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Abstract

This study argues that gender is a significant factor to consider in investigations of
political opinions and presents evidence of the relevance of gender to support for various
issues and in the social construction of opinion. Moreover, it argues that the patterning of
women’s and men’s opinions, and differences in the sources of those opinions, point to a
difference in political cultures: a women’s political culture and a men’s political culture.
Using survey evidence gathered at the time of the 1988 Canadian federal election, the
study follows three separate investigative paths in an attempt to uncover the existence of
distinctive political cultures.

The first path investigates gender gaps in opinions at the time of the election and
links these findings to earlier work suggesting the existence of a women’s agape ethos,
their weaker hawkishness, and their weaker support of continentalism. It is shown that
controls for women’s lower average incomes, their lesser educational attainment, their
greater support of feminism, and gender roles do not fully account for differences in
women’s and men’s attitudes. Moreover, evidence is addressed of women’s greater
religious fundamentalism, which often works in such a fashion on attitudes as to attenuate
-gender gaps in opinions.

The second path investigates the social structure of women’s and men’s opinions
and finds that despite the similarity of opinion on a number of issues, divergence appears
in the sources of opinion. The influence of economic self-interest, age cohort, region,
social group memberships, religious fundamentalism and feminism are found to vary
between women and men across a number of issues. ‘

The third and final path elaborates on opinion structure by the investigation of
women’s and men’s belief systems, that is the connections between various opinions and
the manner in which these connections are hierarchical. Although women’s and men’s
belief systems are very similar, the positioning of feminist belief differs by gender. For
women, regardless of their level of political sophistication, feminism is connected to the
most basic ideological belief, economic liberalism. For men, however, feminism is only
connected with ideological belief among the politically sophisticated.

, The study links this evidence to the existence of a women’s political culture and
argues that it stems partially from each gender’s socialization, but that it is a culture in
transition. The weakening of religious belief generally is likely to result in larger gender
gaps in opinion in the future. |
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Chapter 1: Introduction

“Another Mother for Peace”’

' Pretendiﬁg that the sight of the message on this bumper sticker inspired this investigation
would make for a wonderful story. Unfortunately, I. saw the sticker only as this study
»neared completion, and must confess that five years ago its significance might have been
lost on me. It névertheless provides a useful focal point for introducing this study. This
investigation is about gender and its relevance to political opinions. More speciﬁcélly,
the investigation centres on women’s and men’s thinking on a number of isSue‘s, the
factors that shépe opinion on those issués, and their belief systems more broadly. At its
core is the examination of the assumptions made in current thinking on opinion formation
and belief systems as they apply to women. Much of current thinking on this area of
investigation is based on evidence gathered from mixed gender or on occasion from male-
only samples and fails to take into account th¢ particular forces,Avalues and realities of
women’s lives and, as a. result, may not accurately reflect this aspect of their political
behaviour.

There exists a wide range of research on the broader toi)ic of the political values

and opmnions of Canadians. Some investigations address Canadian political attitudes

'Message ona bumper sticker seen in Edmonton on July 19, 1996.
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directly (Johnston, 1986; Lambert et .al., 1986, 1987, 1988; Simeon and Elkins, 1980;
Sniderman et al., 1989; Nevitte and Gibbins, 1990), but in many cases research oh public
opinion has appeared as a secondary consideration in invéstigations of voting behaviour
(Clarke et al., 1979, 1980, 1984, 1991; Frizzell et al., 1(989; Komberg and Clarke, 1983;
Penniman, 1981, 1988). Only a limited number of investigations have fackled the mofe
specific topic of gender gaps in voting and attitudes in Canada (Brodie, 1991; Everitt,
1994; Gidengil, 1995; Kopinak 1987 Terry, 1984). This investigation, by providing a
comprehensive picture of the opinioﬁs of Canadian women and men at the time of the
1988 election, hopes to move towards filling this research gap in Canada and at the same
time continue the process of integrating women into thinking on this subject.

The working assumption of this study is that gender matters to political thinking.
Women and men think about political questidns in disﬁncﬁve ways. Women and men
bring with them to the political arena a distinctive set of core values, and different
priorities, based partially on their gender. Whether these differences stem from biology
or from the manner in which boys and girls are socialized into particular gender roles is
not a mafter addressed in this thesis. Indeed, answering such a question is well beyond
the method of study émployed in this investigation. Instead, that differences exist in the
values and opinions of women and men, differences that cannot be exﬁlained by social
circumstances or demographic factors, is taken at face value to mean that each gender
approaches politics from a different political culture. Thﬁs the investigative framework

adopted falls very much in line with mainstream evaluations of political culture in




Canada. To assume that differences in opinions indicate differences in political culture is
not a novel idea (Elkins an& Simeon, 1979 and 1980). Applying it to gender differences
in opinions and belief systems has not, however, been a preoccupation of Canadian'
political scientists (for some exceptions, see Vickers, 1988 and Bashevkin, 1993).

The main goal, then, is to assess whether gender merits serious Qonsideration as a
culture defuﬁng factor in Canadian politics. As early as 1975 Thé]ma McCormack
| suggested just such a possibility:

Thé alternative thesis is that women live in a different political culture from

men, a culture based on differences in political socialization [...],

differences in political opportunity structures, and the way in which the

media of communication define each of them.” (1975:25).

Such an evalﬁative framework allows and provides a first step towards gaining a more
thorough understahding of women’s polifical behaviour as well as Canadian political
culture more generally. That it has taken twenty years for the framework to be adopted in
the type of investigation undertaken here suggests both the limited attention paid to this
area of research generélly, and the limited number of feminist researchers accepting
quantitative methods as a legitimate method of inquiry fpr studying women.

‘The male political culture is esseﬁtially the ‘dominant’ political culture. How men
think about politics is reflected in the formal political arené. As the principal players in
that arena, it stands to reason that the arena reflects men’s values and beliefs. The female
political culture, on the other hand, is less visible; the relative absence of women from

formal politics, and the dominance of male norms in the political arena itself, makes it

particularly difficult for this women’s culture to materialize. For instance; in her
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reflections on the House of Commons, Sheila Copps, Deputy Prime Minister for the -
present Liberal Government, stated that “from the moment you step inside, you sense that
this place is foreign to women, alien to our spirit of cooperation, steeped in confrontation
and simply not a place for traditional female virtues’ (1986: 93). Kim Campbell, former
Conservative Prime Minister, also discusses the difficulty she encountered in attempting
to introduce ‘inclusive justice" as a process of legal reform during her position as Justice
Mim'ster (1996).> And Audrey McLaughlin, former leader of the Federal New
Democrats, notéd:

When a women enters the House of Commons, she enters what in

significant ways is an old-fashioned men’s club. There are all sorts of

reminders--some subtle, some not so subtle--that this is not a woman’s

place (1992: 26). ’
: Thus the feqling that the political world is not a woman’s place exists across at least three -
of the main political parties in Canada and, moreover, among women at the highest levels
of power in those parties. That women are less likely to be found in the dominant
political arena and feel less comfortable in it explains in part the inability to report strong
evidence that a women’s political culture exists. And the lack of evidence explains in |

péu't the failure of traditional political science to account for and validate such a

difference.

2 Inclusive justice is a process of four steps: 1) accept that the law does not treat everyone
equally; 2) invite excluded individuals to discuss their reality; 3) invite those individuals to
help in arriving at a solution to the problem; and 4) implement that solution. Campbell noted
the difficulty justice officers encountered in accepting the first principle, which denies the -
universality of justice principles, patticularly in their application to women (See Campbell,
1996: 161).
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Regional patterns of political cultures héve been said to exis"c in the past given the
cognitive and affective differences in thMg across the Canadian provim‘:es.3 Such
differences often dwarf any-similar differences in thinking between women and men. On
these grounds, the existence of ‘gendered’ political cultures is questioned. But regional
differences in political thinking are supported by political institutions which provide
channels for such differénces to manifest themselves. The fedéral political system
provides an institutional means of support for differences in political thinking. Daily
political life is often characterized by inter-provincial and inter-govemmental conflict.
There is, on the other hand, no such institutional structure to support the existence of
gendered political cultures. A government of, for, and by women does .not'éxjst. And
given women’s lesser involvement in many political institutions the failure to hear their
distinctive political voice is understandable. - [ argue that it exists but that it is a whisper;
you must listen closely to hear it.

It 1s generally ﬁue that quantitative research on women’s political behaviour is
shamefuily scarce. There has yet to be a comprehensive investigation of the manner in
which women think about politics despite the recent increase in research on women and

.politics generally. As recently as 1983, S/apiro lamented thé lack of research in this area:
. “Interestingly, female I;ublic opinion remains one of the most unexplored area of

women’s studies within political science” (150). While Sapiro might praise some of the

growth in research in this area in the United States in recent years, recent studies of

*Such patterns have been less visible in recent investigations. See Stewart (1994).
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Women’s public opinions in Canada are still few in number (see Everitt, 1994; Gidengil,
1995; Brodie, 1991).

The lack of research in this area may be due in part to the general feminist distrust
of quantitative methods in particular, and the techniques employed in public opinion
surveys more specifically. Whatever the reasons for the marginalization in women’s
studies, the study of women tends to be undertaken by women scholars. That many
feminist women scholars dismiss quantitative techniques as objectifying reduces the
number of scholars willing to undertake such studies. But as I argue elsewhere (O’Neill,
1995), there is room for quantitative methqu on the women’s political behaviour
research agenda and this present study hopes to take a step towards showing the merit of
adopting this line of inquiry. One exception to the general mistrust of quantitative |
methods is the research undertaken to investigate the exiétencé and causes of the gender
gap. Research in this area employs quantitative methods and provides some
understanding of women’s particular opinions and attitudes and the unique forces
generating them. The investigation undertaken here~ﬁts within this research agenda and
implicitly accepts the benefits which can result from quantitative investigations of |
women’s political behaviour.

The limited attention paid to women’s political thinking in Canadian research
despite its importance may also stem from a limited availabiliity of data sets, a problem
which is quickly diminishing. As an example of the disappearance of such limitations,

election surveys present an interesting opportunity for assessing a whole range of



opinions. Given the scope of issues it touches upon, this investigation evaluates women’s
and men’s political thinking using a number of the survéy questions that make up a
Canadian election survey undertaken in 1988. By virtue of the breadth of issues
addressed; this examination of the Canadian women’s political opinions will be the fust
of its kind.

Most studies that have centred on the political attjtudes of women have
concentrafed on the gender gap, that is on differences in the opinions held by W_omen and
men. Some scholars have extended the discussion to an attempt to account for these
differences. I believe thatllimiting the focus to gender gaps is misplaced._ Attempting to
include women in this area of investigation means moving beyond simple comparisons
and attempting to account for such differences. Focusing on opinion differences implies
an acceptance of male behaviour as the norm and the standard of comparison (see Sapﬁo,
1983: Ini:roduction). As such, women’s opinions and attitudes are investigated in order to
account for their deviation from men’s and for no other reason. Such an inquiry does‘
little to reinforce the belief that a women’s perspective can have releyance for political
questions.

However, gender gap analysis should not be abandoned. The gender gap as a
social phenomenon is deserving of attention for two main reasons. Firsf, the gender gap
phenomenon is linked to the larger question of whether women and men differ in their
political opinions as a result of biological differences, self-interest, socially-construct_ed |

definitions of their ‘proper’ roles, or due to differences in the levels of social and




demographic characteristics between the two groups. The question of gender difference
is one that is not limited to the discipline of political science. But as it relates to political
issues, research on the gender gap presents an interesting opportunity for studying those
factors that directly influence opinions about political issues and beliefs. It serves as a
useful exercise for understanding the nature and source of difference between the
genders. Moreover, it helps in understanding not only whether women and men differ
politically, but also whether women act as a cohesive political group.

Second, the gender gap phenomenon highlights the.degree to which mainstréam
politics and political science has r;sted on male definitions of politics. Analysis of the
gender gap has focused attention on issuc_‘:s‘ of importance to women that have generally
been'igno~re’d by the media and political institutions. Whether the gender gap exists or
not, focusing on it provides an impetus for getting these issues on the political agenda. It
also serves as a sharp reminder to political parties tnat over half of the country’s
electorate is made up of women; as of yet, this reality only seems entertained when
gender gapé have the potential for guaranteeing (or denying) electoral success. If
women’s values differ from thos¢ of men they are nonetheless politically legitimate and
deserving of political attention. |

Investigations into the opinions and beliefs of women must extend beyond the
limited focus of gap analysis. Inquiries need to investigate the underlying values and

guiding principles of women’s attitudes and behaviour, as distinct from men’s, in order to

" ensure that we move away from the tendency to discuss why women do not match men in




their attitudes. Such a shift in investigative focus may well proﬁde the basis -for
legitimating a differing cqnception on the néture of politics, a conception that redefines
rationality and self-interest. Differences may exist at the level of the determination of
opinions, in their sources, and in their structure. It is also true that gender gaps n opinioh
are normally small in size. Focusing on them necessitates ;:ohqluding the difference is

- one of degree and nof one of kind. But the underlying differences may w¢11 be a matter
of kind, hidden from the view of the researcher concentrating solely on gaps in opinions. |
Women and men may cdme to hold similar opinions for very different reasons. The
gender gap framework for proceeding discounts this possibility by emphasizing an
investigatioh of small opinion differences only.

This investigation attempts to move beyond gender gap analysis and towards a
comprehensive evaluatioﬁ of women’s and men’s opinions, .their values and their beliefs.
It also attempts to account for their opinion sources and outliné the broader structure of
opinion (that 18 belief systems). It will show the issues which reveal the greatest |
differences in thinking between women and men, as wéll as those that reveal little gender
difference. It argues tﬁat the revealed differences are large enough to be considered
indicative of a difference of political culture. Evidence will also be provided that these
differences in thinking cannot be wholly accounted for by differences in economic
circumstances or by differences in other socio-demographic factors. And importantly, it
will show that women’s private lives are as relevant to the determination of their political

opinions as are men’s.




But what makes this investigation of women’s opinions different from others that
have been previously undertaken is the argument that part of the reason for the lack bf
larger gender gaps on some iSSlJ;eS is a competition of fundamental values. Feminism has
| provided many women with an important vehicle for speaking ‘in their own voice” and its
liberal influence has been recorded on many issues. It stands as a core belief for many
women and thus shapes their opinions on many other issues. But investigations have
rarely taken account of the fact that women are also more conservative in réligious belief
than men. - And religious belief is no less central to the determjnation‘of opinion on some
issues than feminism; Thus religious beliefs and support for feminism compete for
dominance on some issueé; hamely, those for which religious values come into play. The
end result is that an underlying division among women 1s masked.

This 1s, however, only one part of this investigation. Women and men may think
differently about some issu‘es, and showing that such differences cannot be ‘explained
away’ is a stafting point. The next step is in showing that even when women and men are
in agreement on issues, this agreement may nevertheless rest on very different grounds.
Thus the investigation will show that gender differences extend beyond opinions
themselves and are also found in the social agents that transmit political values and
political culture. It will be shown tﬁat the reasons behind women’s and men’s political
thinking vary even wﬁen women and men are in agreemeﬁt. Often when they agree the
construction of their opinions differs.

The final part of this investigation will show that differences, although smaller in
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size, also exist in the belief systems of women and men. Slighf differences are to be
found in the way that women‘and men relate each of their political values and beliefs.
The failure to find larger differences in this element of political thinking should not be
taken to mean that a women’s political cultﬁre does not exist. Instead, the inability to
detect greater differénces in ﬂﬁs element of thﬁlking, it is argued, stems from the
dominance of the male political culture and the relative exclusion of womeﬁ from the

formal political arena.

| Women and Politics in Canada

- The point has been raised that women, despite the lack of formal restrictions, have
not enteréd the arena of politics in the same numbers as men. T‘heirv exclusion from this
arena constitutes an inteéral element of the afguments madé in this investigation. This
sectidn will sketch out the manner in which women have been politically excluded in
Canada, as well as the reasons which havé been advanced for explaining their lesser
involvemént. |

With the exception of voting, women in Canada do not engage in pblitics at the
same levels or in the same numbers as men.. Thus politics is dominated by men and the

world of politics remains very much the domain of men.* An-understanding of the

* That women remain informally excluded from the arena of electoral and representational
politics does not mean that their involvement is limited in social organizations not
traditionally understood to be engaging in politics. The study of such institutions is
developing and suggests that women have been and are more political than traditionally
believed. See Vickers (1988) and especially (1996). Nevertheless, their involvement in
traditional political activities is limited and begs the question: is this exclusion due to
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limited nature of Canadian women’s involvement in representational politics is important
to the investigation at hand, as it provides a setting for an evaluation of the political
- opinions of women in Canada.

Gender differences in political behaviour suggest that women and men relate
differently to their political worlds, although some of these gaps appear to be narrowing
~ with the passage of time. Such differences may be accounted for by structural factors,
but nevertheless highlight how the political opportunity structures that women in Canada
face vary from men’s and result in part in women’s exclusion from the political arena.
Differing rates of political participaﬁon and in the choice of level of political participation
have been recorded and show that in the arena of Canadian politics, positions of power
are held by men (Brodie, 1985,1991; Bashevkin, 1985,1991). Regardless of the reasons
for their exclusion, women are likely to have reacted politically; in some manner, to it.

In the first instance, Caﬁadian women are less likely to be interested in politics
than are men, and they are more likely to feel that politics is too complicateci for them.
Low leveis of political efficacy are likely to partly explain women’s lack of involvement
in the system. But as Brodie (1991) points out, this weak orientation to the political
system is partially the result of the political system itself. .The political ‘system fails. to
address many of the issues that are relevant to women’s lives (such as child care and the
gendered division of labour) while social and political realities limit the degree to which

women can become involved in the system. - That they reveal less interest in the system |

informal structural barriers or might it be that the culture of electoral and legislative politics
is so at odds with women’s political culture that many choose not to engage in it all?
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should not be surprising.-

A number of differences also appear in the rates of electoral success between the
genders. Despite the fact that women made up nineteen per cent of federal candidates in
the 1988 election, they made up only thirteen per cent of candidates who were successful
in their electoral bid (Brodie 1991: 5). Women made up a limited share of those
individuals that ran for elected office, and an even smaller proportion of legislators.

Their electoral success did not match that of men but this was not due to an unwillingness
on the part of Canadians/ to vote for women candidates. It was insteéd partly due to the
disproportionate concentration of wom_en'candidates in minor parties with an overall
weaker chance of electoral success. As well, those fewer women who did sécure
norr;jnation in major paJTieé were likely to be nominated in ridings where the party had
little chance of success. |

The majof obstacle for women becoming successful electoral candidates, or
electoral candidates at all for that matter, is money. Many women simply do not have the
personal financial resources or the money network connections presently required to
mount a successful electoral campaign at the federal level in Canada. Although the same
is true of most men in Canada, it is likely to be true of more wo;nen than men. In 1988 a
full 37 percent of women candidates ranked funding as the major obstacle in their
campaign and slightly more than one-half indicated that money was an obstacle in
gaining the nominatibn (Brodie 1991:44-5). If we can assume that women are at a

financial disadvantage, then their limited numbers as electoral candidates may have less
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to do with lack of interest than with realistic assessments of their chances of succeSs.

The concentration of female candidates and office holders at thé municipal level
provides_ﬁlrthér support for such a conclusion (Brodie, 1985; Vickers, 1978). Muﬁicipal .
politics involves fewer disruptions to family life, as office holders are not required to
move their families or leave their families for extended periods in order to attend
legislative sittings. Vickers (1978:46) attribufes women’s greater presence at the
municipél level vto two further factors: first, the reduced ﬁnancial costs of mounting an
electoral campaign at this level; and second, the reduced level of “power and influence”
in these positions lowers both the degree of competition for them and the amount of party
control exérted over them, whjc;h result in their increased accessibility to women. Thus
the absence of parﬁés in mosf Canadian municipal elections removes a barrier that often
inhibits women from electoral succe.ss. It is alsd true that municipal political careers
incur far less family life disruptions than do federal and provincial ones and as such
pfovide a viable option for women with small children in the home.

A glanée at political party organizations similarly reveals the distance that remains
before women gain equal representation within the Canadian political system. Referring
- to the tendency as the ‘law of increasing disproportioﬁ’, Bashevkin (1985, 1989b,1991) |

reports that women are overrepresented at the lower levels of party organizational
-hierarchies, and underrepresented at their higher levels. The higher up ones moves 1n the
party hierarchy, the fewer women one is likely to find. Although women have begun to

occupy positions at the higher levels of party organizations, the existence of this ‘pink-
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collar ghetto’ in party organizations'c'ontinues despite the erosion of this female volunteer
base due to the greater numbers of women entering the paid work force (Bashevkin,

1991 :62). According to an individual interviewed by Bashevkin, “[there exists] far more
opportunity now for women to do what used to be the men’s j0b§ in the ridings, but little
change in the willingness of .Ivnen to do What have traditionally been the women’s jobs”
(1991:64). Women are increasingly gaining the skills required to sit among the party
brass, but the opbortlmities are not often made available to them. The end result is that
women continue to do the work that empowers them little within the party, and even less
in the broader political system.

Such differences in participation rates do not however inciude voting participation
rates, where women and men prove to be quite similar in behaviour. Using CNES data
from 1965 to 1988, .Brodic reveals that only once did a statistically significant difference
appear in gender voting levels (it appeared in 1984) and, even then, the difference was
less than substantial: 3 percentage points (1991: 18). Women cannot be considered less
politically motivated givén their voting rates. But the political opportuniﬁés andb
‘choices’ made available to them limit the degree to which the political sphefe can be
convs.idered open to them. Pgrhaps somewhat symptomatic of this exclusion, their
political lives, particularly their political ophﬁons and beliefs, deviate somewhat from
those of men. This exclusionvmay also stem from the fact that many women do not see:

their particulai concerns reflected in the formal political arena.
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Gender Differencés in Public Opinion

Research has added to the larger body of knowledge }regarding women’s political
béhaviour by investigating .women’s political attitudes and more specifically the gender
gap. Much of this newer résearch is undertaken by women scholars whose explicit goal
is that of “bringing women in” to the discipline. Moreover; th.ese scholars are explicit in -
their desire of overturning the many stereotypes and broad genéralizations made abput ‘
women, their political behaviour and their political opinions. Part of the stereotyping of. _
women' that occurred in ﬁadiﬁonal political science characterized them as more
conservative; the guardians of morality, and idealist in their value structures; ﬂlese .largely
unsubstantiated claims were held to account for any differences between them and men
(see Vickers, 1987). Similarly, the tendency to extrapolate from wo‘men’s' private roles
and biological roles to their broader behaviour patterns characterizes much of the early |
political science behaviour research. AH of this took place often alongside the tendency
to see women as apolitical: their behaviour and attitudes were often dssumed to stem from
the influences of husbands and fathers. As such women’s roles as “housewives”,
mothers, wives and women were assumed, again with little supporting evidence, to
account wholly for their beﬁaviour and attitudes.

