of the guestion: oo the servey. Or 1w coul:d
Tie due to the fact that feraale vorers have 5 differen:
chojce criteria in the two parties. The adverii:ang
implication to a Republican candidate i 1o acress
hiz personalicy to the female vorer.

TABLE %

YOTER BELIEFS

Belwels Demaerats Republicans
Afeans Mrons
Male Fenwle Iate Fronele
=Ny =3 fa= )50 =gl
Conpgegvalive Helied Lndest 1] £S5 L] ]
35wl Helief Lndext Al A 50 &0

= pnifeanc ol A5 lesel



TABLE &

CANDHDATE-ORIENTATION SELF

DESCLRIDTION
Etpublicans Maans
Male - 116 11#
Female (m = 115) 23T
Democrats
Male = 41) 1
Female 1= 1050 A4

=Siznifiram az 1l Ieved

To gain a stronger insight inte thiz bypothoss, o
w1 of univariate F-eirs were performed on those
helief: which are vicarly candidate atientsd and on
thuse which are cleady jssie Gricnied, & multivariate
test of significance wa: then carried aat an all of the

variables i cach party. A review of Table T clearly
higklights differences hetween tnales sod fetnales. I
face, there were sipnificant differences avrous selected
issues and candidate characteristics, The mulcivariare
tesrs of signiiieanco weore cqual to 00 i the Kepubli-
ooty Pacty and 03 in the Demoeratie Partwy. T'he mos;
significant differences in the Republican Parcy occur-
red on che fsster My spouse influcneed me. The nex:
mosl sipnificant differewtcs occered on the Jssue:
Give us a strong, decisive govetnment. The next mas:
significant variable was a candidete characteristic:
Experienced. [n the Demoeratic Pery, the mies:
impartapt significant variable was a eandidaie chacac-
erislics Be able to deal with Conpress. These re:vlc-
support the reseacch by Welch (73} and Anderson
abd Gogtizen (510 who reparted that males zre marc
likely 10 attempt to persuade otheris. The fact thar
Repuablican females place more velisnes oo mediz
coveTare supports the results of Blame and Lyons {23,
These results alwo sugeest that messapes which brice
avrass lhe candidale’: wxperience awnd decicivena:.
will he very effective advertising apeeal-,

Female: placed more ivmporiance on esch of thess

TABLE 7T

IESVE/CANDIDATE BRELIEFS STATEMENRTS

EELIEFS
1, Er able to deal wizls Connress ([T
2B tu g Clugs deasi (00

[ )

Ay spoaa o Aueneed B 12])
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Ezxperenoed 1GCH
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Able v ges thangs done 4 CC)

O L= anprieg peezacalily (N1
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Motaliv Friol
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nelier dimensions, [k face, if we look an the mean
Aufercenees, the females bad 2 higher or squivalent
mear. an each of the varialdes, The would sugmest
that the [emales are more invelvad i Lalh the issues
af the campaign as well a5 the vharacteristivs of the
candxlate. lowever, thiz i somewhat mizlesding.
T we ook ar the magnitude of the scale index ior the
Demervrats on the candidate and issue dimensions for
males and jemales in Table 3, we so0 that the candi-
date index dlominates. The respective means for roales
and females 5 M1 and B, ps compared with 58 and
AL dor the isoes ad policies disnensian, and 22 and
22 vz the nonspeeifie issues dimension. This elenrly
painzs oubk that botk males and fernales are more
cancern=] with the characleristios of the candidate,
with the female being slightly mare iovalvad than the
male. {The results revealed 2 similsr patlern for the
Republicans ) Based on these rasults, we would have
1o rejest the second hypochesiz 11 Lglt of e findinps
that the female voter is hoth more candidate and
isslle driven than £lie male votor,

CONCLAUSTON

Tae impartance of understanding sex differotces
in voling behavior can be explained by taking note
o ine feliowing two faciors, Firse of all, wonten now
congtilute the majorily of voter: (337%) and there has
Leen less research on them than ob ngies, Secondly,
it 17 an chviou: sepmentation stratery for political
cendidates. It s very evident chat many of the Dermo-
crivie vemenders for the 198£ presidential nomina-
tion are attempting to align themacives with the
fommale bloe of voters.