It is understandable that many feminist scholars are preoccupied with moving
away from such Stereotypical portrayals of women. Others however are less willing to
discount the notion that women's particular private roles may play some part in providing

them with a particular point of view. And still others acknowledge and indeed elevate
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women's biological and social roles above those of men. An argument is sometimes made
that there is little reason to discount women's attitudinal differences so long as they are
not then held as justifications for restricting women to the particular public and private
roles most appropriate to them. Equality of the sexes need not demand an absence of
difference.

This investigation stems in part from an awareness of the limited degree to which
women enter into many of the current investigations into public opinion in Canada. It
also stems from a personal awareness that women are as complex and cross-pressured as
men and that these multiple pressures are likely to shape their opinions as much as is true
of men. Women are more than homemakers and mothers. And many women struggle to
define and reconcile their feminism and their religious beliefs. The investigation also
stems from an intuitive sense that women bring something unique into their thinking
about political questions. To quote one feminist scholar at length,

The difference between the content of thought for woman and man is drawn

from their relation to a specific kind of body, to a specific recent past (since

their birth), a specific inherited past (within their culture), a present context,

and future options....We could say that the pathway to information differs

according to sex. The lived experience of the body is different for a man

than 1t 1s for a woman; being brought up in the Western world as female or

male brings to consciousness an entirely different set of data; being born

mto a world of stereotypes, archetypes, and historical facts provides a

different range of information for a man's reason to appropriate as a specific

history than for a woman. (Allen, 1987: 11-12)

The assumption of difference is to be found at every path in this investigation. Nature or

nurture, despite the intriguing aspects of this question, is not the point of this

investigation. The goal of this investigation is to reveal that women’s political thinking is
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distinctive and grounded in more than their private sphere roles. Moreover, it deserves

full treatment in political science research.

Organization of the Investigation

The task of the investigation is to empirically explore the opinions and belief systems of
women and men at the time of the 1988 national election in an effort to’uncover the
existence and potential sources of gendered ways of ﬂﬁnking‘about politics. Three
distinct investigative paths will be employed in this effort: first, women's and men's
opinions will be compared across a range of issues in 6rder to determine whether gender
gaps are a general characteristic which extend across the rangé of opinions tapped by the
election sunéy; second, the evaluation will proceed to investigate whether traditionally
evaluated sources of opinion need fo include those that are of particular relevance to
women and which have not as a rule entered such investigations; and third, women's and
men's political belief systems will be mapped in an effort to uncover differences in those
idevas or core beliefs that are central to the determination of opinions.

Chapter 2 provides a framework fo‘r the investigation drawn from prior research
and feminist théory that allows for the integration of women's particular public and
private roles with their political cultures. It is simply not enough to undertéke a

‘traditional investigation of the sources of political opinions separately for each gender.
Trying to understand the sources of women's opinion in this manner would do little more

than treat them as men in drag. Rather, the investigation will include each of those
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factors that maﬁz be of central importance to the determination of women's values but
which have been omitted from traditional research in the area given their assumed
irrelevance to political culture. Insight into which factors may be of particular
importance for women will be drawn from feminist theory.

Armed with a framework for proceeding with the empirical investigation, Chapter
3 introduces the data set to be used in the investigation. The data are drawn from a
survey of Canadians undertaken immediately preceding and after the 1988 federal
_ election. The breadth of issues addressed within the data set included in tile study makes
it a vehicle particularly well-suited to the investigation at hand. Chapter 3 will also
outline and explain the set of issue indexes, created from the variables in the election
study, that form the basis upon which the empirical evaluation rests. The creation of a
..smaller number of indexés from the large and unwieldy set of individual variables
included in the study allows for a more intensive investigation into the opinions and
beliefs of men and women.

Chapters 4 through 7 form the bﬁlk of ‘the empirical investigation. Chapter 4
begins by detailing the existence of gender gaps in the range of issues fapped by the
opinion indexes. It also shows those issues on which women and men are in agreemenf.
Moreover, it reveals the differences that exist in women’s and men’s support of feminism
and in their religious beliefs. Armed with this information, Chapter 5 sets about
uncovering the likely sources of these differences in opinion. In doing so it reveals the

relative strengths of the competing theories outlined in Chapter 2 claiming to explain such
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‘gaps. Feminist beliefs, econpmic self-interest, and social group memberships each
explain pai't of the gender gap puzzle. But their ability'to explain géps m opinion is
limited. Evidence is also provided that on some issues religious beligf compétes with |
feminism for priority in the détennination of opinion and thus_mediateé the size of the
gap found on those issues. _ | |

Understanding how women and men come at each of their opinions brovides
greater insight into the relationship between gender and the development of 'pol‘itical
cultures. Thus Chapter 6 extends the invéstigeition on the gender gap to an evaluation of |
how women and men come at their opinions more generally. Every index, not .simply‘
those on which gaps appear, is examined with respect to the social structure of opinion on
the issue, and women’s and men’s opinibﬁs are investigated sepafately in order to réveal
any distinctions in this elément of their opinionﬁ. The results of thlS investigation show
that on mahy issues women and inén reveal differences in the roots of their thinking on
vpolitical questions. The differences are subtle but are nevertheless found fo exist. There
1s, however, no simplg: pattern to these differences; disﬁnctioné in structure vary with the
issue addressed.

Chapter 7 vaes'away from studying individual opinions towards an evaluation of
the connections between opinions, that is towards belief systems. The goal of this |
chapter is to isolate the core beliefs that underpin more specific opinions in an effort to
uncover whether similar principles are at work for each gender and to compare the level

of constraint and coherence that exists among these political beliefs. This investigation
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reveals that women’s and men’s belief systems are similar in most respects and deviate in
only minor ways. Interestingly the sharpest difference between women and men on this
element of political opinion comes in the positioning of feminist belief relaﬁ{le to other
opinions. In this one element of their belief systems, women and men are at &miance.
Nonormaﬁve assessment is made regarding which ideology or belief system 1s 'best'; the
point is simply to determine how each gender manages within a complex political system.
In the final chapter, the evidence generated on each element of political opinion
will be pulled together in an effort to show that women and men are members of separate
political cultures. In addition, somé speculation on the sources of this parti.cular culture
will be made as well as suggestions for further research. That women must be included
in such analyses is for the most part understood and accepted by many scholars; how the
| process of integration should.occur 1s less weil known. In the end, therefore, this
investigation is not so much about womén and the sources of their political opinions as it
is about ensuring that every aspect of men’s and women’s lives, private and public, be

included in investigations of political behaviour.
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Chapter 2: Political Qpinions, Mass Belief Systems and Gender

This chapter will‘provide the theoretical background for inﬁqducing gender into research
on public opinion and belief systems. Gender has appeared m somé recent investigations
of public opinion in Canada but is often only superficially discussed and then
subsequently dismissed as statistically insignificant and thus irrelevant. This
investigation céntends that gender is relevant and applicable to discussions and
investigations of public opinion. -

Women and men live in different but overlapping political ~wor1ds. Gender
influences the gfoups that one is likely to join, the positions that one is likely to hold in
those groups, the opportunity structures one faces and the resources one will bring to the
political arena. The political socialization processes of women and men differ, as do the
roles they take on in adult relationships. As a result the cues that women and men look to
for help in determining their political opinions and the values that are brought to bear on
this element éf tﬁeir political behaviour are likely to differ. It is possible that the manner
in which the whole of their political opinions are organized‘and ‘logically grouped
together will also vary.

If women and men live in separate political worlds, and consider different sets of
values to be of fundamental importance, then the whole of their political outlooks will be
shaped différenﬂy. Oné could consider this difference to be one of political culture.
Political culture consists of ‘assumptions about the political world’ _(Elkins and Simeon,
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1979: 127). As a determinant of political attitudes and opinions, political culture restricts

the range of alternatives entertained by those within its collectivity. If the assumptions
that women and men make about the political world and the range of alternatives they
entertain vary, then their opinioné and attitudes are likely to reflect this varying
perspective. Jill Vickers focuses directly on this duality in emphasizing that when
women engage in political activity it is to ¢ get things done’ while for men it is to ‘get
ahead’ (1988). This duality, subtle and difficult to document, but neveﬁheless relevant,
may parlay into differences in attitudes.

It is imperative that an emphasis on such differences does not deny that women
and men share many of the same social and political experiences. The dominant world,
which equates in many respects to the male world, is nevertheless one in wlﬁch women
~ live and which affects fnany elements of their lives. Women and men attend the same
churches, live in the same cities, towns and provinees, attend the same universities and
are represented by the same Members of Parliament. Many of the cues that women and
men look to in the determination of their opinions ére similar. Despite one’s normative
assessment of the influence of this dominant world on women’s views, ite impaet is
nevertheless felt by women and must be considered a relevant determinant of their
political behaviour. As such, women’s political worlds may reflect a bridging of two
cultures: the dominant male-culture and the less visible but nevertheless reel women’s
culture.

In order to determine whether it is realistic to speak of different political cultures
for women and men, three individual elements of political opinion will be investigated.
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Each provides a distinction framework for evalﬁatiﬂg gender and public opinion and
hence increases the confidence that can be placed in the finding of distinctive cultures.
The three elements of public opinion to be evaluated are:

®gender gaps and their sources;

®the socio-demographic structure of opinion; and

®belief systems.

The phenomenon of attitudinal difference between the genders, commonly referred
to as the g_ender gap, provides the investigation’s introductory focal point. In a number
of studies, womén and men are found to differ in their opinions on issues. The first task
is to assess each gender’s political standing on a number of the issues at the time of the
1988 federai election in order to determine where gender gaps exist and Whére they do |
not. Gaps on proximate policy questions would not point to the existence of fundamental
gaps in opinions; gaps in core political values would indicate that the difference is more
radical. It is also necessary to examine as broad a scope of issues as possible for the
existence of gender gaps, in order to determiné the extent of difference in opinions. The
number of issues examined in this invesﬁgation sets it apart from those previously
undertaken. The scope of issués addressed here is unparalleled in previous gender _gap'
research.

Documenting the existence of gender differences in opinion is an impoftant first
step but charting these differences is not sﬁfﬁcient. An understanding of women’s and
“men’s political cultures requires an understanding of what accounts fof such gaps in
attitudes. As such, the second task is to uncover the sources of gender gaps in opinions.
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A number of possibilities have been introduced. in previou's investigations of the gender
gap in opinions. ‘Researchers have taken direction from the literature on gender
difference in their attempts to account for differences in opinions. But very little of the
gender difference literature is directed specifically at examinations of political behaviour.
Instead, much of it focuses on general epistemological questions and broader analyses of
psychological and social behaviour. The gender difference theoretical framework is
nevertheless directly applicable to an investigation of women’s behaviour since it
identifies and investigates the potential sources of a women’s perspective. Previous
gender gap research provides some direction in applying these theories to examinations of
political behaviour.

Previous studies of gender gaps in opinions have also taken some direction from
mainstream political science in an attempt to uncover the sources of the gender gap.
Such studies have found that gender difference’s in socio-economic factors such as age,
education and income account in part for the differences discovered in women’s and
men’s opinions. Women’s greater economic vulnerability, it is argued, accourits for their
greater support of the welfare state. Others hai/e posited that it is a difference in
women’s and men’s core political values that may help to explain differences in attitudes.
Political values have -riot, however, prominently. figured in previous gender gap
investigations despite the fact that mainstream research points to their importance in the
shaping of opinions on more proximate political issues. The ability to document that
gaps exist in part because of differences in women’s and men’s core values, net of any

other independent pressures on opinions, will support the existence of gendered political
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cultures.

Tﬁe second elemént of public opinion to be evaluated in this investigation is the
socio-demographic structure of opinion. Gendered political cultures must fest on more
than simply differences in the degree to which women and men support or oppose a
number of political issues. A more forceful pronouncement of culturai difference
depends on the existence of a difference in tﬁe manner in which women and men come at
their opinions, that is, in differences in the roots of their opinions. The existence of
gendered cultures depends on gendered ways of knowing.

To investigate the possibility that women and men come at their opinions
differently, a number of factors that might brovide some insight into how women come at
their opinions ‘will be statistically evaluated for their role as opinion determinants. Those

, ‘ \
factors that have traditionally been seen as determinants of opim'oné-—core values, life |
experiences, self-interest and group membershjps--should not be dismissed as
determinants of women’s opinions. The sharing of the common dominant culture will
necessarily mean that they will have some influence on women’s as well as men’s
opiﬁons. But the roots of women’s and men’s 6pinions may differ in the relative impact
of each of these factors. That is, similar life experiences and group memberships may
result in different pressures on -opinions. Such an analysis is distinct from one attempting
to explain gender gaps in opinion in part because it focuse‘s oﬁ the determining factors
that are at play in all opinions rather than focusing only on the sources of differences in a
smaller set of opinions in which gender gaps appear. Explaining the source of the gender

gap is important in and of itself, but one should not overlook cases in which the opinions
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- of women and men are congruent‘. This coming together of opinion may nevertheless be
the result of a differing set of éues for the two groups. Women and men may agree on
some issues but for very different reasons. ‘Accounting for the structure of éach gender’s
opinions will provide a basis fof assessing the degree to which women and men think
about political questions in different ways.

Third, the examination of belief systems is also relevant to this investigation in
that it allows for a determination of the central principles underlying each gender’s
attitudes. In contrast to the investigation of the social structure of opinjon; belief systems
research‘posits that ideas, rather than sbcio-démographic factors, are the principal shapers
of more proximate op.inions on issues. Ideology rather than gfoup evéluations may
account for an individuzﬂ’s atﬁtudes on issu’es'. The determination of a differeﬁce in the
manner in which women’s and men’s opiniohs are structured by éore ideological beliefs
allows for a further testing of the proposition that women’s and men’s political cultures
differ. Belief systems are centrally based, widely applicable, elaborate structures of
attitudes (Campbell et al., 1960). These structufes are organizations in that there exists
an iterdependence among their cogstituent attitudes: attitudes cluster into groups. The
interdependence among attitudes in these clusters is assumed to rest on a central, or small
number, of fundamental beliefs that are at play in the formation of not only political but
social attitudes as well. Belief systems research thus moves beyond singular evaluations
of political opinions and rather focuses on the connections between diversé sets of
‘attitudes in an effort to uncover underlying beliéfs and principles.

An assumption m belief systems research is that iﬁdividuals adopt an underlying
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political philosophy with a few basic principles, and then evaluate issués and render
6pinions on those issues based on references back to those fundamental pn'nciple;s. The
mosf commonly investigated source of constraint is the liberal-cvonservativé idéological
continuuni which provides a “contextual graép of politics that permits a wide range of
more speciﬁc 1dea-elements to be organizéd into more tightly constrained wholes”
(Converse, 1964:227). Thus thé greater the association among a set of obiniohs, the
greater is the degree of 'ideblogical constraint among them. Key to this theoretical model |
is the two-tiéred nature of the belief system, that is the movement from i1deology to
opinion with nothing in between.

Investigations into belief systems are not new. They have ‘a lengthy history
highlighted 1i)y the changes in focus that 6ﬂen accompany any research path. The twist
that I apply t6 the discussion is an attempt to introduce into belief systems research the
idea that womeﬁ and men may structure their attitudes around a differenf set of |
fundamental values. If women and men come at politics with different value‘framevx"ork_s,
then these value frameworks could result in different belief systems. At the top of the
two-tiered system for detemﬂning opinions may lie a different set of criteria for
evaluating politidal phenomena. These differing criteria are explained in part by
differences in the political cultures of women and men.

| Establishing a framework for evaluaﬁﬁg each of the three elements of Canadian
women’s and men’s 0pinioﬁs necessitates an examination of both the literature on gender )
 difference aﬁd the literature on public opinion.a.nd belief systems. As such, whenever
possible the literature concerning gender difference Will be introduced and discussed in
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an effort to “bring women into” research in this area. This literature will hopefully reveal
those factors that are unique to women’s lives, and that should be introduced into the
investigation of women’s political opinions. On the other hand, gender differences in
opinions may reflect nothing more than different life experiences or differences in socio-
economic factors. Thus in an effort to account for various sources of opinion, the
investigation will draw not only from the gender difference literature but also from
current researéh on‘public opinion in Canada. A number of socio-demographic factors
have been investigated and suggestéd as important components in the shaping of public
opinion. Gender differences in opinion may reflect differences in the levels at which
women and men appear in each of tﬁese categories, and as such must be included in the
investigation. It is imperative that both literatures be explored in order to properly model
women’s and men’s opinions and belief systems.

The task of the present chapter is to provide a framework for evaluating each of
the three elements of public opinion in an effort to uncover v;/hetller cultural difference
exists. Thus a framework for the investigation of gender gaps and their sources is the
first undertaking. A number of factors have previously been examined as potential
determinants of the gap and these will be outlined in ‘order‘ to set the stage for the’
empirical analyéis to come. After providing a framework for éxplaining the gap, [ will
then sketch out the process for examining how each of the vlariables introduced as
potential determinants of the gender gap stfucturé individual attitudes across a full range
of issues. Evidence of a differential social structuring of opinion will further support the
conclusion of é gendered political culture,. and hence necessitates this area of
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investigation.

Finally, having outlined the framework for an examination of the gender gap and -
the social structure of opinions, a review of the cuneht state of research on the existence
and properties of belief systems among the mass publi(;, will be undertaken to set the stage.
for the introduction of gender into this research area. Political opinions do not exist in
individual vacuums, but rather are related and influenced by other .opinions and beliefs
and thus should be investigated as a group as well as individually. Undertaking separate
examinations of women and men on this element of their political behaviour .is a
relatively new research direction. It may or may not shed light on the nature and source
of difference in women’s and men’s approaches to political questions.

It is also necessary to elaborate on some of the terms to be used throughout the
course of this investigation. I follow Rokeach’s lead in Iﬁy use of the term opinion rather
than attitude, belief or value. According to Rokeach, .an “attitude i§ a relatively enduring
organization of beliefs around an object or situation predisposing one to respond in some
preferential rﬁanner” (1968: 112). Thus the building blocks of attitudes are singular

| beliefs. Beliefs can be either descriptive, evaluative, or prescriptive, and will predispose
individuals to partiéular-courses of action. Values, on the other hand, are a particular
type of belief, centrally located in an individual’s overail belief system, that prescribe
behaviour. Values are “abstract ideals, positive or negative, not tied to any specific
-attitude object or situation, representing a person’s beliefs about ideal modes of conduct
and ideal terminal goals” (124). Individuals wﬂl hold many beliefs, fewer attitudes, aﬁd
even fewer values. Finally, Rokeach defines an opinion “as a verbal expression of some
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belief, attitude or value” (125) and thus the term is more inclusive than the previous ones,
and more applicable to the study at hand since all three will be included in this |

examination of publici opinion in Canada.

DISTINCT POLITICAL WORLDS
Before proceeding with a review of the literature applicéble to this investigation, it is
important to provide some justification for claiming that women and men iive in differént
political cultures. Gender is not often seriously considered a relevant factor in analyses
evaluating the impact of socio-demographic characteristics in the shaping of attitudes.
The argument made here is that gender is relevant to evaluations of public opinion and
belief sysfems, and must be 'mtroduced‘ into 'such evaluations in order to make them more
applicable to discussions of women’s political behaviour. Political culture in Canada
may vary with gender, and finding evidence of gender differences in political opinions,
their structure and belief systems would be an important first step toward supporting such
a conclusion., |

The notion that women and men may differ in their political orientations has been
entertained by othefs. There is a growing literature documenting the differences in the
political behaviour and political outlooks of men and women. This literature suggests
that to a limited degree, the two groups live in different political worlds. The use of the
term limited is explicitly meant to underline the extent of difference that is suggested,
focusing the investigation on Canada necessarily rest;icts the degree to which the political
worlds of men and Women will and éan differ. Canadian women and men share a number
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of political rights, freedoms, and benefits that alone confine the extent to which their
political experiences and by extension, their political cultures, can be said to differ. But
that small and consistent differences exist in light of such similarities makes the
investigation of those differences all the more necessary, and all the more interesting.

At the first level, there is wide agreement among feminist theorists that women and
men differ in their fundamental values although there is less agreement on the source of
this difference. A difference in fundamental values should translate into a difference in
- opinions and in belief systems. Carol Gilligan’s work, In a Different Voice (1982),
despite its empirical imperfections, remains an influential and intuitively appealing
account of the basic difference in the fundamental values of women and men. When
confronted with moral dilemmas, women and men tend to'interpret them differently, ‘in
different voices’.” In brief, Gilligan;s work posits that moral reasoning in women is based
:on the notion of résponsibility - ‘the ethic of care’- rather than on the premise of rights.
Thus a central underlying value among worﬁen emphasizes connection and relationships -
political ‘collectivism’ rather.than ‘individua]ism)’.

In contrast, male moral reasoning is said to be imbued with values directly
connected to individualism. Individual rights, rather than responsibility for others, is the
basis for moral reasoning. Moral questions are interpreted as competitions between
individuals and their n'ghts, as disjointéd rather than connected elements. This provides a
sharp contrast to the basis of moral reasoning in women.

While not directly ‘political’ in focus, Gilligan’s work presents an important
starting point for an investigation of the structure of opinion and belief systems in
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Canada. If women and men connect their political attitu&es in unique ways, the
underlying value differences posited by Gilligan may present a possible explanation for
such differences. Women’s greater reliance on collectivism and responsibility as a basis
of moral reasoning may extend to their political evaluations. If true, the structure of
political attitudes would best be interpreted through such values. In contrast, the reliance
on more abstract terms such as individualism and rights would be reﬂectéd in the
structure of men’s attitudes.

Sandra Burt (1986) provides somé further supportive evidence that women and
men conceive of politics and representative democracy in unique ways. .In her analysis of
a small samplé of intensive interviews, she found that women “explicitly called for a
more humanitadgn approach from political leaders, more caring for others and more
responsiveness to citizens’ requests than exists” (77). This suggests that at the most basic
level there exist intersex differences in definitions of the political system and individual -
positions within it.

The gender gap in voting and attitudes also provides reinforcing evidence that
women and men are political creatures of a different stripe. The gender gap evidence
suggests that women and men, based on their differing political views, have different sets
of political priorities. The issues on which gaps appear include nuclear weapons and
defence, government spending, welfare policies and the welfare system in general. The
general trend 1s that women are more ‘liberal’ in their political outlook. They endorse
programs of government spending to aid the poor and disadvantaged, and are more likely
to adopt ‘dovish’ opinions on war and peace issues. Such differences have appeared in
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the general public, and also among delegates to party conventions (Brodie, 1988).

The use of the term ‘conservative’ throughout this investigation refers to a political
ideology that includes strong support of military bower and the free market philosophy,
and an overall 6pposition to strong central government and a general distrust of auﬂloﬁty.
Conservatism by this definition is simply classica] liberalisfn repackaged. By
comparison, a ‘liberal stance’ refers to an ideology that generally endorses a strong
government and welfare system, and opposes a strong military superstructure and laissez-
faire capitalism.

Although women are found to be less conservatiye on a number of issues, evidence
does exist of their greater conservatism on others issues. Women score higher on
religious fundamentalism scales, endorse school prayer in higher numbers, and are more
likely to agree with restrictions on ﬁmdamental freedoms. Thus the direction of the gap,
towards greater liberalism or greater éonservatism, is dependent on the nature of the issue
n question.

These gender gaps in voting and attitudes should not be exaggerated. They have
appeared over a relatively lixnjtéd number of issues, and when such différences exist, they
are usually relatively minor. However, the limited number of documented gaps may be
-les.s the result of their limited existence than of few survéys available for documenting
theii existence, or the result of investigators concenfrating on a limited number of issues.
Uncovering fhe sources of the gender gap, and documenting the scope of its reach across
opinions, will bring us closer to an understanding (;f whether they constitute systemic or
more temporal phenomena. While the sources of these gaps_are discussed at léngth
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further on, the importance of the gender gap at this point in the discussion rests on its
suggestion of fundamental political differences between men and women, of varying
political cultures. Some consistency over time and'across‘ sample groups lends credence |
to their significance.

Thus thinking about women and men as inhabitants of different political worlds is
not new. Bufthe lack of overwhelming evideﬂce of ﬂﬁs difference may reflect the greater
dominance of the male pqllitical world. Women’s political world may consist of a
melding of two worlds: one dominated by men and another, perhaps more central yet less
politically ﬁsible, women’s world. Many women and men speak in similar voices and
this is to be expected given their many shared experiences and the dominance of the male
political world. But the existence of differenge is relevant and merits anafysis in part
because it suggests that women face a unique set of experiences that come to bear on
their political opinions and belief systems. An exhaustive‘inyestigation into the political
opinions and belief systems of women and men is fundaméntal to an understanding of the
nature of political difference. Other differences notwithstanding, women and men are
politically different, and these differences may indicate the existence of a difference in

political culture.

I1- GENDER GAPS IN OPINIONS AND THEIR SOURCES
The first task, then, is to document those issues that compose the gender gap
phenomenon. As mentioned earlier, women are often more liberal in their opinions than

men, but they also exhibit greater conservatism on some issues. One might assume, a
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priori, that if gender accounts for basic differences in opinions, then the largest gender -
gaps should be recorded on issues that touch directly'upon issues of particular concern to
women. Although éuch “women’s” issues may well be of interest to men, they can be
- understood to hold a less centrai position m their lives. The issue of abortion, as anh
example, might be hypothesized as one upon which sharp divisions wouid appear in
- men’s and women’s opinions at thevvéry least because of the physiological relevance of
the issué to women. But an will be fully doéumented in Chapter 4, the very questions on
nvhich one might assume large gender differences exist are those whi_cn reveal little
gender differentiation. The dilemma is, then, that gender doe‘s appear to matter to the
determination of opinions but mostly on issues that appéar to have little direct connection
to gender itself. Solving the dilemma requires fitting together the pieces that compose the

" puzzle of the sources of the gap.

A. Understanding the Lack of Gender Gaps: A Competition of Valnes
One particnlarly fruitful vein for beginning the search for thé key to solving the gender
gap puzzle npmes from:mainstream invest_igaﬁons of public opinion. Much of the
literature on the formation of public opinion focuses on the particular values held by
individuals, argued to hold a central place in the formation of opinion on particular

- political issues (Conover 1988). Values, “general and enduring standards™ (Kinder,
1983:406), are argued to be of particular importance in the determination of attitudes and
beliefs. According to Feldman, individuals “need not be ideologues in order to evaluate
politics on the basis of beliefs and values. To‘ some extent, policies and actions are
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simply judged right or wrong because of their implications for deeply held values”
(1988:418). Converse (1964) discussed this psychological constraint as one of those
liker to influence thebadoption of political attitudes and beliefs, but éubsequent research
has tended to neglect this aspect of his theory focusing instead on their ideological
underpinnings. Given the relevance of values to the formation of poljtical opinion, they
would seem to be an important starting point for attempting to account for the gender gap
in attitudes.

While values are bﬁt one type of the many opinions that individuals can hold, they
are more central to belief systems than are attitudes and beliefs, and necessarily more
abstract. Values reflect the particular goals and ideals that individuals consider to be of
parﬁcular importanée. The relevant distinction between values and opinions is mainly
that values aré more stable aﬁd enduring, while other opinions are‘ more likely to fluctuate
with the particular circumstances of the tlme Individuals hold particular core values that
work to direct the positions they ado‘pt on various issues.

These values are likely to be shaped by any humber of forces including thpse that
shape opinions more generally, such as self-interest and social group memberslﬁps, but
" they are more permanent than opinions. McClosky and Zaller (1984) maintain that
political culture introduces such values to individuals, and that institutions, policies and
the commitment of political elites maintain them within society. If women and men are
committed to distinct sets of values this would provide evidence of the differing nature of
their political cultures. |

American research has evaluated the degree to which such central values shape
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political attitudes. Feldman (1988) examined the place of overall support for three core
beliefs in the attitudes of Americans: equality of opportunity; economic individualism
(the ability to get ahead on your own through hard work); and the free enterprise system.
Of these three, support for the free entefpn'se system was found to have little association
with political attitudes and opinions, but “beliefs in equality of opportunity and work |
- ethic are associated with preferences on public policy issues, presidential performance
evaluations, and candidate evaluations” (437). He also found somé evidence that these
values are differently held by women and men.

Canadian research has also investigated the degree to which values shape attitudes
towards certain political issues. Sniderman et al. (1989) in fheir examination of the
Charter Project data, discover that opinions on language rights are partly grounded in
- “strategic calculations of group status”(283) but also in the core‘political value of
egalitarianism which they define as “a desire that the less well-off be better-off énd a
willingness to accept historically unpopular and s_tigmétized groups as equals” (274).
Moreover they assert that the effects of these two forces on language rights attitudes are
interdependent. Group membership is relevant since it links self-interest with the status
accorded the group, but also because group membership constitutes and reinforces the
holding of certain values among its membership. According to the authors,

Ultimately, it 1s the interplay between the core values to which citizens

subscribe and their concern for the status of the groups, both linguistic and

1();;t3i§an, 4with which they identify that shapes the politics of 'language rights

Thus the authors highlight the simultaneous effects of values and social group
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membershjpé on the political opinions adopted by individuals.

Fletcher and Chalmers (1991), investigating opinions on affirmative action among
Canadians using the same Charter data, discovered an inconsistency between support for
the principle of equality and support for affirmative action programs at both the elite and
mass levels. Rather than argue this inconsistency is indicative of a lack of coherence
between values and opinions, they instead suggest that rarely does only a single value
come into play in the shaping of opinions. It is often the case that multiple values often
compete for dominance. As they suggés"c,

a person, in considering whether or not large companies should have quotas

to ensure that a fixed percentage of women are hired, not only may reflect

on the value of equality but also on how important the notion of merit is in

his or her way of thinking (79-80).

Thus values compete for dominance in shaping opinions, and the victor is likely to vary
as individual issues are addressed. Tetlock (1986) coined this weighing of values “value
pluralism”. |

Thus values, determined in part through group memberships, have been proposed
as an important source of political opinions, and as such, can be looked to for help in
attempting to identify the source of the gender gap. Feldman’s (1988) evidence that
American women and mén vary in their support of the corejbeliefs of equality of
opportunity, economic individualism and the free enterprise systemv Justifies an |
examination of values among Canadian women and men for their part in the

determination of political opiniohs. Moreover, Gilligan’s (1982) assertion that women

are more collectivist than individual, and show a greater ethic of care than men, further
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justifies this line of inquiry.

| The argument ﬁlade in this mvesﬁgaﬁon is that part of the gender gap puzzle lies
in the competition of core \}alues among women. One 'key‘element of this value pluralism
is religious fundamentalism. Religious 4conviction will exert a}>conservative force. on
issues that have a moral dimension,v and religion has been linked to political opinions in
Canada (Johnston, 1986). But women are often found to be more religious than men. |
Bibby, for éxa.mple, i)rovides evidence from a 1985 ﬂaﬁonal Canadian survey of
differenceé in religious group.membership: “more women than men say they are .me'mbers
[of religious groups], attend regularly and enjoy their participation” (Bibby, 1987:100).
Rgligion and religious belief have also been argued to be of central i_I'nportance in
women’s culture (Bernard, 1981); as such, in seems inevitable that religion will play a key
role in the determination of women’s values and henc¢ political opinions. To return to
the example uéed above, religiosity is likely to be associ_ated‘ with greater conservatism on
the abortion issue. Among those who are religious, abortion niéy be understood to be a
question of social morals. At the very léast, it is likely that women’s rights will be
understood to be less pressing than thosg of the unborn child. Religious belief brings
with it a particular view of the world: poliﬁcal questions mz& be answered in partv through
the lens of moralism. Women’s greater religious conviction is likely to e_kplain their
greater conservatism on some issués.

The othér key element of women’s value pluralism, it i§ suggested, is feminism.

Feminists view the world through the lens of sex and gender (Gibbins and Youngman,
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1996). Moreover, the feminist revision perspectiv.elv argues that feminism is a liberal
stimulus for women’s political attitudes precisely because it allows for the inclusion of
women’s traditionai nurturance and compassion vsiues in the public sphere (Conover,
1988). Feminism may provide the liberal impetus for the adoption of more liberal
opinions in its strong endorsement of liberal democratic values, its acceptance of
diversity, and its challenge to the use of force and violence as a means of conflict
resolution. Thus the common Socialization of women and men within the capitalist
system is unlikely to result in substantial differences in tlieir political opinions unless
women as a group understand the restrictions that system has had on their life
experiences, and bring this realization to bear in the determination of their political
opinions. As a core value for many women, feminism is likely to bring about a
liberalization of many of their attitudes, including opinions on moral (juestions. Thus on
certain issues, religiosity and feminism exert competing pressures on opinions; the two
core values will compete for dominance on more proximate issues. Rétliming to the
example set out' above, the adoption of a feminist outlook is likely to bring with it support
for increased access to abortion services in direct oppos_itii)n to the pressure exerted by
religious belief. The lack of a gap on certain issues may thus be explained by this
competition of values among women. The conservative pressilr_e of religious belief
mitigates the liberal pressure of feminism resulting in attitudes that seem to differ little |

from those of men. On questions bearing a weak moral component, however, feminism is

" This term is taken from Deitch (1988).
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likely to account for women’s greater liberalism. Both feminism and religiosity are key -
elements in understanding women’s and men’s opinions. As such, they are returned to

and discussed at greater length later.

B. Explaining Gendér Gaps in Opinions
- The competition of core values goes some way towards explaining the lack of gaps on
some issues but it fails in providing an answer for the existence of gender gaps. Over and
above differences in women’s and men’s core values, life experiences and socialization
vary with gender. Some feminist theorists make the claim that it 1s sex itseif, biology,
that accounts for thev differences in the priorities that women and men aspn'be to various
political goals (e.g. Bernard, 1981; Chodorow, 1978). Many other researchers rejéct '
biological determination altogether and point to either early socialization processes or
adult life experiences as responsible for gender gaps 1n attitudes (e.g. Sapiro, 1983).
Thus women and men may approach politics from a partibular perspective, or ethos,
stemming from either biological sources (i.e. sex itself), or from particular hjstoﬁcal
forces and life experiences, or from the socialization that is paniculaf to each gender (i.e.
?olitical socialization). |

While the sex of each respondent is measured empirically with a relaﬁve de_greev of
ease and with a relative degree of accuracy, socialization and the myriad of life
experiences and historical forces important to each gender are not as easily and accurately
tapped by opinion surveys of adults during election periods. Further to this, it is unlikely
that the gender gap in opinion stems from only one source. The difficulty of empirically
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disentangling competing sources of opinions complicates the investigation. Moreover,
individual factors are likely to account in and of themselves for competing pressures on
opinion. Nevertheless, attempting to account for the gender gap in Qpim'on empirically,
as difficult a task as it is, is important and deserving of attention if only to p‘res.ent an
important springboard for future evaluations..

The literature on gender difference and previous research on the gender gap in
attitudes, as well as the more general literature on public opinion in Canada, point td
several potential sources of gender gaps in opinion.' Those factors that will be examined

’as potential sources of the gap in this investigation are:

®cconomic self-interest;

edifferences in social group memberships;

e®gender role socialization,;

Oferﬁinism; and

®biological determinism and early-life socialization.

Each of these factors will be discussed in turn, and in the following chapters empirically

investigated for their role in the existence of the gender gap in political attitudes.

Economic Self-interest

If women and men think differently oﬁ political issues, it may simply be a
reflection of their differing financial positions. Economic self-interest may lie at the core
of any difference in political opinions. A common assumption made in much social
science research is that individuals act on the basis of self-interest, and as suchare
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“rational” in their behaviour. ‘According to Kinder, “There is no more familiar
presumption than thaf people support policies that promote their own material interests
and oppose policies that threaten them.” (1983:403)

This “rational actor” assumption, when extended to the‘ determination of political
opinions, holds that individuals at high income levels are more likely to oppose policies
that are seen as threatening to their fﬁlancial positions: they are not likely to endorse
redistribution policies or social welfare policies which could put a drain on theﬁ finances
as they would be the principal supporters by way of taxes of such programs. Similarly,
the expectation is that individuals at lower income levels vﬁll specifically favour these
policies because their own economic positions would be bettered with their adoption.
Actions based on self-interest as outlined here, afe- those that are aimed at increasing
one’s wealth, assets or power. In this ‘economic version of political man,...,to be self-
interested is to be asocial, materialistic, and oriented toward the ’here and now’ (Citrin
and Green, 19‘90.:5).

: Despite the presumption of the key role of self-interest in the determination of
issue positions that is often made, the notion is replete with difﬁcultiés. To begin with,
there are difficulties encountered when one attempts to define preciSély “self-interest”.
Economic motives alone do not seemingly explain all behaviour, particularly behaviour
motivated by social or altruistic motives, and so definitions might do well to extend
beyond such a limited focus. There is also the question of whether an individual’s self-
interest should be defined subjectively by the individual at hand, or more properly by an
“objective” outside observer. The opinion of an outsider regarding what is in one’s best
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interest need not always correspond to a similar assessment by the individual in question.

Defining self-interest also necessitates the selection of a reference group by the
individual at hand, for when individuals attempt to determine their level of support for
state-funded child care, they must primarily determine whether they consider themselves
tax-payers or child-care demanders. The selection of the most salient group membership
will directly determine support for the policy, since self-interest will inevitably be defined
by the choice. The objective selection of a reference group is no less difficult for the
researcher. But despite such difficulties, the question of self-interest has not been left out
of research on political behaviour and public opinjon. Rather, it has remained in spite of
them.

The basis for most definitions of self-interest is economic and the most often used
proxies of material self-interest are income and employment status. Economic self-
interest has been présented as a possible determinant of the gender gap in opinions
(Kopinak, 1987; Wélch and Thomas, 1988; Erie and Rein, 1988). Women’s lower socio--
economic status and their greater dependence on the state as employer both serve to
increase the likelihood that they will endorse in greater numbers than men the
redistribution of income, as well as government programs and policies designed to aid
women. This investigation will examine whether economic self-interest plays some part
in explaining gender gap in opinions.

But economic self-interest may not be as primary a concern for women as it is for
men. Taking Gilligan (1982) at face value, women’s more ‘compassionate’ outlook and
their “ethic of care’ could downplay the relevance and importance of considération of
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individual self-interest in the determination of individual opihions. This ethic of care and
the responsibilities of women as the prime caregivers of children could extend outward
toward society at large and explain to some degree their greater sympathy for the
downtrodden and their greater support pf welfare meaSures. Their concern is more likely
to be directed outwards rather than towards théir dwn individual circumstances, and their
~ sense of responsibility will mean an incorporation of others into any calculations of
‘self’-interest.

Support for this argument is prévided by Arthur Miller (1988) who gives evidence
of women’s greater use of sociotropic economic orientation in their voting decisions. -
Unlike men, their voﬁng decision was more likely based on the country’s ecoﬁomic
foﬁuﬁes in general rather than their own personal economic fortunes. This selflessness
overshadows their own personal economic self-interest, and so we would also expect
women’s fmancial situations to correspohd loosely to their political opinions when
‘compared to the same relationsl\u'p among rﬁen. The definition of self-interest may have
to be re-evaluated for women as a group.

Changes in the size of the gender gap resulting ﬁom controls for income and.
mm%wmmﬁmmmwummmmﬂwﬁdmmdwmdo&mmmm%mmMmﬂmm
gender gap. If women’s lower socio-economic status and reliance on the state as
employer are dnvmg the differences in opinions, then controlling for income,
employment status, and employment in the government sector should serve to reduce the
relative size of the gap. If, on tile other hand, women’s self-interest is an extension of
 their private sphere role as caregiver outward into the public sphere then one would
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expect that removing the effects of income and work status Would change the size of the’
gap very little.

Calculations of economic self-interest are not always made on basis of one’s
income level or employment status. Ca]culatiéns can also be made on the basis of
membership in a particular socio-demographic groups. Af ﬂle véry least, social group
membership will inﬂuence an individual’s perceived self-interest by providing a
psychological attachment to the group and the recognition of shared interests and values.

The role of socjal groups in the formaﬁon of political opinions can be asseésed by
two different concepts: group mémbérship and group identification (Conover, 1988). *
Group membership is the objective inclusion in a social group or category, based on some
observable characteristic such as sex, age and education. Differences of opinion can
present themselves in groups that at first glance might not appear to have clear reasohs for
being opposed or supportive of particular issues. As an éx‘amp]e, differences of opinion
can appear when comparing individuals \that reside in different provinces. The social
influence pf membership in a province can and often does result in the adoption of a
particular provincial viewpoint. Membership in objective social categories, whetﬁer or
not individuals feel a psychological attachment to the group, can influence opinions.

Group identification, on the other hand, demands two things: self-awareness of

being a member of the group, and a psychological attachment to it. This definition

] % Conover discusses a third category , group consciousness, that adds the realization
by group members that their fortunes are tied to those of the group as a whole. This element
of group membership will be discussed further as an element of feminist belief.
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distinguishes between ingroup and outéroup psychological attachment: the attachments
of members ‘of the group (ingroup) and non-members (outgroup). Individuals not
belonging to the group can feel close to the group, bui as Conover’s work d¢monstrates, i
“such attachments differ significantly in their origins aﬁd influence” and as such must be
kept distinct from group identification, which demands that individuals be members of
the particular group (1988:53). As an example, homemaker status has been suggested in
gender gap rese.arch as a role that could possibly shape women’s gpinions dn a number of
issues if women within the category adopt the stereotypes associated with the role. In
order for women to identify with homemakers as a group they must be -a member of the
group. ‘Women who are not homemakers may feel close to the group, but as non-
members, cannot identify with it.

The relevance of this distinction becomes clear when thinking about the impact of
group memberships on perceived self-interest. As an example, if the government decided
to tax homemakers then one could anticipate that homemakers, perceiving the negative
irripact'tlljs would have on their economic self-interest, would oppose such a policy.
Other womén, even if they felt close to homemakers, would not consider ﬂﬁs policy in
terms of their own self-interest. Although they may well oppose'tﬂe policy, it would be
for reasons other than group identification. |

, When and how particular groups will come into play in individual political
reasoning depends in part on the political environment. As the association between an
issue on the political agenda and the particular social group’s fortunes increases, so too
will the impact of group identification with that group on opinion. In addition, the
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salience of the issue for the group’s members will also determine the impact of
membership on opinions. This salience may depend in part on the issue’s position on the
political agerida, directly determined by i)oth the media a1_1d political actors, and on the
ability of th(;. group’s elites to draw attention to the issue.

~ Simply put, the more an individual identifies vi'ith a social group, and the more
direct the connection is bétween a group’s fortunes and one side of a particular issue, the’
more likely it is that his or her opinions will correspond to that group’s position on issues.
For example, one could anticipate that the elderly wquld be keenly supportive of
increases to Canada Pension benefits; that women would support affirmative action
policies designed to speed up their introduction into previously guarded male job
environments; and that single mothers would be especially interested m seeing that the
laws concerning the payments of child support be tightened. There is a certain degree of
logic and rationality to the holding of such positions. The entrenchment of the Charter of
Rights and Freedoms has made such distinctions all the more real in that it gives
constitutional identity to social groups, and provides legal entitlement for claiming .
benefits based on group membership. But, in the context of economic self-interest
calculations, it is not simply identification with the group that influences opinion: it is the .
realization that a particular polidy or issue is likely to affect one’s economic self-interest
because one is a member of that group. |

Thus group identiﬁcation provides an additional dvenue for considen'iig self-

interest as an explanation for gender gaps in opinions. Two grbups in particular -
potentially explain some part of the gender gap. Identiﬁcation with a particular age group
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can determine calculations of self-interest: an understanding that particular policies might
differently harm certain age groups and an identification with those groups would lead to
differences in support for that particular policy with age. The fact that women live longer
than men,\and that older age groups tend to be more economically vulnerable, suggests
that age might account for some of the recorded differences in the opinions of women and
men. Any impact on the gender gap due to age would be the result of the different rates
at which women and men occupy older age categories. Controlling for the impact of age
on opinions should serve to decrease the gap in opinions on which economic calculations
are relevant. As such, age will be introduced into the anélysis in order to evaluate its
relevance to the gap in opim'ons.}

Education may also be connected to economic self-interest calculations in that
education and income are closely and positively related. Higher education is often the
key fo enteriﬁg higher income brackets. Thus the self-interest calculations made on the
basis of income levels are also likely to be connected with education level. Differences
in the rates at which women and men are found at higher education levels may be driving
the gender gap in opinions. Because a smaller proporﬁon of women have attended post-
'secondary institutions than is true of men, their resulting greater economic vulnerability
may account in part for their greater liberalism. Although gender differences in

-edﬁcational attainment are diminishing, it is still the case that women are less likely to
have attended a post-secondary institution. Controlling for education would thus serve to

decrease the size of the gender gap.
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Social Group Memberships

The degree to which social forces are relevant in the shaping of opinion can be
inferred from the preceding discussion on the hypothesized gendered impact of socio-
demographic characteristics like education and age on self-interest. Social group
memberships and demographic factors are relevant in any attempt to account for the
opinions of women and men and as such must be included in an attempt to account for
the gender gap (see McClosky and Zaller, 1984). But the impact of social group |
membership can occur outside of any direct cognitive connection of membership in the
group and self-interest. The impact may be more subtle than this. As sources of social
influence, collectivities transmit and reinforce a set of values to their members. Social
group memberships can provide members with unique or at least divergent social,
political, cultural, and economic environments, and provide membeis with experiences
particular to that group. If women and men join different social groups or if the salience
of membershjps in similar groups varies between women and men, then the set of values
that women and men take from such memberships are likely to vary and as a result, may
lead to differing political opinions.