The swody teported jo this paper presenced a pet-
spective o the ~gender gap™ which centerad i an
maie and femmale differences in voting belavigr. The
resilta present a picture ol male and female voling

differvnges which i= eensistant with the more recent
literature in £iis avea,

It in interesting tw nole lhat most of the sludies
discussedl I the literature review prior 1o the mids
1270+ reveals a profile of female votars® attitudes
and behavior which i discrepant from the Iemalbe in
Lk 1980s. Tha femnale voter af the T9E0:, as reported
in this study, s guite difterent [bam the ane depioled
in carliev studies. She is toee invalved, interested and
concerned ahout polities, This is cleasly suppormoed by
the establishment of the ERA movement, NOW
organization, and active role of ohe Leagoe of Wonmen
Woters in the polilical process. She ic, in fact,
conecerned zhout 2 hrpad range of Isapes, including
thoze o1 the econemic. social and muiary Teanc, Thiz
cuppests thar she izable to deal with the complexity af
Lasyges, which s e gonbradiction to earlier studies.
Heowever, she s stfl cooverned with 1he candidates
charactaristics, which predeminately influence the
voting of {emales. The pew insighe 1 that cardidate
characteristics alse predominantly infuence the
malas” vating behavior.

The implicalion of these rezults lo polibical advee-
tisers Ne: in the mesege stratepies nsed in adwertize-
oaennes, The resulis of this study support the Tindine:
reported in many studies carried out in the mid-1970:
angl 19205 that female: ave active and valved pali-
tival participants. Both femeles gnd meles evaluvace
candidates an the basis of personabity and issucs, The
poenlts [tom this study sugmest that the male 5 mote
likely to act as an opingt leader acdl attempr o
persuade ofhers. It would therefore be advizable fov
adverTisats 1o marget ielr messages o the mabe
llovrever, piven the strong interess in the Jaages of che
campaizn by both maies and females, advertisemen::
should be crested with messages which scras: the
appropriace appeals to both sexes o Lhe clection

TABLE &

ISSUE VE. CANDIDATE ENDICESBELIEFS

Damorrats Repullicar.
Miairs Frhiairs Talvy Eoipicies
in=81) In=195) (=116} in=11%
FRYAT I
1. lieoes and Pelews luden Ko BE G L7
S Monsproifie Issacs Tndex 32 iz b i
. andidpties” Chitaolefslies ndex - L s wil
T Ticant at I el

Fesipndiicuml o1 05 level
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seccing, Do Tact, vonsistent with prior findings, feroales
de tend to put more reliznce oo media covorage than
mates do,

The implieations of these remults sre espacilly
importane to candidstes. They should adopt 2 more
realistic approach o the study ef vobing behavice,
anl understand that a5 a eoosumer in the policieal
marketplace, 0 i3 imporant to take note of the
didfoerential need hierarchies of hoth magles and
females. Any candidate who fails to realize this wil
b vaught by surprise, and will gnly have the pheto-
menon koown as the “getder gap™ to explain far it.

LIMITATIONS

Due to the fact thet the study was hased on a
presidential prinary med, ooc would bave to be
vory vareful not to generafize the results of this study
to any general electior, A primary i a unique choice
selling which differs from & gepneral elestion in a
number of ways, Firel of all, voters sometimes cross
over Lo vote apainst a candidate, rather than Lo cast
a vote for a candidate. Secondly, the vote wiil only
result in 2 nemines for che party, racher than in an
alecred official. Third of all, primery wvoters repre.
sent 5 muck smaller pereent of the clectarite vale n
a peimary, and are Lherelure not representative of the
elrctomate as a whole,
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