Evidence abounds on the place of social group memberships in the sha;iing of
public opinion on a number of issues in Canada. Social identities shape our views of the
political world and social groups help individuals define opinions on issues through
personal contact, peer pressure or through the provision of “distinct perceptual
viewpoints” (Conover, 1984: 763). It is also possible that historical political issues or
past events, long off the political agenda, can linger in group assessments since people
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store their affective reactions to social groups and transmit them across generations.
Historically, Canada has been marked by highly visible groups in opposition over issues:
Quebecois against non-Quebecois; French against English; have provinces against _have-
not provinces; and Catllelics against Protestants. The attention such conflicts generated
in the past increases the likelihood tlrat individuals will have forméd strong group
.allegiances and transmitted them to their children. This transmission must be reinforced
outside the family, however, in order for cleavages to be maintained, and the
reinforcement occurs chiefly when new political issues are interpreted along old cleavage
hnes, and as social groups reinforce a particular political perspectives (Johnston, 1985).

A number of social group memberships have been found to dominate m their
ability to shape opiniorr in Canada. Richard Johnston’s research (1986) shows that the
most notable group identities in the shaping of opinion are those based on region,
religion, language, education, ethnicity, and class. He also found that these divisions
were not usually reinforcing but rather that “issue publics” assembled themselves around
rndividual issues, and that individuals tended to circrrléte around these variorls issue
publics. When reinforcing divisions did appear, they tended to be loose ethno-religious
cleavages over particular issues, most notably the questions of language, religious
schooling, and to a lesser extent, abortion. On the whole, however, “the picture is one of
considerable mass-level circulation among policy coalitions” (1986:115).

Blake and Simeon (1980), in an analysis of the place of regional divisions in the
policy preferences of Canadians, found evidence similar to J ohnston’s. of the existence of
educational, regional, and linguistic cleavages in 1ssue preferences. Moreover, their
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research suggests that differences based particularly on age may be widening. As they
put it:

The young have always been more liberal on social and moral questions,

more opposed to foreign influence and more conciliatory towards French-

Canada, but, at least on the last three, the gap has recently widened (90).

Thus a number of socio-demographic characteristics have been linked to the
structure of opinion in Canada, and gender-dependent differences in the impact of these

traditionally evaluated social factors on opinion can be suggested as relevant to the

determination of the gender gap.

1) Socio-economic class: Most often the rélationshjp found between class and political
opinion is that the ‘higher’ the social class the more conservative the political attitudes.
Such differences in opinion go beyond self-interest, however, and are rooted instead in
class-dependent ideological viewpoints on such questions as the size of the welfare state,
the place of government in the economy, and the role of labour in fhe business economy.
Despite the difficulties in méasuring the concept of social class, it has been found to be
related to opinion on a number of issues. If women make up 'a greater share of society’s
lower classes, giveh lower levels of education and income, this might account for their
greater lif)efalism. Several measurés of social class will be introduced as controls.

First, controlling for education aﬂd income should serve to reduce the size of the gap. In
addition, union ties will be introduced as a proxy of socio-economic class. Labour
groups implicitly represent a particular view -of the relationship between mé.nagement and
workers. The relevance of such a view té political opinions is obvious. But women have
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not historically had a relationship with unions that equals that of men: their jobs are often
the last to be unionized and women’s issues have not constituted the main focus of many
labour groups (Armstrong and Armstrong 1984). Thus the degree to which the labour

- culture has been transmitted to women is‘likely to be weaker than is true of men. This

- difference may be somewhat mediated by the number of women employed in the public
sector, chgracterized by a high rate of unionization, but it is unlikely to overcome the
labour movement’s relative weakness in welcoming women into its fold. As such, the
impact of labour unions should also be considered in the examination of gender gaps:

controlling for them may increase the size of the gap in opinions.

ii) religion: As a core value, religious belief provides a particular vision that is brought to
bear in the determination of some political issues. Social conservatism, including the
protection of family values and opposition to feminism, is often~ based in religious
conviction (Gibbins and Yoﬁngman,' 1996). On such issues as abortion, pornography,
and homosexual rights, one’s religious beliefs are likely to play a key part in determining
one’s opinions. Women’s greater religious commitment must be taken into account when
examining gender gaps in these attitudes. As such, controlling for women’s greater
religious fundamentalism is likely to increase the size of the gap found on such issues.

On other issues, its impact on the gender gap is likely to be minimal. -

111) education: Higher education, apart from the conservative pressure exerted by self-
interest considerations, is also a vehicle for the transmission of cultural change.
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University attendance is linked to an increased tolerance and to an acceptance of new
ideas. As such, those individuals that have attended MQersity may have adopted a
perspective that translates into more liberal thinking on some issues. Given that women
- are less likely to have attended post-secondary institutions, controlling for the impact of

education is likely to increase the gender gap in attitudes.

iv) age: Controlling for age might serve to increase the size of the gender gap in that age
tends td be associated with increased conservatism. Quite apart from life cycle
considerations, the inverse relationshjp between age and educatioﬁ might also account for
the greater conservatism associated with age: older Canadians are less likely to have |
attended university and therefore are less ope‘n‘to new ideas, less exposed to them, and
less tolerant of change in general. Women tend to live longer thén men and thus
controlling for age is necessary in order to remove its effects from the gender gap in

opinions.

v) membership in voluntary organizations: Apart from education, the cultural
transmission of ideas is also likely to occur through membership in social organizations.
Participating in some groups may mean that women’s opinions come to more closely
mirror the dominant opinion in the political community; which is most likely to
correspond with male beliefs as men happen to dominate in many public groups. The
social interaction that occurs in social groups may provide the context through which
;vomen come to adopt issue positions that are closer to those of men since such

-55-




involvement presﬁnably increases interactiqn with men (Putnam, 1966; Cox, 1969).
Political institutions and organizations, dominated by men, would seem likely vehicles for
‘moving women’s opinions closer in line with those of men.
Alternatively, women’s opinions may come to deviate from the political norm (1.e.

men’s opinions) if they aré members of groups made up primarily of women who do not
‘hold attitudes that one could consider the community norm, e.g. liberal and radical
feminist groups or women’s shelters, as contrasted to religious groups or grbups engaged
in the protection of family values. A look at patterns of participation in volunteer groups
reinforces the notion that women’s and men’s unique perspectives may be driven in part
by their um'qué social interactions. They also highlight the relevance of group
memberships in determining interests, values and beliefs. Evidence from Statistics
Canada shows that women are more likely to work for volunteer associations, and
moreover, that the groups to which they volunteer their time are different. Women are
more likely to volunteer theﬁ time to organizations oriented towards issues of health,
education and social welfare, while men are more likely to choose leisure activity
organizations (Statistics Canada, 1981). Women’s membership in these organizations is
likely to ensure that their attitudes continue to deviate from .those of men, in that the focus
of such groups, and the dominance of like-minded individuals within them, are not likely
to move the opinions of their members éloser to those of men. Moreover women’s
weaker participation in party politics and. ‘traditional’ political organizations means that
their opinions are less likely to be moved towards the male norm. Coﬁﬂollmg for
women’s participation in non-traditional political organizations would serve to weaken
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the gap in opinions. On the other hand, controlling for their participation in traditional
political organizations and institutions should serve to increase the size of the gender gap

in opinions.

Gender Role Socialization

In attempting to explain gender value difference, socialization theory moves away
from economic calculations and group memberships and points to the importance of
assumed adult roles and the expectations linked to them as strong factors in the
development of political values. Gender in this instance is ‘the socio-cultural
manifestations of being a man or woman ° (Sapiro, 1983:36) and being socialized as a
woman translates into a greater human compassion than men stemming in part from
woman’s maternal nurturance, the extension of familial concerns into the public sphere,
and the concéntration of women in the domestic rather than the public sphere. For
women, the choice between home and career is one of tremendous significance. The
expectations attached to each of them differ substantially and the adult role assumed by
women can have a direct effect on their political beliefs.

But the traditi_onal socialization of women as women is not equally adopted by all
adult women. The traditional gender role adopted by a number of women is personified
by the “homemaker”. The ascribed role of the homemaker has traditionally been that of
' the nurturing, gehtle woman devoted to home and family.

The “traditional” gender role ideology and its variations, to be found almost
everywhere one looks, bears as its central dictum the privatization of
women, their restriction to the domestic sphere (Rinehart, 1992:68).
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The acceptance of such a role implies an acceptance of the particular place of women
within it, and as such is a source of "value learning. Differences in opinion may result if |
women, as homemakers, adopt or exhibit the stereotypes linked to that role. Moreover,
the homémaking role most closely 'approximates cultural expectations of women and, as
such, homemakers are expected to perform in the political system in stereotyped ways
(Sapiro, 1983). The expectation is that homemakers will display socially-defined
“feminine” characteristics: nurturance, concern for others, tolerance, cooperation rather-
than competition, and pacifism (Tolleson Rinehart, 1992: 11). The stereotype would also
extend to women as defenders of morality, stemming again from their responsibility as
guardians of children. |

The adoption of these stereotyped characteristics will have a direct impact on the
political opinions and belief systems of homemakers. It is the case that many parochial
issue stances are often linked to. the homemaking role. Itis likely that homemakers’
‘political pefspectives, at the very least, are influenced by the values centrally-ascribed to
the homemaker role. Men, although they may choose td become homemakers, are not
expected to conform in the same manner as women to the societal expectatiohs that
- accompany that deéision for women.

Employment outside of the home and hjgher education can both serve to move
women away from.stereotypical images of “the feminine” and closer, it is argued, to the
male standard. This possibility mcreases if the decision to work outside of the home is a
career choice, rather than a decision based on financial need, and if employment is not in

a pink collar ghetto that will only serve to reinforce private sphere role expectations in the
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workplace. ' If the pursuit of a career is combined with an increased level of education,
the movement away from the ascribed pélitical perspecti\}e is very likely to be even
- greater. Faced with the inequalities of the workplace, and often the double burden of
- home and career, many career women will undergo a change in political perspective. The
work of researchers has shown that on several issﬁes, the opinions of homemakers and of
women who work outside the home differ substantiélly (Poole and Zeigler, 1985;
. O’Neill, 1995) and lends credenqe to the notion that role choice is influential.
Nevertheless, the degree to which the selection of the homemaker role is indicative
of gender role socialization must be qucstiohed. Two alternative and equally plausible
scenarios for explaining the adoption of a particular viewpoint through the homemaker
role can be entertained. First, it may be motherhood and not gender role‘socrialization
that accounts for the particular set of values found in homemakers (sge Ruddick, 1988).
Many women adopt the homemaker role because of the presence of chjldrén in the home
or as a result of the birth of a child.- Regardless of the vre‘ason‘s behind a woman’s decision
to remain home to care for children, the act ifself may bring about a change towards
‘maternal thinking’. Second, women that exhibit the characteristics of the traditionally
defined role fof women choose to become homemakers.‘ Hence, these ‘traditional’
women select themselves into the category. What may be taken as an indication that
society socializes some women into a pérﬁcular role, may instead merely be a result of
self-selection into the category. The confidence that can be pléced in the homemaker
category as a proxy for gender role socialization is somewhat weakened by these two
considerations. Including a measure fdf the numbér of children in the home removes one
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of .the limitations in the homemaker proxy: any ‘maternal thinking’ influence will be
tapped by this variable and removed from the relationship between homemaker statu's‘ and
opinions. | |

Controlling for the impact of the adoption of homemaker status, the respondent’s
marital status, and for the presence of children in thé home on political opinions should
reduce the size of the gender gap in éttitudes, as those women that have adopted the role
expectations they are socialized into as children and which are reinforced by the |
homemaker status are removed from the relationship between gender and opinions. On
- the other hand, controlling for employment status and education 1s likely to have the
opposite effect on the gender gap in attitudes, and will increase the gaps, as women
whose opinions most closely resemble those of men are removed from the relationship

between gender and political opinions.

Feminism
Drawing on gender difference theories, some researchers have looked td feminism as an
explanation for the differences in women’s and men’s- opiniqns. This perspective
emphasizes that women’s ways of knowing, ‘whatever thé particular source of the
perspective, are the source of the gender gap in opinions, -but that these ways of knowing
will only become relevant when women gain the confidence to employ their own
pariicular ‘proper voice’. Feminism entails its own set of values and predispositions, and
membership in the group is likely to fundamentally shape women’s opinions.

Gender consciousness, an understanding that one’s sex is a factor in one’s
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relationship to the political world has been argued to be a necessary and sufficient
condition for feminist belief (Rinehart, 1992). Gender consciousness “embodies an
identification with similar othérs, positive affect towards them, and a feeling of
interdependence with the group’s fortunes” (Rinehart, 1992:14). To become gendér
conscious is to undergo a central ;edefnﬂtion of values that then translates into ngw'issue
positions and changes in the relétive salience of issues. For Rinehart, this redefinition of
values need not result in the liberalization of political opinions; organized women on the
- right of the political spectrum, as proponents of the traditional view of wofnen and the
protection of the family, are also gender conscious. Our interest in this investigation lies
with those gender conscious women who espouse more egalitarian views, oﬁes j:ha(t
correspond to the liberal position, and thus specifically 1n feminist consciousness.

Feminism and femhﬁst consciousness may provide keys for unlocking a particular
set of values that can then be brought to bear on political questions. Some theorists have
underlihed that feminism need not be the only source of this new confidence; higher
education and careérs (as distinguished from part-time and/or low income employment
which serves only to reinforce women’s private sphere roles) are possible paths to
unlocking this women’s voice. A university education and a fulfilling career can each
provide women with the self-confidence necessary to think “as a woman”. They are also
likely to increase a women’s contact with feminist groups, thus increasing theirA chances
of adopting feminist values and beliefs.

Here then, and directly in contrast to Sapiro’s assertions, marriage can be
understood to restrict women’s ‘natural” voice in that women lose the psychological and
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economic independence that is necessary to YOice this ﬁnique woman’s perspective
(Carroll 1988). Marriage, the most traditional of patriarchal institutions, serves t(;
converge the genders. on the male norm. Thus controlling for marital status in this
instance should increaée the size of the gender gap in that this convergence would be
removed from the relationship between gender and opinions. Controlling for feminist
belief, on the other hand, should decrease the size of the gap in opinion if the adoption of
a feminist perspective serves as the key to unlocking a particular way of knowing.
Controlling for education and/or employment status shouid have a similar effect in
attenuating the size of the gap, in that they too would seﬁe to allow womeﬁ to find their
own voice. Despit¢ some limited agreement on this differing set of values as a source of
the gap however, there is little agreement on the source of these differing value

frameworks.

Biological Determination aﬁd Early Life Socialization

The gender gap in opinions rﬁay reflect a difference of values betwéen the genders that is
grounded in biology (see Okin, 1990) or in early life socialization. As such, .women’s
lesser support for defence measures may reflect women’s natural or learned tendency to
be less aggressive than men (Maccoby and Jacklin, 1974) and their greater support of
welfare measures and measures designed to prétect social morality may stem from their
reproductive role or their early-life socialization. As the gender responsible for
physically introducing children into the woﬂd, all women, not only mothers, may
naturally feel a greater responsibility for protecting them. Alternatively, it may be that
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wormen are socialized éarly in life to think ‘like a woman’.

If 1biological differences or early life socialization account for the gender gap in
opinions then sex differences in opinions should persist even after having controlled for
self-interest, gender role socialization, feminism, and other social factors. But declaring
the remaining gaps in opinion to be one of biology or early life socialization requires that
several crifen'a be met. First,. it is necessary that the researcher be confident that all
possible determinants of the gap in opinion are included in the equation. Specification
errors, specifically errors in the modelling of the sources of opinion for both genders, will
lead to bias in the estimated regression coefficients (Johnston, 1984). Although the
model as specified in this investigation can be defended, the possibility exists that the
model is underspecified. Some omissions are due to the data set available rather than
faulty theory: there are no suitable measures of ideology, part-time work status nor of
self-selection as a feminist identiﬁer (see Chapter 5). Thus one could expect that the
estimated remaining gap in opinion may at leaﬁt be partly the resuit of the omission of -
relévant variables. Some level of specification error is unavoidable. Second, the
researcher must be confident that the proxies employed in the investigation closely
approximate the concepts that they intend to measure. Measurement error will also result
in biased estimators of the coefficients (Johnston, 1984). As discussed in Chapter 5, the
validity in employing both the homemaker and feminist proxies as measures of gender
role socialization and feminist consciousness respectively is questionable but necessary
given the lack of suitable vaﬁables in the data set. The proxies nevertheless allow for a
~ preliminary investigation of the sources 'of the gender gap. The methodological result of
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their weakness is, however, that the coefficient on sex that remains after having
controlled fqr all other factors is likely to include some of the impact of the weak proxies
on opinion due to their measurement error. The sex coefficient may t‘nen be artificially
inflated depending on its cofrelaﬁnn to those independent variables that are measured
witn error. The ability to measure with a high degree of certainty the predictive ability of

biology or of early life socialization is thus limited.

I1 - THE SOCJAL STRUCTURE OF OPINIONS

The investigation will provide evidence of the existence of a difference in the
political cultures of Canadian women and men. In order to do so, evidence of a |
difference in women and men’s ways of knowing must be gathered. One method of
attempting to do so is to evaluate the social structure of each gender’s political opinions.
While the investigations of the gender gap proﬁdes some help in understanding those
forces that serve to move women’s and men’s opinions closer to each other, or fuﬂher
away from each other, it is only by separately investigating the impacts of these factors
on women’s and men’s opinions tnat some insight will be gained into each gender’s
| political thinking.

Much of publib opinion research has overlooked the possibility that societal
membefships and life experiences could translate into differential impacts on the structure
- of women’s and men’s opinions. One exception is Conover and Sapiro’s (1993) analysis
of the gender gap on defence questions. Another is found in Kopinak’s study (1987)
which found that women were more likely to espouse liberal values as their socio-
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economic status increased rather than the traditionally observed decrease in liberalism
with class. It was the privilege of economic security that brought out the gender gap in
attitudes, not the projection of women’s family role into the public sphere. Thus

- Kopinak’s results suggest that the relationships between vérious factors and politica1

- opinion should not be assumed to be identical for each gender.

Some of the fo]ly of assuming that experiences and factors will exert similar forces
on opinions was made clear in the preceding discussion on the sources of the gender gap.
To assume that women and men come at their opinions in a similar manner negates a
priori the existence of different political cultures. A separate examination of the social
structure of opinion for each gender allows for the possibility that even when the two
gfoups agree on 1issues, they may do so for very different reasons; Women may differ in
how they cope with large numbers of complex political issues, by looking to sources
other than those traditionally evaluated in research on opinion formaﬁon,‘ sources that
may be unique to their gender. Sinﬁlarly men may prove to be much more “private” in
the determination of their opinions than traditional public opinioﬂ research has shown.

Much of women’s political participation is shaped by the unique personal and
sﬁuctural constraints they face (Brodie, 1991). The inclusion of feminism and
homemaker status into analyses of the sﬁ‘ucture of their ophﬁons goes some way towards
accounting for such differlences. But a difference in the social structuring of opinion need
not come from the inclusion of factors that are only relevant to women. It need not
require that women actively search out and select particular groups to join, groups whose
members are unlikely to be male. Group identification is not always required for the |
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group to influence opinions; group membefship_ can in and of itself shape opinions.
Society is structured in such a wéy that inclusion in some groups 1s 1ess likely to'be a
choice fér women, but also in such a way that membership in the same groups need not
present women with the same cues that such groups present to men. Similar experiences
can translate into different values, expectations, and beliefs that are leameﬂ in these
different roles. Therefore, in order to examine whether the structuring of bpirxion differs
between Canadian women and men the set of variables introduced as factors in the
determination of the gender gap will be investigated separately on each in order to allow
for a comparison of their effects.

The effects of both religious belief and feminism on the opinion of women and\
men will be evaluated as each has been introduced as a core belief in the determination of
opinions. If as suggested by Be1“nard (1981), religion plays a biggér role in women’s
culture, then it may also be true that religion matters more in the determination of their
political opinions. Feminism’s role in the determination of valués is also likely to vary by
gender. Feminism, it is argued brings about a liberalization of attitudes for both women
and men. Feminism, in seeking to increase the opp.ortunities available to women and’
their equality in society, is likely to diréctly influence the attitudes and opinions of many
Canadians, indirectly Because of its impact on political discourse as well as public
policies. But feminism’s influence is likely to vary with gender if only because men’s |
adoption of the outlook comes as a member of the outgroup: men may sympaﬂﬂze with
feminists but they are not women. Thus the impact of feminism is likely to differ
between'women and men.
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As noted previously, marriage and homemaker status can serve to bring women’s
opinions more closely in line with men’s if they restrict the freedom and confidence
necessary for articulating the difference voice. Alternatively, maﬁ‘iage, caring for
children and the homemaker role may serve to differentiate men’s and women’s beliefs if
they serve as vehicles for the expression of an ethic of care. Neither is it immediately‘
clear how marriage and caring for children will influence men’s opinions. As a
traditional and conservative institution, marriage may be linked to greater conservatism in
men’s opinions. Fatherhood may have a similar effect if men see the role as one of
protector of children’s interests. In any event, each of these factor’s influence on
women’s and men’s roles will be investigated in the chapters to come.

In other experiences, post-secondary education for example,' while much of the
experience may be similar for each gender, some elements of the experience may impress
upon one génder and not the other. Education may provide the key that unlocks the
ability of women to express their different voice’ or it may be a force which allows
women to divest themselves of the societal expectations that accompany homemaking and
thus to more closely resemble men in their opinions. Similafly; working outside the home
could serve either to increase or decrease the gender gap in opinions. And income has
been shown in one instance to increase women’s liberalism on some issues, rather than
iead to gréater conservatism.

Regional differences in public opinion have been found to exist and are often
linked to regional differences in political cultures (Elkins and Simeon, 1980). For region
to similarly inﬂﬁence the opinions of both genders, the transmisﬁon of this political
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culture would also have to be similar for both groups. This is only ﬁkely to happen if
women are members of the social and political groups, and in numbers similar to men,
whjéh are likely to ﬁansnﬁt these political patterns of culture. One could anticipate that
is not likely to be the case. Women very often do not belong to the same political or
social organizations as men. Indeed the bulk of Womeﬁ’s political aqtivity takes place
within relatively informal groups and social movements (Vickers, 1988). It may also be
that women’s weaker financial positions relativé to men may mean thét economic self-
mterest concerns override and take i)recedénce over émy “regional” political questions’.
Women’s and men’s memberships in a number’of voluntary orgahizations are included
analysis of the gender gap in order to determine their relevance of such group
memberships on opinion.

The degree to which feminist groups are prominent in the media and in political
circles is likely to matter in the transmission of feminist belief. The transmission and
legitimation of feminist thought, quite apart from women’s direct participation in these
groups, can influence opiniohs. If feminist activity 1s stronger in some areas women may
be more liker to have adopted feminist messages than men in those same areas. For
instance, feminist groups play a particularly prc;minent role in Quebec politics and
women make up a greater share of elected representatives in that province when
compared to others (Trembiay, 1997). Moreover feMﬁst groups in Quebec have

stronger ties to parties of the left than in many other provinces. Thus the ability of a

* I thank Linda Trimble for pointing out that women may simply be too overwhelmed
by their own economic situations to care about regional political concerns.
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women’s political culture to counter the dominant men’s culture may very well vary with
region; controlling for language and region of residence will allow for the determination
of whether support for various issues varies between Quebec and the remaining

provinces.

LI - BELIEF SYSTEMS

The preceding sections have suggested that women and men méy come at politics
differently, and such a difference could translate into different attitudes and into different
social patterning of opinions. The assumption of differént voices could exteﬂd nto
patterns of belief systems as well.

Belief systems are the :mterconnections between various opinions and the degree to
which such interconnections are hierarchical in any sense. A belief system, according to
Converse, is “a configuration of ideas and attitudes in which the elements are bound
together by some form of constraint or functional interdependence” (1964:207). The goal
of belief systems research is to determine the nature of the constraint that exists on
attitudes, if any exists at all.

One of the basic assumptions in politics is that members of the public can be
grouped into distinct and internally homogeneous groups on the basis of their political
beliefs. It is often assumed that politicél society is made up of some combination of
liberals and conservatives, the distinction resting on their common beliefs and attitudes
regarding abstract principles and issues. While there are any number of elements that
distinguish the two ideological camps, at the very least they differ on the role they
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pre‘scribe for government, the étate’s necessary defence sfance, and the size of thé'welfare
state. Liberals are more likely to endorse a strong role for government in society,
including its role in a well-structured welfare system, and will downplay the necessity of
hawkish defence policies and substantial defence weapon stocks. Conservatives on the
other hand are likely to endorse strong military and defence strategies but will downplay
the role of government and the welfare state in sociéty. It is also often assumed that once
one has determined the i&eological stance of an individual, one can then deduce their
political attitudes on other 1ssues.

Despite such présumptions, evidénce suggests tﬁat ideology plays a 1¢ss than direct
role in the shaping of attitudes, and moreover, that a good portion of the electorate ‘is less
than clear on what constitutes the liberal and conservative camps. Such evidence
suggests at the very least that the place of ideology in the structuring of opinions needs to
be recbnsidered, and that a changé in focus may provide more insight into the sources of
opinionsAon 1ssues. As expressed by Kinder in an evaluation of the state of public
opinion research a decade ago “Americans are not creatures of coherent, wide-ranging
ideologies. [...] More generally, Américan public opinion is of many and diverse pieces, a
mosaic of partisan attachments, social relations, values, and personality” (1983:413).
There is little reason to believe that ideological positioning in and of itsélf accounts for
the range of issue positions taken by an individual.

A branch of work attempting to reverse the minimalist conclusion begins with the
premise that ordinary citizens lack political information and pay little attentionrtq politics
in general, two minimalist asserﬁong. The distinguishing element of the work of these
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researchers is the assumption that such realities need not correspond to conclusions of
low coherence or reasonableness in political thinking. The important question to ask,
according to these researchers is how, given such information shortfalls, does the public
manage at all politically?

Sniderman et al. fespond that individuals nianage politically by simplifying the
-~ choices in front of them. They do this by making use of heuristic tools, “judgmental
- shortcuts, efficient ways to organize and simplify political‘choi‘ces, efficient in the double
sense of requiring relatively little information to execute, yet yielding dependable
answers even to complex problems of choice” (Sniderman et al., 1991: 19). These
heuristic to¢1s may consist of affective or cogrlitiv¢ comj;onents, or of some combination
of the two. Party identification is offered as an example of such a tool in use during the
Voting decision: voters can ultimately 160k to their preference for one party label over
anothgr, as a shorthand key for marking the ballot,. in combination with, or in spite of, any
campaign considerations. |

Sniderman et al. further hypbthesize that it is incorrect to assume that political
decision-makirlg will not vary across different portions of the pdpulations. The
assumption of causal homogeneity leads to incorrect conclusions regarding political
célculations, and as such, reinforces the conclusion that the public is unsophisticated in
its political reasoning. By advocating the abandonment‘ of what is at best a questionable
premise, the researchers contend that a more realistic picture of political reasoﬁing and
choice will emerge. They sugg’esf, and base a good portion of their research on the -
suggestion, that one element which will directly determine vthe type of reasoning, and the

-71-




particular heuristics employed in that reasoning, is the individual’s level of political
sophistication.

Thus the conclusion of a lack of ideological coherence among the mass public may
1ie in the examination of mass publics as a single body. There is little reason to assume a
priori that all individuals employ the same processes to reach their attitudes and opinions.
Such an assumption could mask importaht elements of belief systems within these
separate groups and may hide important differences that exist in the structuring of their
opinions, in effect leading usrto conclude the larger group is ideologically unsophisticated
when in fact sub-groups within that group hold structured belief systems. Given this
possibility, it seems that one could make an important case for examining men and
women separately since their political values may differ.

Investigating the mass public as a whole fails as a research strategy because it
precludes any consideration of aifference ‘in opinion structuring among different groups,
| and removes a priori any possibility of discovering such differences among sub-groups of
the population. According to Sniderman, Brody and Tetlock,

People make up their minds in different ways; conversely, the insisten‘ce

that people make up their minds about political choices more or less in the

same way has reinforced the impression that ordinary citizens are ill-

equipped for democratic citizenship (1991: 8).
It seems plausible to suggest that the political belief systems of women and men, and the
maﬂner in which they go about déc‘iding their individual public opinions, may not be
similar given the possibility that gender structures political thiﬁking. If the priorities and

values women and men ascribe to various political goals differ, then this alone could

-72-




result in a different patterns of political thinking. But the justification for examining the
belief systems of women and men separately also stems from feminist theory’s assertions
that women and men hold different fundamental values. If, as Gilligan suggests, and the
gender gap evidence reinforces, women and men hold different values to be fundamental,
then these crowning postures would shape their opinions into different packages, or
systems, based on the explicit connections thaf individuals would make between these
fundamental values and less specific issues.

The ‘ethic of care’ and the relevance of egalitarianism over individualism among‘
women might mean that the set of opinions they hold wquld be more tightly cbnstrained
around questions of the community, and of the place of society in protecting those
individuals who cannot protect themselves, including but not limited to its children. The
role of government in the economy, as responsible for the well-being of its ciﬁzens,
might take on greater relevance than the place and position of the individual in the
capitalist system. Indeed, one might anticipate that the free enterprise system would not
likely occupy as relevant a positiqn in the syster;l of women’s beliefs. Moreover, feminist
lmmﬁgwnmﬁmWmehawmmﬂo%xmmckwmmmmndwmmfswmmm,
should play a ceﬁtral position in women’s belief systems.

Alternatively, we might anticipate that men would m(;re closely connect their
attitudes on the basis of the value of rights and individual freedoms. Thus questions of
capitalism, and the free enterprise system, would dominate in their belief systems.
Questions of civil liberties and taxation wbuld also play a greater rolé in the |
determination of their beliefs than would be _the case for women. As ‘crowning postures’
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and ‘heuristic tools’, économip questions and questions of nght might hold greater sway
in determining men’s than women’s opinions. In addition, feminist belief should play a .
less than central p_ositionv in their belief systems given that men can feel an affinity to
feminist causes but they cannot identify with the group itself. Investigating the belief
systems of women and men separately would allow for'an investigation into this |

possibility.

FRAMEWORK FOR PROCEEDIN G
Based on the preceding discussion, the examination of the gender gap, the structure of
opinions and the belief systems of women and men will begin by combining the large
number of attitudinal variables included in the 1988 Canadian National Election Study
into a smaller number of more manageable ‘packages’ of attitudes. Tlﬁs step in the
investigation will be outlined in detail in Chapter 3.

The next step is to account for the gender gap in opinion in Canada oﬁ the range of
issues included in the study, followed by an investigation into the pbssible sour_cés of
these gaps. Table 2.1 outlinés those variables that will be examined as sources of the

~ gender gap and as determinants of opinions more broadly.
.(1) Y =0 +B,SEX, +g,
(2) V=o' +B Sex +Zy, X, +e/
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Table 2.1: Potential Determinants of Political Opinions

Women Men
Core Values Religion Religion
Feminism 'Feminism
Self-interest Income Income
Variables Public sector Public sector
Employment 'Employment
Employment Status Employment Status
Education Education
Age Age
Social Group Income Income
Memberships Education Education
Union Membership Union Membership
Age Age
Voluntary Voluntary
Organizations Organizations
Region* Region
Language . Language
Gender Role Marital Status Marital Status
Socialization Homemaker Kok
Children Children
Education Education
Employment Status Employment Status
Feminism Feminism - Feminism
Education Education
Marital Status Marital Status
Employment Status

Employment Status

Note: Several variables appear in more than one category of determinants. These

variables will only appear once in the statistical analysis.

* Region and language will only appear in the analysis on the social structure of
opinions. It is not held to help in explaining the gender gap in opinions, but are important
components of the social differentiation in women’s and men’s opinions.
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The statistical equations that appear above model the statistical prdcedure employed in
this investigation to measure and account for the sources of the gender gap in opinions.
In every case the regression model employed is ordinary least squares. Equation (1) is
simply the regression of each o;iinioh index on sex in order to account for the gender gap
on that issue. The gender gap in opinion is thus B,. Equation (2) introduces into the
regression equation each of those variables which have been set out in this chapter as
modifiers of geﬂder gaps in opinions. As such, the coefficient on SEX in Equation (2),
B, represents the gender gap on opinion index Y controlling for the
impacts of each of those variables. By means of statistical control, this coefficient on sex
represents that portién of the gap that remains unaccounted for. Thus a comparison of the
coefficients on sex found in Equationé (l)land (2) allows for a determination of the
ilhpact of the variables included in Equation (2) on the gender gap in opinion.

The investigation will then begin an inquiry into the social structuring of opinion
for women and men. The relationship modelled in Equation (2) assumes that the
relationship between opinions and each of the determinants of opinions is similar by
gender. But if interaction effects exisf between each of the independent variables
introduced in Equation (2) (2, X;) and sex, then failing to account for them will inflate
the standard errors of the coefficients in Equation (2). While interaction terms could be
introduced into Equation (2) in order to allow for the possibility of gender-specific
relationships, the resulting equation would be tremendously unwieldy. Thus for ease of
interpretation, the relationship as modelled in Equation (2)'i$ run separately for women
and men. Each of those variébles introduced as potential determinants of the gender gap

76-




in opinions in Equation (2) will be regressed on the opinion mdéxes created from the
election study but every equation will be run separately on the women’s and men’s
samples. Regional dummy variables will be added to these independenf variables in
order to determine the degree to which regional differences in opinions are common for

women and men.

(33) Yizam +Emkymk )(ik+8im 4
(3b) Y=o 2y, X, +e,

Thus Equations (3a) and (3b) differ from Equation (2) in the absehce of a dummy
variable for sex. Equation (3a) is the regression set for men and Equation (3b) is the
regression set for women. Separate regressions allows for a direct comparison of each
variable’s impact (i.e. coefficient) on opinion by gender.

The last step is an examination of each gender’s belief system in order to test the
degree to which varying crowning postufes dominate in the determination of attitudes.
-Thjs invesﬁgation will employ factor analysis, rather than correlation cbefﬁcients alone,
in order to more accurately model this element of political thinking. The factor analysis

statistical procedure will be outlined in Chapter 7.
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Chapter 3: Creation of the Opinion Indexes

In this chapter I will provide some background information on the 1988 Canadian
National Election Study (CNES)‘, the manner in which it will be employed in this
analysis, and the manner in which the attitudinal variables were collapsed into opinion
indexes. Tlﬁsinvestigation is based on 1988 CNES and the large number of attitudinal
variables it contains. CNES respondents were interviewed in three waves: by telephone
in the campaign period study, by 'telephone in the post-election study, and at the end of
the study by a self-administered mailback questionnaire.

For this in%stigation questions were drawn from each of these three waves of the
study in order to increase the number of variables available to créate opinion indexes.
Thus of the original 3,609 respondents contacted throughout the study, only the responses
of those who complefed mterviews/questionnaires in all three parts of the sfudy are .
utilized here in order to mim'mize. the number of cases lost due to missing feéponses.
Mim'mizihg the number of lost cases is.important since the listwise deletion of missing
responses in factor analysis can drastically reduce the number of cases available for

study. The remaining respondents, 2,115 Canadians, form the core of this investigation.

'"The 1988 Canadian National Election Study was directed by Richard Johnston,
André Blais, Henry E. Brady, and Jean Créte. The Institute for Social Research at York
University carried out the fieldwork and the Social Sciences and Humanities Research
Council of Canada funded the project. The original conductors of the data and the
institutions involved bear no responsibility for the analyses and interpretations presented
here. : '
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Men make up 51.2 per cent of the sample (1075) and women the remaining 48.8 per cent

(1024).2

Creation of Opinion Indexes

The 1988 CNES contains over 100 questions iapping into a broad range of
opinioﬁs which makes it a useful instrument for assessing not only public opinion on
various issues but also bélief systems. The investigation at hand combines a focus on the -
structure among individual opinions, that is belief systems, with a focus on the structure
of individual opinions. It will also evaluate the existence and sources of gender gaps
among a diverse set of _issues§ As such, the creation of a set of indexes, created from the
questions in the survey, allows for the analysis and inclusion of as many of the questions
available in the survey as possiblé. Any attempt to evaluate the opinions of women and
men on each of the attitlidinai questions included ‘in the 1988 CNES would result in a
rather lengthy and tedious investigation. }The creation of indexes makes the task
somewhat less oileious. Nevertheless some information is lost by summing across survey
questions. But the loss of information is more than offset by the increased possibility of
discovering patterns in opinions across a smaller set of indexes, rather thaii acrosé a much
larger number of individual opinions. The creation of indexes makes the task more

manageable and potentially provides for a more successful investigative exercise. Apart

% Responses to the variable employed in this investigation for determining the sex of
the respondent, ZRSEX, found in the mailback questionnaire portion of the study, were
missing in 16 of the 2115 cases. Thus the responses of 2099 women and men were available
for use in this investigation. -
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from reasons of parsimony, however, the collection of opinions on a large number of
issues and questions also allqws for a more proper modelling of the belief systems of
Canadian women and men than could a smaller set of opinions for two reésons. First, the
concept of a belief system adopted in this paper is that outlined by Campbell et al. (1960)
subsequently elaborated upon by Cdnverse (1964). Belief systems are centrally based,
widely applicable, elaborate structures of attitudes. The ability to conclude with
confidence that one has properly modelled a group’s belief system is directly dependent
on the set of opinions included in the analysis. The‘ greater the scope of issues and topics
covered by the opinions, the greater the likelihood that the belief system will be properly
modelled. Attempting to describe or measure belief systems on the bas'is of a small
number of measured attitudes boldly ignores the deﬁnitiqn of a belief system. In this case
more is better.

Second, in the measurement of att,itﬁdes it is accepted that cumulative measures of
single attitudes are more likely to reduce error in measurement than are single ones
(Abramson, 1983). The 1988 CNES, with its large number of éttitudinal variables, asked
a number of relafed att‘itudinal' questions which allow for the creation of summative
indexes. These indexes, because they are created from a number of related questions, are
likely to provide a more accurate picture of opinion than are single attitudinal measures.
Although some information is lost in the summation of individual opinions into a single

-index, the random fluctuation that will normally appear in responses to individual
opinions is less problematic as a number of related opinions are added together. That is,
an index has a greater likelihood of representing the ‘tnie’ individual opinion on that
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| issue since some of the noise that occurs within individual responses is eliminated by
summing across related items. -

The goal in the exercise of creating indexes is to create as parsimoxﬁous a set of
indexes as possible balanced with thé need to maintain singulérity of subject within each
of them. While individual attitudes regarding particular policies or issues are important
in and of themselves, this exercise fs directed at evaluating beliefs at a more general level.
For example, opinion on U.S. investment m Canada is included within the greater
category of beliefs regarding continentalism. While some information-is lost in this
aggregation, it does allow for greater manageability of the large number of opinibn
questions includéd in the survey. Thus these ‘shorthand’ packages are created not only as
a device for discussing the myriad of opinions within the survey, but also beqause itis
logically sound to assume that individuals will base similar opinions, i.e. those within the
same broad categories, on similar principles. Moreover the exercise of assessing the
structure of opinion should not rely on a limited number of opixlions. The greater the
breadth of issues examined, th;cV greater is the level of conﬁdence‘that» one éan place on
the results obtained.

In responding to attitudinal questions reépondents at times answer that they “don’t
know” and have “no opinion”. For the purposes of this sfudy, such responses were
recoded as middle neutral categories in every attitudinal variable wher¢ they appeared.
This step was taken in order to minimize the number of missing cases in each sub-sample.
As noted above, missing cases can pose a serious problem because of listwise deletion of
suéh cases in the statistical procedures. Objections can be raised on the inclusion of such
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responses as middle categories. There is evidence that women tend to have a higher
proportion of “don’t know” and “no opinion” responses and to include them as middle

- categories will artificially inflate the ﬁumber of women providing valid responses to the
survey questions. The decision to proceed with this step was nevertheless taken on the
basis of three considerations. First, there is some evidence that the trend of women’s
greater numbers of “don’t know” responses is diminishing as new generations of
politically active and sophisticated women enter the electorate. Second, Shapiro and
Mahajan (1986) reported that the results of their investigation of trends in gender
differences in policy preferences were unaffected by the inclusion or exclusion of “don’t
know” responses in their analysis. FiI‘lally, and as mentioned previously, listwise deletion
of missing values can become a problem when using factor analysis to investigate the
existence of belief systems. Thus and in light of the first two considerations, ensuring
that the sample size not drop below an acceptable level, “don’t know” and “no opinion”
responses were coded as middle categbries.

The method employed for breaking the issues into distinctive categories proceeded
in two stages. First, the issue questions were grouped into a number of general policy
dimensions based on the logical connections between them. The primary dividing criteria
for grouping was the general policy area or ideology to which the question referred.
These included such categories as foreign policy, economic policy, capitalism, social
services, civil liberties, and labour iésues. As an example, an “economic” package of
ophﬁons would include those related to the economic functioning of the country, ranging
from the privatization of Crown corporations to subsidies for certain sectors in the
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economy.
The next step in the creation of indexes was to assess how tightly the questions fit

together in each of the categories. Thus an attempt was made to determine that the
assumed connections .be'tween.the variables did indeed exist. To do this, each opinion
question was statisticélly tested for its level of constraint to the general policy index.
Constraint, as it is used here and throughout this thesis, means ‘the success we would
have in predicting, given initial knowledge that an individual holds a specified attitude,
that he (sic) holds certain fqrther ideas and attitudes’ (Converse, 1964:207). As an
example, a reasonable level of constraint within an ecohomic policy category allows us to
assume that an individual supportive of the privati'zation of Air Canada is not likely to be
a strong supporter of government’s involvement in business ventures generally. Stated
differently, if an indiﬁdual expresses conservative economic principles on some issues,
one should be able to predict at some minimum level that he/she will also hold
conservative opinions on related issues.

~ Two statistical tests were used to determine the level of constréint between the
variables making up each of the indexes: Pearson’s correlation coefficient and pn'ncipal
component analysié (as employed in factor analysis). The correlation coefficient was
used to measure the strength of the relationships between all pairs of variables in every
index create_d in the first step. These bivariate correlations were examined and any
variable unable to meet a pre-set minimum average inter-item correlation was
subsequently dropped from that index. This minimum average inter-item correlation was
set to 0.10. Although this may seem rather low the small range of each of the individual
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variables results in _genefally small bivaﬁate correlations.

The working assumption throughout the index creation stage was that respondents |
were bound by somé minimal level of ideological predisposition and thus would respond
in a predictable fashion to each of the items included in an index. While bivanate
correlations tell us how closely each pair of survey questions within an index are related,
they are a weak measure of how well the questions fit together as a group. Principal
component analysis allows us to measure the éssociation between each variable in the
index and the respondent’s assumed underlying ideological predisposition and provides
us with a measure of the ‘tightness’ of the group of questions within an assumed index.
Thus as a second statistical test, principal component analysis was used to measure the
extent to which an index represents a single opinion structure.

When running e?ery index through principal component analysis, two
considerations came into play. First, the principal factor extracted from every index
needed to account for a large percentage of the variance across the variables, indicating
that the responses to the questions in the index are generally bound by a single
ideological predisposition. Second, the loadings of each variable to the principal
component had to meet some pre-set minimum level in order to be taken as significantly
constrained to the factor. This level is set at 0.40. There are ho hard and fast rﬁles for
determining when factor loadings should be treated as significant, but the absolute value
of .40 or greater is commonly employed.

If should be noted that the index creation process proceeded in a circular fashion.
Several variabies éould have been included in two or three different indexes depending on
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vaniable was added to the index to which it appeared to have the greatest logical
connection. If the variable was then subsequently diopped from the index because it
failed to pass the criteria in the second stage of the process, the process was repeated,
including the said variable in another appropriate index and the testing undertaken again.
In several cases the strongest logical connections were not immediately obvious. When
this occurred the variable was tested in every category that seemed logically appropiiate
and the tighiest fit determined the vindex in which it was included. A number of variai)ies
failed to meet the minimum standards for inelusion in an index; in such cases, the
variables were removed from the indexes. Some of these variables are important
nonetheless since they tap into an important issue that 1s not part of a greater index. Asa
result, in some cases these will be evaluated singly.

It can be argued that some of the indexes 1ogicaily belong together while others
should be broken up into smaller more tightly constiained indexes. Despite the use of
‘sophisticated” methodological techniques in the creation of these indexes, the end result
1s as much a matter of personal decision as it is one of statistical requirement. The
general rule of thumb employed here was to keep indexes as simple in attitude measured
as possible; that is, unless there was a clear undeniable logical reason for keeping
variables together in an index when the principal component analysis suggested |
otherwise, they were separated. Given that factor analysis will combine these separate
indexes that should be combined in the greater belief structure, separation of such
variables at an earlier 'stage seemed the least difficult route to chose. The alternative,
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keeping variables together that should have been separated, coqld have resﬁlted in some
indexes correlating strongiy with more tﬁan one underlying factor which would have
made interpretation of the factor solution more difficult.

Given the focus of this thesis, as a last step and in order to provide an accurate
picture of the opinions of both Canadian women and men, it was deemed important that
the indexes be equally applicable to both genders. The workihg assumption in this
analysis is that the political cultures of the two sexes differ, and néglecting to examine the
application of the indexes to each gender separately would negate that assumption. In
order to ensure the indexes accurately reflected the beliefs of both génders, the sample
was split by gender and the entire procedure for creating the indexes begun anew. The |
_ results of this test, using the Same statistical criteria outlined aone, revealed several
differences in the composition of indexes for the two samples (a total of six questions did
not load significantly in both the women and men subsamples).- Because of this, the
indexes were scaled down tb include only those variables that entered significantly into
the indexes for both genders. This step allows for direct comparison of attitudes on the
indexes between gender.

Table 3.1 provides the results of the procedure for creating the opinion indexes. It
includes the list of variables that comprise each of the indexes, as well as the results of
the principal component stage of the analysis. The table reveals that every variable
mcluded in an indéx loads significantly on the principal component and that many of the
principal components account for over fifty per cent of the variance in the component
variables. Those indexes which do nof account for a large share of the variance across

-86-




~ the variables are oftén thbse made up of a larger number of component variables which in
and of itself makes it more difficult for a single factor to account for a large share of the
variance. Thus the_ results of the index creation procedure appear to be robust. Those

| questions that were unable to meet the minimum criteria for inclusion in an index, and
that will subsequently be evaluated as stand alone questidns, ére not included in this list

“but will appear in the examinaﬁqn of the gender gap in Chapter 4.

The next step was to create the iﬁdexes by summing the values of the responses to
each of the variables included in the indexes. The one exception in this recoding
procedure is the feminism variable. The creation of this variable differed siigﬁtly from
that of the remaining indexes and a complete description of the creation and coding of
this variable will appear in Chapter 5. All indexes are coded such that increasing values
correspond to increasing support of the indexes label and were rescaled to fall within a
ZETO0 t0 Oone range. Thj§ step was undertaken for ease of comparison and
to ensure that in statistical procedﬁres differences due to differences in total variation
alone were minimized. Table 3.2 provides thé summative statistics for the indexes for the
whole sample.

As a last tést in the creation of the indexes, the correlation matrix for the complete
set of indexes was examined to assess the degree to which any rédundancy appears in
them (results not provided given the large number of bivariate correlations involved).
Only 6 of the 190 correlations are moderately strong (greater then .30) and they are all
among pairs where some degree of association is expected: between capitalism and union
support (.31); capitalism and continentalism (.41 - partly driven by the Free Trade
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Table 3.1: Variable Composition of Opinion Indexes
The complete wording of questions can be found in the CNES codebook. Included are

the factor loadings of each variable on the principal component, as well as the share of
the variance accounted for by the principal component and the eigenvalue of the principal
component: :

Principal
Component
Factor Loadings
RELIGIOSITY INDEX
A/D that the bible is the actual word of God - .83
A/D that religion is an important part of my life .83

Eigenvalue = 1.38
Percent of Variance explained= 68.9

ANTI-FEMINISM INDEX

How do you feel about feminist groups? 81
Do you think the government should do more/less for women? 81

Eigenvalue = 1.30
Percent of Variance explained = 64.8

ANTI-UNION INDEX

How much power do you think trade unions should have? : .76
Paying union dues should be mandatory .74
The use of strikes is often necessary/never justified .70

Eigenvalue = 1.61
Percent of Variance explained= 53.7

EXTRA BILLING INDEX
To cut the deficit, allow doctors to bill patients directly .93
To cut deficits, allow hospitals to bill patients directly ‘ .93

Eigenvalue = 1.74
Percent of Variance explained= 86.8
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Table 3.1 Continued: Variable Composition of Opinion Indexes

Principal
Component
Factor Loadings
DEFENCE POLICY INDEX '
Canada should stay in/get out of NATO (campaign) ' . .58
Canada should stay in/get out of NATO (post-election) .60
Support/oppose the buying of nuclear submarines (campaign) 77
Support/oppose the buying of nuclear submarines (post-election) 77
To cut the deficit, government should reduce the defence budget .61
Eigenvalue = 2.25
Percent of Variance explained= 45.0
CYNICISM INDEX
Quite a few/hardly any of the people running government are crooked 72
People in government waste alot/not very much the money we pay in taxes 71
Can just about always/only some of the time trust people in Ottawa
to do what is right : 73
Almost all/few people in government seem to know what they are doing .69
Eigenvalue = 2.03
Percent of Variance explained= 50.7
CONTINENTALISM INDEX
Canada should have closer ties/distance itself from the U.S. | .78
Support/oppose the Free Trade Agreement .84
Free Trade Index - measures support for the policy on a 7 point scale. .84
Canada needs more U.S. investment .57
No amount of money would get me to move to the U.S. Y
Eigenvalue = 2.62 _
Percent of Variance explained= 52.5
LOW TAXATION INDEX '
To cut the deficit, increase taxes on consumptidn 81
To cut the deficit, increase personal income tax rate 81

Eigenvalue = 1.30
Percent of Variance explained= 65.2
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Table 3.1 Continued: Variable Composition of Opinion Indexes
' A ’ Principal
Component
Factor Loadings

ANTI-SOCIAL SPENDING INDEX

To cut the deficit, reduce spending on universities .58
To cut the deficit, make it harder to get unemployment insurance 54
To cut the deficit, reduce welfare payments .68

To cut the deficit, reduce spending on arts and cultural activities
.67

Eigenvalue = 1.54
Percent of Variance explained= 38.5

ANTI-DUALISM INDEX

How much do you think should be done to promote French? .79
Favour/oppose extension of services to language minorities (campaign) 72
Favour/oppose extension of services to language minorities ‘

(post election) .70
Right to French education outside Quebec .59
Support/Oppose Quebec Sign Law 49

Agree/Disagree Canada has two founding peoples, British and French 44

Eigenvalue =2.41
Percent of Variance explained= 40.2

ANTI-STATE INVOLVEMENT INDEX

To cut the deficit, sell CNR to private investors .68

To cut the deficit, sell Petro-Canada to private investors ' .69
Poorer regions in Canada normal market result/demand government

job incentives ' .49
Farmers and fishermen should find new work/get government help ' , .64
To cut the deficit, reduce subsidies to farmers .63
To cut the deficit, reduce CBC government grants 47

Eigenvalue = 2.20
Percent of Variance explained= 36.7
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Table 3.1 Continued: Variable Composition of Opinion Indexes

Principal
Component
Factor Loadings
CAPITALISM INDEX :
Important industry decisions should be left to management alone o .53
Unskilled workers receive wages that are about right for level
- of skill requlred ' .55
A person’s wages should depend on the 1mportance of the job 49
Working people earn what they deserve .64
A/D some form of socialism would be better than the system we have now .53
Profit system teaches people value of hard work and success : .50
Getting ahead a matter of ability and hard work : ' 43
Competition leads to better performance and a desire for excellence 47
Most business executives do important work and deserve high salaries .53
When business allowed to make as much money as they can everyone
profits .59

Eigenvalue =2.80
Percent of Variance explained= 28.0

ANTI-SEPARATE SCHOOL FUNDING INDEX

~ A/D public money should not be used to support religious schools .81
A/D where religious schools have gotten public funds they should
continue to receive them .83
A/D public money for schools should be made available to any
religious group : .69

Eigenvalue = 1.83
Percent of Variance explained= 61:0

ANTI-CIVIL LIBERTIES INDEX

Equal rights for homosexuals damage Canadian moral standards 49
Society sometimes has to forbid some things from being published - .54
Persons in positions of responsibility are entitled to be treated

with special respect : , 49
Too much emphasis placed on individual freedom ‘ .60
Too little emphasis placed on respect for institutions 55

FEigenvalue = 1.44
Percent of Variance explained= 28.9 -
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Table 3.1 Continued: Variable Composition of Opinion Indexes

Principal -
Component

Factor Loadings
AN TI-IMMIGRATION INDEX

Should Canada admit more/fewer immigrants? | . 85
A/D that new immigrants make Canada a better place to live ' .85

Eigenvalue = 1.43
Percent of Variance explained= 71.5

BRITISH TIES INDEX

A/D that Canada will always have a special relationship with Britain . .83
It is important to keep the monarchy as a link to our past/no place

in Canada today ' .83

Eigenvalue = 1.38 /
Percent of Variance explained= 68.9

TRADITIONAL ROLES INDEX

More women should stay home/ have careers ' T8
Women make less money because hers is supplemental income/result

of discrimination .78

Eigenvalue = 1.23
Percent of Variance explained= 61.4

PRO-LIFE INDEX

Abortion should never be permitted/permitted after need established/ .89

is a matter of the woman’s personal choice (campaign)

Abortion should never be permitted/permitted after need established/ .90
1s a matter of the woman’s personal choice (post election) -‘

If R.C. hospital only one in region, it should perform abortions .70

Eigenvalue = 2.11
Percent of Variance explained= 70.2
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Table 3.1 Continued: Variable Composition of Opinion Indexes
: | | Principal
' Component
Factor Loadings

LOW ENVIRONMENTAL PRIORITY INDEX

Land and natural resources should be turned over to private owners | 75
A/D that protecting the environment is more important than
creating jobs 5

Eigenvalue = 1.11
Percent of Variance explainedé 55.6

- ENERGY INVESTMENT INDEX

To prevent energy shortages, encourage development of oilfields
and dams .79
Big energy projects are vital strategic investments .79

Eigenvalue = 1.26
Percent of Variance explained= 62.8

RISK AVERSION INDEX

People who try to reform things are busybodies who do more :

harm than good , ' .81
Trying to make sweeping reforms is much too risky 81

Eigenvalue = 1.32
Percent of Variance explained= 66.0
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component of the index); capitalism and state involvement (.33); state involvement and
éontinentalism (.37); state involvement and social spending (.35); and abortion and
 religiosity (.41). Some of these correlations may be argued to be of such strength that an
argument could be made for collapsing some of the indexes together. The decision not to
collapse the indexes was made in order to keep each index as unique in focus as possible.
To have collapsed indexes might have meant a loss of information that was important to
the investigation of gender gaps. For example, although continentalism and state
involvement are moderately correlated, the indexes do appear té be measuring distinct
1ssues. Moreover, the size of thé gender gap in continentalism relative to that in state
involvement would not have been apparent had the indexes been collapsed (see Chapter
4). | |

Some discussion of the results in Table 3.2 is in order. In general, Canadians do not
consistently reveal éonservative (nor liberal) opinions across the range of opinions tapped
by these indexes. Indeed they reveal é mix 6f opinions. Canadians are conservative in
their lack of support of unions and in their support of the capitalist system and relations
with ﬂle United States. Similarly, they are ‘hawkishv’ in their support of defence measures
and support maintaining ties with the British.Commonweélth. Thus Canadians appear to
have endorsed the main tenets of classical liberalism, referred to here as conservatism.
And this conservatism extends to the religious sphere of their lives.

But this conservatism ié not found on all issues. Canadians are liberal in their
endorsement of government involvement in the economy and in their support of the
welfare state. They are also supportive of the dualistic nature of Canada and are more
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Table 3.2; Summary Statistics of Opinion Indexes for the Full Sample

Index _

Mean

Standard '
Deviation

Religiosity .55 37
Anti-Feminism 39 21
Defence .59 26
Continentalism .52 31
Anti-Social Spending 42 20
Anti-Dualism 40 .26
_Anti-State Involvement 45 21
Low Taxation .80. 21
Capitalism .61 21
Anti-Civil Liberties .46 22
Traditional Roles 28 27
Pro-Life .33 .29
Anti-Union .58 25
Extra Billing 22 27
Anti-Separate School Funding .60 34
Anti-Immigration .62 37
British Ties .66 .35
Low Environmental Priority 26 28
Energy Investment .66 31
Cynicism 71 .24
Risk Aversion 37 .32
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pro-choice than pro-life. They are also egalitarian in their support of women’s issues and
in promoting individual freedoms more generally. And despite a generally supportive
view of attempting refbnns in society, the cynicism directed at politicians and
governments makes it unlikely that they have much faith in these institutions being able’
to bring about such reform. Thus Canadians have an ideological mix of opinions that at

first glance may appéar somewhat disjointed.

-96-




Chapter 4: Is there a Gender Gap in Canadian Opinion?

. The evaluation of the gender gap in the 1988 Canadian National Election Study is the
first step in an investigation of gender and political behaviour and this chapter provides
such an evaluation. Increasing evidence suggesting that gender, in combination with
other so'cialvforces, is an important factor in political behaviour in many countries has
served to increas¢ the attention directed towards the notion of the gender gap in'the media
and in academic circles. Its discovery, both in vbting and opinion data, precipitated a
number of investigationé into political behaviour and gender. Many of fhese
mvestigations have attempted to account for gender differences in attitudes, but few have
evaluated women’s attitudes and belief systems in as comprehensive a fashion as 1s the
goal of this investigation (Conover, 1988a). Investigating the existence of gender gaps in
opinion in the 1988 CNES is an important starting point, for their existence alone would -
suggest a need for reassessing belief regarding gender and political thinking. Moreover it
stands as an important continuing step in the comparative evaluation of gender gaps

across countries and over time.

The Gender Gap: Past Evidence : .
The notion of a gender gap first appeared in the literature examining American
elections in the early 1980s. Reagan’s bid for the Presidency revealed that women were

more supportive of Democratic candidates than men and this gave rise to greater interest
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in the “woman’s vote”. In 1980 women were 4 percent less likely to support Reagan as
presidential candidate than men, and by 1984 that figure had grown to 9 percent (Kenski,
1988:44). Kathleen Frankovic attributed this gap to women’s unwillingness to be more
aggressive in foreign pblicy (1982:446). The discovery and diséussion surroﬁnding this
voting mafgin was siéniﬁcant for it signalled a récognition of the potential women held as
a powerful voting bloc.

This significance was underscored by the discovery of voting gender gaps in other
countries. In Canadiari elections between 1974 And 1988 women’s support for the
Liberal party ranged from 3.4 percentage pointé to 9.1 percentage points higher thaﬁ that
of men’s, and in 1984 British women abaﬁdoned the Conservative party, despite having
supported it in greater numbers than men since the 1960s (Wearing and Wearing,
1988:344; Norris, 1986:120). This evidenge suggested that the gender gap was not
“simply an Aﬁ1erican phenomenon but rather a general tendency in voting behaviour
across developed countries. |

The discovery of the voting gender gap was followed by research noting that
‘voting differences are matched by gender gaps in political attitudes. Since 1980, election
studies and survey research have documented such gaps in a numbér of countries
including the United States, Canada and Britain. Conventional Wisdom on the gender gap
in political attitudes holds that women are more likely than men to oppose the use of
nuclear energy and military force, give more support to “compassion” issues, and reveal
more conservative tenden;:ies on a number of “traditional” issues.

The most longstanding difference in the attitudes of men and women occurs on the
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1ssue of defence policy. Women’s opinions reveal a consistent and strong trend away
from men’s on the issues of defence and force. Robert Shapiro and Harpreet Mahajan
report that in U.S. surveys conducted between 1952 and 1983 the average gender
percentage point difference on questioﬂs dealing with the issue of force was 8.1, with
men selecting the more violent options (1986:49). The survey5 examined in their analysis
included the General Social Survey, Gallﬁp and Harris dat;a, and the American National
Election Studies. Others have provided supportive evidence of this difference of opinion
among the U.S. electorate (Abzug, 1984; Baxter and Lansing, 1983). And in a related
issue, Clark and Clz;rk found that in 1988 women were 10.2 percentage points less likely
to support bthe death penalty (1993:38).

Canadian evidence is more limited, but is similarly supportive of a gender gap on
‘paciﬁs'm issues. Examining Gallup survey data gathered m 1983 and 1984, John Terry
reports the existence of even larger differences on this issue than those recorded in the
United States: gender differences from 12 to 18 percentage points existed on questions
dealing with the issues of allowing cruise missile testing in Canada and the chances of
nuclear war (1984:12). Similarly, Janine Brodie cites a CBC News 1984 Federal election’
survey in which a 13 percentage point difference existed in support of allowing cruise
missile testing in Canada (1988:180). The gender differences on questions dealing with
these issues are consistent across surveys, and are statistically reliable: their size usually
exceeds the margin of error for the samples on which they are based.

A further commonly reported division in the attitudes of women and men appears
on what are commonly referred to as “compassion issues”. As with the defence ge’nder
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gap, men consistently reveal opinions that are less liberal thah_women’s on compassion
issues: women tend to endorse a strong role for government on issues concerned with
welfare policies, aid to the poor, the unemployed and others in need. But these
differences are often not as large as those reported for the issues of force and defence. In
U.S. research, Shapiro and Mahajan report that survey data from 1952 to 1983 showed
the average gender percentage point difference on ‘compassion’ issues to be 3.3, while it
was 5.8 on questions dealing with support for regulation and protection (1986:50).
Further confirmation of this tendency is provided by Sandra Baxter and Marjorie Lansing
who report that Hero found women “several percentage points more favourably disposed
towards such programs as aid to dependent children, unemployment assistance, old age .
benefits, Medicare, anti-poverty programs and ‘relief” generally” (1983:60). Similar
results have been reported for other surveys (Poole and Zeigler, 1985; Deitc;h, 1988).
Comparable Canadian evidence supports the existence of a éompassion gender
gap. Based on Gallup data, Térry reports that women are more likely to support
expanding social welfare programs by a 6 percentage point difference and are less likely
to say that the future development of Canada depends on private enterprise by 15
percentage points (1984:11). Using 1979 Quality of Life survey data, Kathryn Kopinak
found that Canadian women ‘ideologically févour a redistribution of power in the
workplace as well as a redistribution of valued goods aﬁd services by government’
(1987:29). She reports that a statistically significant difference of means between women
and men on an attitude scale measuring support for government welfare efforts existed in
1979. This attitudinal difference is further supported by Gallup‘ data reported by Joanna
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‘Everitt (1994). As revealed in her analysis, by the late 1980s and early 1990s women and
men were showing between 6 and 9 percentage point gaps in opinion on the issués of
daycare suppoﬁ, Family Allowance, Pensions and a Minimum AnnuaIIIncome level.
Consisfent differences recorded in various surveys from both the United States and
Canada support a conclusion that a gap on corﬁpassion issues exists, even if smaller in
sbize than differences on defence issues.

There also exists evidence that women hold more conservative opinions than men
on questions touching upon moral issues. Women score higher on religious
fundamentalism scales (Poole and Zeigler, 1985; Conover, 1988); are more likely to
endorse school prayer (Clark and Clark, 1993); support in greater numbers the censorship
of TV programming and pornographic material (Clark and Clark, 1993; Terry, 1984); and
give greater support to a riée in the legal drinking age (Terry, 1984). The evidence of the
existence of gaps on these ‘traditiopal’ issues is less conclusive however as results are
usually smaller than those recorded in the defence and compassion issues and
contrédictory evidence does exist. As examples, Elizabeth Adell Cook and Clyde Wilcox
(1991) found no significant difference between women and men in support for school
prayer, and Cynthia Deitch in her evaluation of General Social Survey data from 1973 to
1984 found only one significant difference in support for school prayer (1988:205).
Finally, Shapiro and Mahajan record an average percentage point difference of only 2.3
for such survey qﬁesﬁons across the examined data sets, a difference which they interpret
as “small” relative to other recorded differences in the ddta (1986:52).

While there is evidénce supporting the existence of gender gaps in opinion on
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these three issues, there has been little reported reseorch on the existenee of gender gaps
on other issues. The research extant is limited, and sometimes contradictory, making it
difficult to substantiate the existence of any patterns. Nevertheless, ﬂlose issues which
have been examined in previous studies shall be presented in order to lay the groundwork
for an examination of any differences in the 1988 CNES.

On what are sometimes referred to as women’s issues, specifically the questiops of
abortion and child care, eﬁdeoce on the existence of a gender g'ap i1s mixed. First, on the |
issue of abortion, Keith Poole and L. Harmon Zeigler report that in National Election
Studies conducted in 1972, 1976 and 1980, the gap in the most pemﬁssive abortion
response category ranges from 3 to 4.7 percentage points with women moving from less
(in 1972 and 1976) to greater support for permissive abortion policies (1985:83). And
from the 1988 American NES, Clarkvand Clark report a smail percentage point gender
difference (3.9 points) in support of a liberal abortion policy, with men holding the more
liberal opinions (1993:3 8). But in her evaluation of General Social Survey data from
1973 to 1984, Deitch reports no significance differences on attitudes toward abortion
(1988:205).

With the gains made by women in increasing the attention given to the abortion
issue; and feminist afguments regarding the right of a women to control her own body,
one might expect to see greater support for choice among women than has been the case.
Yet the gains made by pro-lifers in generating support for their stance, often closely
lillked to religious arguments and groups, are as likely to have an impact on me attitudes
of many women, given reportedly greater levels of religious conviction. Religious

-102-




arguments may be competing with rights and gender arguments among women, and if so,
cpuld seﬁ/e to reduce the degree to which a simple gender gap is apparent. The gap may
exist yet be invisible due to the confounding impact of religion on the relatipnship. '
Removing the impact of religion on abortion opinion may ’liberate the gap on this issue.

Second, on the issue of child care, thefe is insufficient reported evidence to discern
any patterns. The only available evidence suggests a gap exists on the issues. Clark and
Clark report that in 1988, American women were more likely by a gender percentage
point difference of 9.7 to think spending on child care should be increased (1993:39).
The only evidence for Canada comes from Terry who reports that in June of 1983 women
were more likely than men to think spending should be directed at child care centres
rather than distributed as éllowances (1984:13).

Evidence is also mixed on the existence of a différence of opinion on the 1ssue of
civil rights for minorities. Althqugh they concede that exceptions exist, Baxter and
Lansing conclude that “over the years, there is sufficient difference to state that women
have been inore supportive of efforts to achieve racial equality than have men” (1983:59).
In direct contradicﬁon however, Poole and Zeigler’s research led them to conclude thth
“Men and women do not differ greatly on civil rights issues” (1985:148). The
expeétations for opinions on this issue in Canada are not clear, but here again, "it inay be
the case that religiosity muddies the relationship between attitudes on civil liberties and
génder. |

On environmental issues, Abzug documents a 1981 CBS/NY Times poll in which
48 percent Qf women and only 41 percent of men favoured cbntinuing environmental
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improvement programs régardless of the cost. (1984:125). Poole and Zeigler report that
in 1980 38.4 percent of men favoﬁed relaxing environmental regulations, while only 29.6
percent of women agreed to the statement (1985:70). Based oﬁ this limited evidence, it
can tentatively be said that women are somewhat more concerned with protecting the °
environment than are men.

Finally, one study found that women were slightly more cynical than men
regarding politicians and politics in general. Clark and Clark note that in 1988, American |
women were 6.5 percentage points more likely than men to think that politicians are
corrupt (1993:39).

The gender gap evidence is compelling, at least for attitudes on compassion and
defence issues, for two main reasons: first, the. difference in attitudes on these questions -
has appeared over time, and second, the difference is consistent despite survey effects,
particularly question wording. Alternative measures of attitudes employed to survey
different populations of men and women are providing consistent and hence reliable
conclusions. It i§ important to extend the investigation to include new issues, new
survéys, and new populations to assess the cdnﬁdence that can be placed in concluding
that a gender gap exists. The 1988 CNES allows for an investigation into whether such
differences in attitudes persist, and moreover, allows for the investigation to address
1ssues and policies not previ_ously assessed in Canadian research. |

| The review of the gender gap evidence is perplexing on one score: a gender gap in
opinioﬁ is less likely to be consistently found on issues that are directly tied to questions
of gender. That is, where one might expect to see a gender gap because the issues are
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fundamental to women and their freedoms, for example on the‘abortion issue, one is less
likely to find a gap than if one looks at a quesﬁon which is less immediately connected to
gender alone, for example on the issue of defence. As suggested above, the compeﬁng '
values of religious belief (or the .degree to which religion js an important @d relevant
factor in one’s life) and feminism, may explain part of this puzzle. It may be that among
women for whom religion is of treinendous importance (and this is likely to be the case
‘more often among women than among men), gender concerns are secondary in
importance. That is, among religious women, questions surroundiﬁg women as a group,
and their equality, freedoms, and societal benefits, may be superseded by religious ones.
This degree to which this may be the case will be examined in Chapter 5.

1t should be pointed out at this point in the investigation that when a gap in
opinions exists and persists it is still the case that a significant number of Canadian men
and women are in agfeement on the policy and/or issue. Thﬁs differences are often in
intensity rather than direction. This fact should not be overlooked or lost in the focus on
difference. That the means of responses to survey questions are statistically and
substantially different by gender does not indicate that women and men are
fundamentally at odds. The deviation around the mean for both genders should not be

forgotten, and often represents a substantial overlap in opinion.’

' T thank Carol Bacchi for pointing out to me the synedochic fallacy: ‘the tendency to
refer to a group or collectivity in terms of its central tendency, as if it had no internal
variation’ (Bacchi, 1986:63). The point is well taken but measures of central tendency are
nevertheless an important statistical tool for describing group attributes.
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The Gender Gap in 1988

Table 4.1 presents the results of difference of ﬁleans tests for the twenty indexes
created in the manner outlined in Chapter‘3. The entries in the first two columns of the
table are the means on that index for men and wbmen respectively. The next two
columns report the standard deviations around the means on that index, again respectively
for men and women. The final column reports the difference of means, its statistical
strength and its direction. Given that every index ranges from 0 to 1, the difference of
mean can be expressed as a percentage of the range. Moreover, given that all indexes
were coded so that increasing values correspond to increased conservatism, a positive gap
rﬁeans that women are more liberal on that issue. Alternatively, a negative gap means
that men are more liberal on the issue. Religious belief and feminism are the two first
entries in the table given their hypotheéized role as core values. The remaining indexes
appear in the table in descending order of the value of the gap on that issue, 1.e. from the
largest gap in opinion to the smallest. Table 4.2 provides the percentage point differences
in opinion on the number of stand-alone questions included m the stuldy.

Eleven of the twenty indexes reveal statistically significant differences écross the
means for men and women, and the responses to five of twenty-sevén survey questions
reveal percentage point differences between gender categories that are greater than ten. It
1s not immediately clear from these results whether women and men live in different
political worlds, but it does suggest that on some political issues they hold differing
opinions. The important task of this chapter is to identify on which issues these
differences appear and to determine their consistency with differelices noted in the past.
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Core Values: Religiosity and Feminism

It has been suggested that part of the gender gap story lies in a competition of -
values between religious and feminist beliefs. The evidence from Table 4.1 provides
some support for this explanation. Substantive and signiﬁcant differences are recorded
on both the feminist and religio‘sity indexes. On these two core values, women and men

are at odds although the difference is greater .on religious belief.

On the religiosity index, women reveal a strong and statistically significant
difference from men: the percentage point difference between the genders is equal to 7
percent of the index’s range, the third largest gap recorded in the indexes. Women score

- higher on an index made up of questions asking respondents whether they take the Bible
to be the word of God and whether they agree that rel/igion is an important part of their
lives. This gap corresponds with differences that previously have been recorded in the .
U.S. (Poole and Zeigler,1985; Clark and Clark, 1993). It-also reinforces Bernard’s
(1981) suggestion that religion has played a fundamental role in women’s culture and
continues to be more important for women than men . The relevance of religious belief
for political opinibns in Canada has also been reported (Johnston, 19865.

The feminism index reveals a moderate but nonetheless statistically significant
difference of means, 2 percent of the raﬁge. The feminism index is comprised of two
survey questions; the first measures feelings about feminist groups and the second
measures belief concerning whether the government should de more for women.
Previous studies have reported the absence of significant differences on various
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Table 4.1: Gender Differences in‘Opinion Indexes

| Mean Standard :
Index Deviation Difference
. 0 . ’ 9 of Means

Religiosity 52 | 59 | 38 | 35 -.07**
Anti-Feminism 40 38 21 .20 02%
Continentalism ' .59 44 30 | .30 15%*
British Ties 61 | 70 | 36 | 34 -.09%*
Capitalism .64 58 | 22 20 - .06**
Anti-State Involvement 48 42 22 .19 06**
Defence _ et | 56 | 27 | 25 05**
Energy Investment | 8 | 64 | 32 | 30 04%*
Anti- Sep. School Funding 62 | .57 34 34 04 **
Traditional Roles ' .29 26 .29 26 03**
Anti-Immigration N 61 | 64 | 38 | 36 _.03
Pro-Life 32 .35 28 30 -.03%*
Extra Billing 23 | 21| 28 | 26 .02
Risk Aversion .38 .36 32 31 .02
Cynicism 70 72 24 23 =02
Anti-Social Spending 43 41 20 | .20 02
Low Environmental Priority 26 27 29 28 -.01
Anti-Dualism | 41 40 27 .26 .00
Anti-Civil Liberties 46 | 46 | 1 | 21 00
Low Taxation 80 | 80 | 22 | 20 | 00
Anti-Union 58 | 58 | 26 | 25 00

Note: &=men and $=women. A positive gap means that men are more conservative on’
the issue; a negative gap means that women are more conservative.
** p<01; * p<.05;
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Table 4.2: Percent Agreement with Individual Issues by Gender

Percent

Stand Alone Questions Men Women Difference
A. State Involvement in Economy
1. Privatize Air Canada 65.0 45.6 194
2. Energy prices should be left to the market 379 252 12.7
3. Government should contro! inflation . 35.2 27.0 - 82
4. To cut deficit, reduce regional development ‘

subsidies to industries . 328 26.7 6.1
5. To cut deficit, allow CBC more advertising ) 60.9 526 - 83
6. Gov’t regulation of business does more harm

than good 26.6 18.9 7.7
B. Workers and Management
1. If private enterprise abolished, few people . o

would do their best 58.9 478 11.1°
2. Workers and management share the same

interests in the long run ’ 69.2 68.2 1.0
3. If people fail, they weren’t given a good _ ,

enough chance i : 30.7 247 6.0
4. People don’t work hard because their job

is dull, unpleasant, or unimportant ' 404 36.9 35
5. Corporations don’t pay their fair share 77.5 792 -1.7

C. Social Policy
1. If parents want child care, they should pay for it
themselves 303 259 44
2. Adults should be prevented from buying pornographic
. material because

it degrades women 20.1 374 -17.3
3. Owners of ethnic restaurants should have to

hire anyone qualified ' 73.7 78.0 43
4. Capital punishment is never justified 27.1 332 -6.1
5. Should try to encourage immigration from

countries most like us : 456 30.1 15.5

D. Morality/Religion
_ 1. Teach children that all men created equal,

but we all know that some are better than others ; 50.3 40.8 9.5
2. Tt is the duty of the strong to protect the weak : ) 78.8 74.8 4.0
3. Canada is a country of many religions and faiths 76.4 82.1 . 5T
4. Institutions should refrain our selfish instincts - 10 438 22
E. Other Issues and Policies
1. Support the Meech Lake Accord 43.8 29.8 14.0
2. Native peoples should have self-government as _

" long as it is democratic in principle . 67.1 654 1.7
3. Best for native people to be assimilated 51.7 43.8 7.9
4. English Canadians who move to Quebec should have a

right to school children in English where numbers warrant T 66.5 68.4 -19
5. To cut the deficit, make Family Allowance payments to :

low income families only 69.8 .639 5.9
6. Must ensure an independent Canada even if it means '

a lower standard of living 51.6 519 -03
7. If provincial law conflicts with the Charter,

the Courts should have the final say 48.6 - 433 53

Note: A positive gender gap means that men are more likely to hold a particular attitude; a negative one shows that
women were more likely than men to have the attitude in question.

-109-




fgminjsm measures. It has been suggested that the negligible difference in opinion on
feminism is partly the result of men;s increasing responsiveness to the messages being
sent out by the women’s movement and as a result, their increased willingness to agree
with those messages (Deitch, 1988; Clark and Clark, 1993). The discovery of a
signiﬁcant‘and substantive difference of opinion in the 1988 CNES, however, downplays
the universality of this “coming together” of opinion and instead reinforces the division of

opinion between the genders that exists on this issue.

Force and Defence

~ The 1988 data provides evidence that a statistically significant gap on the isspes of
force and defence exists in Canada. Women score lower than men on an index comprised
of questions on support for NATO, the purchase of nuclear submarines, and arguments
for maintaining the defence budget level. The difference of means for the défence index
is five percent of the range, and although there is no objective measure for determining
the substantive significance of a difference of this magnitude, we can state that it falls at
the middle range of the statistically significant differences found in this sample of
indexes. Neveﬂhéless, as has often been found.in the past, in 1988 Canadian women
' Were more paciﬁst; dovish in you will, than fnen. It is important to point out however,
that on average both women and men are generally supportive of defence policies,‘ but

women tend to be somewhat weaker in their support as a group.
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Compassion

As noted above, gender gaps have traditionally appeared over “compassion
issues”. Past evidence indicates that women tend to have more sympathy for the
downtrodden, and that this sympathy translates into a greater acceptance 'of a dominant
government role in the economy and society. I choose to include the capitalism, state
involvement, and social spending indexes as compassion issues. Many of the differences
discovered in fhese indexes and several of the stand alone questions asked in the 1988
CNES signify the existence of this compassion gender gap.

Confirming the results reported by Terry (1984), women are less 1ike1y to endorse
capitalism and its! tenets. The difference of means on this issue is 6 percent of the range
for the index, moderate over the range of differences recorded. The capitalism'index isa
combination of questions related to the free enterprise system and economic
individualism. Hence the index touches on the need for state involvement in general, and
the notion that hard work aI;d competition are the proper tools for bringing about the
‘best’ and the ‘mosf’ in individuals. It is a compassion issue in the sense that it addresses
belief in economic individualism, and by connection, the ability to succeed in society
without the help of the government.

As seen in Table 4.1, both genders overwhelmiﬁgly support and endorse
capitalism’s basic tenets, but men are more uniﬁed in their support than women. In short,
women are somewhat less likely to agree that Adam Smith’s invisible hand is sufficient
and necessary for bringing about a fair and equitable economic system. Recalling for a
moment the discussion in Chapter 2, one can suggest that such differences stem from
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either of two sources: self-interest in that women are less likely to benefit equally from
capitalism and as such are less supportive of the system overall; or a value difference in
that women bring with them to the political arena a set of values that differs from men

- and as such, emphasize notions of responsibility and caring that are to a degree
incompatible with the values embodied in capitalism (most notably individualism).

But regardless of its source, the difference itself means that women are geherally
less supportive of the system that dominates in the economic sphere and infiltrates the
political and private spherés. Capitalism is intimately connected with liberalism as a
govenﬁng principle, and as such bears scrutiny if groups in society are less committed to
it as a guiding principle.

A giance at the stand alone questions provides less support for an overwhelming
gender difference in support for capitalism. Few substantive differences of opinion
appear across the set of stand alone survey questions on capitalist questions that were not
included in the capitalism index (see Section B of Table 4.2). One substantive difference
of opinion is recorded, a difference of 11.1 percentage points on the degree to whidh
competition motivates individuals, but the remaining'differences for these questions range
from 6.0 to 1.7, and as such they are not as robust as the other recorded differences.
Moreover the differences do notAalways appear in the direction anticipated given previous
results.

The largest difference, and in the direction anticipated by previous results, appears
over the question as to whether the private enterprise system provides the motivation for
individual.s to do their best. Women are not as likely to see private enterprise as the
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motivatiﬁg factor for good work habits: only 47.8 percent of them agree with the
statément, while 58.9 percent of men agreed with it. The remaining differénces, despite
their sometimes unanticipated direction, are not substantive and suggest little division on
these questions. The fact remains, however, that the bulk of the evidence supports the
conclusion that women and men have a difference of opinion on the question of support
for capitélism.

As a second cbmponent of the compassion issue, the state involvement index
reveals an intergender difference of means that is as robust as that found in the capitalism
index, and unlike opinion on capitalism and the free enterprise system, many of the stand
alone questions in this area also exhibit strong differences between the genders. The‘ |
index itself is a combination of questions regarding the privatization of Petro-Canada and
CNR; economic redistribution and subsidies for the less viable regions and segtnénts of
the Caﬁadian ecbnomy;- and public financial support for the CBC. It comprises a
fundamental aspect of the ‘compassion’ question in that it queries respohdents about their
support for redistributive government policies for those in need. Table 4.1 shows that
women endorse a strong role for government in the economy as indicated by their higher
mean score on the index (the statistically significant difference of mean accounts for 6
- percent of the index’s range). These results are similar to those reported by both Terry
(1984) and Kopinak (1987) for Canadian data.

Support'for a division of opinion on this issue also appearé in the stand alone
questions associated with this policy area (Section A of Table 4.2). Gender percentage
point differences on the six state involvement in the economy questions are all greater
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than 6, and two are greater than 10. In all cases, women endorse a greatér role for the
state in the econoﬁxy than mén whether it be on specific questions such as thé financial
support of the CBC (8 percentage point difference), the privatization of Air Canada (19)
or on the reduction of regional subsidies to industries (6). More generally, women are
less supportive of allowing the market to determine energy prices (13) which is
anticipated By and associated with their lesser support of capitalism and its tenets.
Similarly women are less likely to agree with the statement ‘Government regulation of
business does more harm than good’. Thus women as a group are more supporﬁve of
state involvement in the economy, and this greater support is not confined to programs or
spending designed to aid women as a group. The overall conclusion of an opinion gap on
state involvement in the economy is supported in 1988.

Contrary to expectations however, no substantive differencé appears in support of
social welfare policies, an aréé that has traditionally been labelled a gap issue. The social
spending index is composed of questions suggesting reductions in spending on
universities, welfare payments, arts and cultural acti\}ities, and making it harder to get
U.L payments, all in an effort to reduce the deficit. There is a small percentage point
difference by gender on the spending index (roughly equal to 2 percent of the range) but
there is little reason to conclude a gender difference in opinion on this issue since the
diffefence 1s neither substantive nor statistically significant. In the 1stand alone questions,
women were also less likely to agree with the statement “To cut the deficit, make Famil);
Allowance payments only to low-income families’, but only by 5.9 percentage points, a
bmodest difference at best. |
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The lack of différence in the social spending index is intriguing since differences
on social welfare questions have been recorded in the past, although the bulk of the
evidence comes from the United States. It is not immediately apparent why minimal
differences exist on this policy issue. The difference may be due to the interpretation of
what constitutes ‘social welfare’ survey questions by researchers. It may simply be that
some of the reported ‘social welfare gaps’ employed survey questions that were
dissimilar to those included in the social spending index used here. ‘For example,
Eveﬁﬁ’s (1994) conclusion of differences in support for social welfare programs in
Canada is based on Gallup survey questions directed at child care, pensions, guaranteed
annual incomes, and family allowance payfnents. There is no correspondence betwef:n
this definition of social welfare and the social spehding index employed in this analysis.
The only correspondence is to the stand alone family allowance question, not included in
the social spg:nding index, but which did report a modest difference in the CNES data set.

If previous researchers selected questions other than those selected here as
indicators of opinion on social welfare, then we should look to the.questions that might
have been labelled ‘social welfare’ questions by others in order to determine if this
selection of qﬁestions would have resulted in a conclusion of difference. For instance,
the subsidy questions that are part of the state involvement index specifically refér to aid
~ to economically disadvantaged groups, questions which are often considered social
welfare questions. Had they been part of this social spending index, then the differences
reported in them would support the existence of the gap in the social spending area as
defined by others.
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It remains unelear, however, why the questions tapping into support for
unemployment insurance and welfare payments that afe part'of the social spending index
did not reveal greater differences than those reported. Such issues have shown sharp
gender contrasts in past studies. It will be.interestihg to see whether there has been a
weakening of the gép in these areas, or if it is simply an anomaly of this survey. Despite
the absence of difference on these few questions it is still true that Canadian women were

more liberal in opinion than men on compassion issues in 1988.

Traditional Issues
Gapé have also been recorded over traditional issues, a third area which includes
‘ questions ofa religious nature and questions of morality. Some evidence has- reported
that on these questions, contrary to attitudes in the compassion and defence afeas, women
tend to reveal more conservatism than men. The evidence in 1988 is mixed, and a -
conelusion of differences here depends heavily on one’s choices of ciuestions to include
in this category.

On the civil liberties index there is no reportable difference in the opinionS of
women and men. On an index made up of questions of regarding support for individual
rights and freedoms, homosexual rights, publication restrictions, and respect for those in
positions of authority, the opinions of both genders correspond. But substantive
differenees do appear in the stand alone questions. Women are much more likely to agree
that the sale of pornography should be restricted because it degrades women (by a 17
percentage point difference) and are less likely to agree with the statement “We have to
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teach children that all men (sic) are created equal, but almost everyOne knows that some

are better than others’ (by a 10 percentage point difference). Only a moderate difference
exists with women being more likely to agree with the statement ‘Canada is a country of
many religions and faiths’ (by 6 percentage points).

The only other Canadian evidence on attitudes of this type comes from Terry
(1984) who repofts that women were 14 percent more likelby to agree with TV censorship.
Thus substantive differences in attitudes on civil liberties appear in one survey question
on restrictions to the sale of pornography, a question whose wording makes specific
reference to the degradation of women by the material which in and of itself likely
increases the salience of the question for women respondents more than it does for men,
and on a separate question on the inherent equality of “men”. These differences provide
little reason for concluding that there is a fundamenf[al difference of opinion on the issue
of civil liberties. Evidence of attitudinal difference on questions of civil liberty in the
U.S. has also been less than conclusive (Baxter and Lansing, 1983; Poole and Zeigler,

1985).

Other Issues

The 1988 CNES includes a large number of survey questions that extend beyond |
these three issue areas and which allow for an assessment of the degree to which gender
~ gaps exist in other areas. One attitudinall difference which stands out is that found in the
}continentalism index. This statistically significant difference, which is equal to 15
percent of the range of the index, is the largest difference recorded across the set of
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‘indexes, and is fifty percent greater than the second largest index gap. Apart from the
size of the difference alone, the gender gap on this is.sue is interesting for the
continentalism index includes individual questions regarding free trade with the United

 States. This issue, the Free Trade Agreement, dominated the 1988 election campaign and

the conéciousness of Canadian voters (see Johnston et al., 1992). Given the increased
salience of this issue over the other questions that make up the continentalism index, it
stands as an important exercise to examine the degree to which the question on free trade
is driving this gender gap in opinion. |

Table 4.3 present; the breakdown of the continentalism index, and reports the
differences found in support for the sufvey_ questiohs that comprise it. The most striking
elements in this table are first, the size of the recorded gaps m opinion, and second, their
consistency across each of the questions in the index. The gap between women and"men-
on the question of free trade was substantial in 1988. A gap of 19 percentage points
existed in both survey questions on the issue. The salience of the issue was due in part to
the campaign levied both for and against it and to the fact that Canadian women’s groups
were active in voicing their opposition to the agreement (Bashevkin, 1989a). Critics of
the Ageement argued that it was a direct attack on the interventionist state and warned
that if signed, the Agreement could threaten Canada’s social welfare programs. In light
of these arguments, and the previous evidence. of women’s greater support for
government intervention in the economy and their lesser support for capitalism and
unfettered competition, it is understandable that women rejected the agreement in greater
numbers than did men. In her analysis of opinion on free trade in the 1988 CNES,

-118-




Table 4.3: Breakdown of Public Opinion oh Continentalism Issues by Gender

Percent Agreeing
' Percent
Men Women® Gap

1. Think Canada should have closer ties to U.S. ’ 507  29.7 21.0

2. Canada needs more U.S. investment -. 388 - 259 12.9
3. No amount of money could get me to move to the U.S. 47.5 29.5 18.0
4. Support for the Free Trade Agreement (campaign wave) 48.1 29.1 19.0
5. Support for the Free Trade Agreement (post-election)  64.0 44.9 19.1

Note: The post-election free trade question is a combination of three forced-response questions
combined into a nine-point scale. Question 3 reports on the percentage of respondents disagreeing
‘with the statement. '

Elizabeth

Gidengil (1995) concluded that “Women’s opinion [on frée trade] was shaped by their

commitment to the welfare state rather than their assessments of the health of the national

economy and they were much more likely to men to accept the anti-free trade. argument
-that Canada’s social programs were at risk’ (403).

What is clear from this table is that the gender gap in continentalism was not
driven singly by opinion on free trade; substantive differences appear in >each of the
index’s component questions. Besides differences on the trade question, women were
also less likely to think ties should be strengthened between the two countries or that
Canada needed more U.S. investment. Canadian wbmen were also less willing to move
to the U.S. Interestingly, if the tradeoff to Canada’s independence is a lower standard of
living, the difference of opinion disappears (see Section E éf Table 4.2). This supports
the conclusion that the gap was based less on differences in nationalism than it was on
questivons of economic self-interest. It is true that the gaps on the individual questions in
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the conﬁnentalism index may have resulted from a tendency to associate all U.S. |
questions with the free trade 1ssue. Future survéys will reveal the degree to which the
salience of the free trade question in 1988 drove opinion on associations with the United
States overall.

The remaining substantive differences in opinion appear across a diverse set of
issues. As seen in Table 4.1, a gender opinion difference is recorded on the question of
maintaining ties to Britain and the monarchy. A substantive difference of mean (9
percent of the index’s range) is revealed between women and men on this issue. Women
score higher on an index made up of questions regarding Canada’s special relationship
with Britain and the monarchy as an important link to our past, revealing that they placé
higher importance in such ties than do Canadian men. This is one of the few issues on
which women reveal a greater conservatism in opinion than men.

A statistically significant difference of means also appears in the energy
inveétment index, although the size of the difference is small. Women tend to score
lower on this indéx, a combination of questions regarding the need for strategic planning
in order to ensure continued energy supplies in the future. Women’s lower score means
they are somewhat less likely to endorsle intervention in securing a souice of enefgy, and
lean more towé.rds the idea of cutting down oﬁ use than do men to ensure a continued
energy supply.

There is also a intergender difference in support for ‘the public financing of
religious schools: women are soniewhat more supportive of the public disbursementl of
funds to support religious schools (difference of means‘ is 4 percent of the range). This
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difference may tie in with their increased willingness to endorse government action in
order to ensure equality, or with the greater importance of religion in their lives, and
hence‘ to the support for religious education.

On the issue of capital punishment, one of the stand alone questipns reported in
Table 4.2, there is a small difference in the opinions of women and men: a third of ail
female respondents agreed that capital punishment is never justified while only twenty-
seven percent of male respondents agreed, a difference of six percentage points. This is
only a moderate difference, but it can be linked to women’s more dovish stance bn
questions of defence and the use of force.

Responses to the stand alone question on immigration also reveal a gender
difference of opinion. Women are less likely, by a fifteen percentage point difference, to
agree with the statement that Canada should encourage immigratioﬁ frorﬂ countries most
like us (see Table 4.2). While close to half the male respondents agreed With this
statement, a little less than a third of the female respondents did the saine. This result
corresponds with that found in the immigration inde*. Canadian women are less likely to
believe that immigrants make Canada a better place and are less likely to agree that
Canada should admit more immigrants.

A significant gender difference of opinion is also found on the traditioﬁal roles
index. Canadian women are more supportive than Canadian men of greater freedom of
. role choice for worﬁen and are less likely to believe that women’s incomes are
supplementary to those of men. These two measures are about gender-role equity:
allowing women free choice between home and careers. The différence in 6pini0ns is to
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be expected given that women are the direct beneficiaries of greater support for e‘quality‘.

Similarly, on the question of abortion. there exists some evidence of a fundamental
difference of opinion between women and men, although fhe direction of the~difference 1s
not that anticipated. The pro-life index reveals a substantive and statisticalfy significant
difference of opinion with men somewhat more likely to report pro-choice opinion on the
}is‘sule. Women appear less likely to choose pro-choice responses than\are Iﬁen when
queried on their beliefs regarding aborﬁon, by a difference of 3 percent of the index’s
range.

One would anticipate that women would be more likely to adopt a pro-choice
stance for a number of reasons. First of all, religious men may be less likely than
religious women to find the right to control one’s body argument compelling. Men have
never directly faced the challenge of deciding whether to terminate a pregnancy, and as
such the pro-choice arguments might be argued to have less immediacy for them. It is
also true that women who might not have faced the abortion decision themselves are
nevertheless more likely than men to know someone close to them that has faced the
decision, a friend or sister perhaps, and so pro-choice arguments might take on greater
relevance for them in that light. Therefore one might expect that men would be less
likely to endorse the pro-choice stance.

Women are however more religiously committed than men, and thus for many
women, opinion on abortion niay be more difficult to render. FQ'r religious women, the
competing values of morality and women’s individual rights requires a difficult choice
about value priority. As shown in Table 4.4, the relationship between the pro-life index
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and both the religiosity and traditional)roles indexes are weaker in the wbmen’s sample of
respondents than in the men’s sample of respondents.. This should not be taken to mean
that women are less “logical” in the connections they make between these issues. Rather,
the evidence suggests that these issues are competing ones for women and as such are less
easily resolved by women. Given the less straightforward association between the issues
for women, ﬁnding_weak connections between them 1s more likely, as sh(;wn in the 1988

data.

Table 4.4: Association Between Abortion and Other Indexes by Gend

Note: Entries are Pearson correlation coefficients. ** p<.01; gender differences in the
correlation coefficients are not statistically significant.

The last of the issues that can be labelled a women’s issue in the sense that it is of special
significance to women is the topic of child care. But on this issue there is little evidence
of a gap in opinion between women and men. Women are somewhat less likely to |
believe that parents wishing for child care should pay for it themselves, but this

difference is not substantive (Section C of Table 4.2). Terry (1984) provides evidence:
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that opinion on child care fundirig differs by gender but that opinion is dependent among
women on their employment status: working women, fnore so than working men, are
likely to endorse government support of child care facilities. The impact of 'third factors
on differences of opinion will be addressed in the following chapter. |

In several other issue areas women and men reveal similar opinions. On the
question of official bilingualism and Canadian duality, there is general agreement:
Canadians are relatively supportive of extending and continuing French language services
within the country. However, support for the Meech >Lake Accord was not similarly
divided (Section E of Table 4.2). While 44 percent of men supported the Accord, only 30
percent of women were willing to endorse it. This difference may have to do with the |
large numbers of women adopting the neutral category on this question: 46 percent of
women answered’neither or undecided to this survey question, compared with only 27
percent of men (numbers not reported here). It may also have to do with the National
Action Committee’s vocal opposition to the Accord. It is true however that opinion on
the Meech Lake accofd was more evenly divided across women than it was among men. .'

A further finding is that women do not lend greater support to unions than do men,
contrary to the finding reported by Kopinak based on the 1979 Quality of Life Survey
(1987). According to our anti-union index, women do not favour a redistribution of
power in the workplace ahy more than do men. Moreover, both are somewhat less than
supportive of union power in. that both means fall above the midpoint for this index.
- While Kopinak suggested the finding was related to women’s greater supboft for a
redistribution of valued goods and services by government, such a conclusion is not
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supported by our results. The two issues do not appear to be connected.

On the issue of native peoples in Canada, the results are mixed (Section E of Table
42). A sﬁbstential majority (sixty percent) of both Canadian women and men endorse
the principle of native self-government ‘as long as their system of government conforms |
with the principle§ of Canadian democracy’. On the other hand, women afe less likely te
agree with the statement ‘in the long run, i; would i)e best for native people fo be
cempletely assimilated into Canadian society’ than are men. While half of the male

respondents agreed with this statement, only forty-four percent of the women did the -

same€.

A Gender Gap in Opinion?

| Based on the differences exhibited in opinion, it seems clear that a gender gap in
opinions existed in 1988. This gap in opinion did not extend across all issues; neither
were the differences so large as to constitute contrasting approaches to political issues
and social relations. This should not be interpreted as an indication the differences were
neither relevant nor substantial.

- The three issue areas which preyiously revealed differences in opinion do so here
as well. The defence gender gap, perhaps the most longstanding, is evident in this survey -
and reinforces women’s more dovish stance on issues of war and peace. The existence of
a c‘ompassion gender gap ie also supported by the evidence presented here. The
capitalism and state involvement indexes, and their related stand alone questions, show
significant differences by gender. In every case women are likely te‘endorse a more
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liberal stance than men. They are more egalitarian, .a't least on economic issues, and less
committed to the free enterprise system and its workings.

Significant gaps were also recorded in several of the issue areas that were
mwmgmdMRﬂnmﬁ&dmm.ﬁwh&%“ﬁﬁmmeMdnmmnmmhdmﬁmm
in the continentalism index which included questions on free trade. Women were less
likely to support free trade and other associétions with the U.S. The connectionsl between
free trade and, the capitalism index are obvious, but tfle differences extended beyond mere
free market queétions to more fundamental ones in feelings towards the United States
_This can be contrasted to women’s greater support for continuing ties with Britain and the
monarchy. Note however that ties to Britain in ﬁo way consti‘tuté a threat to individual
~ economic security, unlike ties with America.

This more liberal outlook is not true of all the recorded gender opinion differences:
women scored significantly higher than men on the reiigiosity index and Were more likely
to endorse restricting the sale of pornographic material, 1‘ésu1ts that reinforce women’s |
previously recorded greater conservatism on these issues. Men were also more pro-
choice than women. The direction of difference, whether of greater conservatism or
liberalism, depends on the nature of the issue investigated.

On some issues in which gender gaps were previoﬁsly recorded, there was little
evidence that gaps existed in 1988. Women and men think similarly about child care and
no fundamental differences appeared in the civil liberties and environment questions,
although women are somewhat more supportive of reducihg demand for energy supplies
rather than investigating new sources. Finally, women and men are equally cynical about
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Canadian politicians and politics, and e‘qually‘ supportive of attempts at reform.

What are we to make of these findings? Most obvious is the conclusion that
women and men have differing public opinions. Many of these recorded differences are
similar to those found in previous studies and so suggest that the gap is not a fleeting
phenomeinon. This provides some basis for concluding that the factors that shape public
opinion may vary by gender. |

Perhaps less obvious, but equally important, is the nature of these gaps in
opinions. The gaps that are recorded appear in areas that are fundamental elements of
political ideology: economic individualism, the free enterprise system, equality of-
opportunity, defence policy, and associations with other nations. If we concéde that these
are funddmental political issues, then one can tentatively state that the political ideologies
of women aﬁd men differ. This appears to be a liberal political gap. And on thé two
fundamental values proposed to be of particular importance to the determination of |
women’s opinions gaps are also apparent. On both religiosity and feminism, women and
men reveal a difference in thinking. This may account for the lack of gender gaps on

more proximate issues of particular concern to women.
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‘Chapter 5: Exp lainin‘g"Gende_r:Gaps in Opinion

. Gender gaps lexrst in 2 numher of the values and opinrons tapped by the mdexes created

’from responses n the 1988 CNES Many of the gaps appear on questions of a

: ‘fundamental nature and as such prov1de ev1dence of the ex1stence of different polrtrcal ‘
v | cultures. ‘This chapter will attempt to 'uncover the sources of these gaps. A nurnberof

- .cOInpeting theories regarding the source of the gender. gap n opinions \ivere provided m
Chapter 2 self-interest gender role soc1a11zat1on femrmsm and social group
v, membershrps This chapter will empirically evaluate the abihty of each of these -
competmg theories to account for the gap n political opimons |

Before proceedlng wrth the 1nvest1gat10n 1nto the source of the gender gap,

| however:,- the nnportance of core ’yalues, n_amely; r_elig1051ty and feminism, must be o
: ,détemiined. ‘They have been introduced aisabothi'mportant elements of 'opinion and as

~ important components of the gender gap puzzle. Thus the ch_apte'rhegins withan -

- examination of the social structure of support for both of these values, and continues with

ananalysis of their rolef in the gender gap puzzle. The ﬁnal part of the chapter w1ll - o

proceed with the cornparatiye a"s'sessrnent of the theories put forward for explaining S

gender gaps in opinion.

'Value Pluralism and the Gender Gap Puzzle
- It has been suggested.,that the failure to find gender gaps on son_ie'issuesimay be ..
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due to a'compe_tition of values: religiosity againet feminist belief. 'If religious values and

feminist values are competing for dominance in the shaping of opinions, then gender gaps

on some is’su.es may not appee:f at tl.le\zero order. Only through controlling for the effects

of these valﬁes might aﬁy actual gender gaps appear. Butin erder tolfully understand

how each of these core values is shaped by gender and other Soeial factors, they

themselves must be investigated. As a first step then, the social structure of support for

these two values is evaluated by regress'm'g each on the social yariables introduced as

potential ‘determinants of the gap in attitudes. The analysis is first undertakee for the

whole sample, and then individually by gender in order to determine whether the social |

structure of these two core values differs between women and men.

The Creation of Measures

Some explanation of the Yaﬁables to be employed in the analysis in this chapter
and the next is in order. In every case where gender appears as a variable it is coded so
that men=1 and w_omen.=0.. Three independent varia‘bles are included as measures of
ecenomic self—interest:‘-the nine-poiﬁt family income scale recoded into a 0 to 1 range; an
employment status duﬁuny variable coded 1 for “ working now” and 0 otherwi'se; and a
dMy variable for pubﬁc Sector_employment coded 1 for employed by a government
0rganizétion ora government-owned enterprise' an& 0 otherwise. -' The impact of | gender
role socializétion is tapped by three indepehdent variables: a dummy variable for

homemaker status coded 1 for homemaker and 0 otherwise; a dummy variable for marital
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status coded 1 for married/partnered and 0 otherwise'; and the seven-péint children in the
hofne variable rcfcoded toa0to 1range. The remaining social groui) Iﬁembel'ships are
mciuded as a set of dﬁmmy variables in ordér to estimate their role as sources of the
gender gap in opinions: an education duinmy variable with some cbllege or university
 attendance code'd. 1 and 0 otherwise; .anzage in yéaré variable l‘eéoded 0 féll within a 0 fo
1 range; a union dummy variable coded 1 for respohdénts who ;11‘6 members of a union or
who live with soméone'belonging,tb a labour union and 0 otherwise; ‘ancli a set of dummy
variables for membership n variéus orgahjzatibns (i;olitical ‘partiés, cultural
orgénizations; service/trade organizations and issue groups) with 1 coded for membership
in the group and 0 otherwise. The examination of the social structure of opinion on-
religiosity and feminism will also include a series of dummy variables for region of
residehce (Atlantic, Quebec, Prairies and British Columbia) allowing for a comparison of
- each with the excluded region, Ontario, and a Francophone dummy Val'iaﬁle coded 1 for

N

respondents for whom French is their mother tongue and 0 otherwise.

A -The Social Structure of Religious Belief
The religiosity index includes two variables that touch upon réligidus belief: acceptance

that the Bible is the word of God and the importance of .religion in one’s life.* This index

- 'Although the coding is such that married and partnered couples cannot be distinguished
this category will be discussed as though it includes only married couples. In any case,
married couples are very likely to make up the largest share in this marital status category.

2 The exact wording of these variables is: ‘The Bible is the actual word of God and is to
‘be taken literally word for word”’(Mainly Agree, Mainly Disagree, No Opinion) and
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was regressed‘on_ a set of social measures in order to determine the relative gap that
: existe(i on this.cor‘e valu:e." Tabie 5.1 presents thn l'ésnlts of a structural analysis of
- religious belief. . The t:esults from the futl sample reveal that a significant gender gap
remains on this core value despite controlling fot a number of social factors (the gap
value on this index drops from -.07 to -.05). That the gendei' difference on this core value
is not fully lexblained by the social factors examined here suggests that women and men
come at this subject at somé more fundamental level. Either biological, early life
socialization or cultural diffsrences may account f01.'7 tne variance in religious belief
between women and men; the evidence presented here provides a few clnes as to which 1s
the more likely explanation. | |
Among the social determinants examined, both income and education appear to
play .some part in shaping religious belief: incteased inéome and higher education are
bothgvassociated with weakel"religiosity. The causal links are not immediately |
- discernible, althougn the increased tolerance associated with advanced education may -
play- a part. A strong positive a.ssociation is also found to exist between religiosity and
age suggesting that there are life cycle or generational effectsat play. Canadians may
bbecome more réligions as tney age, or younger Canadians may be less l'eltgious than their
: parents by virtué of cultural shifts m bt:liefs. ThereAis also some evidence that the
presence of children in the home and maritai status are relevant to religious bélief:

married respondents and those with children in the home are stronger in their religious

“Religion is an important part of my life” (Mainly Agree, Mainly Disagree, No Opinion).
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Table 5.1: The Social Structure of Rel_igious Belief: Regression Results

Note: * p<.05; **p<.01;d=men, =women. Entries are unstandardized regression -
coefficients. See text for operationalization of the variables.
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convictions. - The most likely explanation. for this finding is that the more religious are
more likely to marry and raise children than are non-religious individuals. It seems less
likely that marriage and the raising of children would lead to greater religiosity. -
Regional variation also exists in religious belief: the two outermost provinces provide |
opposite poles of belief. The Atlantic provinces show the highest levels of religious
conviction while British Columbia provides the secu.lar anchor. Finally, religious belief
also varies with memberships in social organizations. While members of cultural
' organizations ére somewhat more religious, members of issue groups are less religious
than non-members.

Regressing religiosity on these variables separately by gender reveals some
intergsting difference; in the sqcial patterning of opinion. Women and men exhibit many
common patterns: age, region, fanlily income and posf—secondaly education each divide
women and men along the same lines. Thus part of women’s greater religiosity may be
due to their lower average incomes, to fewer women attending post-secondary institutions
aﬁd to women’s longer life span.

Four factors enter significantly only for men: marital status, language, and
membership in both cﬁltﬁral and issue groups. Married or partnered men are closer in
opinion to women overall, that is they are more religious than non-married men. A
number‘of possibilities exist for explaining this resulﬁ A first is that once married,
women are able to exert a religious influence on their husbands w}ﬁch is evident in their
respoﬁses to questions on this iséué, An alternative explanation is that women seek out
those men that are more religious as partners. Thus the question is not one of changing
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one’s husband’s views, but rather of selecting a husband whose religious views most
closely resemble one’s own. On the other hand, it may be that men who are more
religioué are more inclined to marry and thus it is not the act of marrying itself that
accounts for their differing views but their selection into the category.

* Marital status 1s nbt a predictor of women’s religiosity but the number of children
in the home is associated with their religious attitudes.” Among women, increasing
numbers of children in the home is linked to increased religiosity. Although it may be
that increased numbers of children in the home bring with them a tendency for women to
become more religiously committed, the alternative seems more likely: women who are

7

more religious (and perhaps less supportive of women having careers) have more

children.

B - The Social Structure of Feminist Belief

Quantifying feminist consciousness with the variables available in the 1988 CNES
presented a challenge. The survey does not include a subjective measure of feminist
identification which has been argued to be a more valid measure of support for
feminism.* Respondents are not directly asked if they consider _therhselves to be

‘feminists’. The only alternative is to assess feminist consciousness through an objective

? The children in the home variable just failed to meet statistical significance at the .05
level in the men’s sample.

* Conover (1988a) discusses the problems associated with objective measures of feminist
identity and employs a subjective, more direct measure of feminist identity in her analysis.
The variables in the CNES do not provide this option.
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measure. To properly quantify feminist consciousness, the objective indicator should tap
into the presence of both identification with feminists as a group and a belief in the need
for action to better the group’s fortunes. Two variables presented acceptable criteria for
characterizing respondents as a ‘feminist’; a feeling thermometer ranging from 0 to 100 |
measuring how “positively” the respondent feels towards feminjsts as a group’; and a
second variable which asks respondents whether or not they believe that the government
should do more for women.*

As noted in Chapter 3, the procedure employed in creating the fenﬂnism measure
differed slightly from that employed for the other indexes. The two variables were not
simply added together to form the anti-feminism index given that the range of one
variable far exceeded that éf the other (100 compared to 4). As a means of overcoming
this difference in range, responses to the thermometer scale were weighted by 1/100 and
‘responses to the second variable were weighted by 1/4 in order to avoid losing variance in 4
these items. After summing the two items, fhe index was then rescaled to fall within the
0 to 1 range, a step taken with all the indexes in order to allow for comparability across
the measures.

It should be noted at this point that there is little in this measure that differentiates

’ While the thermometer variable is ‘acceptable’ it is not ideal. Positive feelings for
feminist groups are likely to be closely related to identification with feminist groups, but the
two are not one and the same.

¢ The exact wording of these variables is: ‘How do you feel about feminist groups?” with

response recorded on a thermometer scale running from 0 ‘very negative feeling’ to 100

‘very positive feeling’; and ‘Do you think the govemment should do more, do less, or do
about the same as now for women?.’
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between feminist belief in women and in men. Many arguments have been made that
feminism in men is limited tf) an ideological positidn raﬁher than one of ‘consciousﬁess’
(Fulenwider, 1980; Klein, 1984; Coﬁover, 1988a). The lack of variables in the 1988
CNES restricts the ability to construct a measure which differentiates between male and
female consciousness. The result is that the feminism measure employed in this
investigation ﬁlay be weak in its ability to differentiate between women’s and men’s
feminism and in some instances may be acting as a partial proxy for thevholding ofa
liberal ideology more gen‘érally. The inability to construct a useful measure of ideology
from the variables in the study removes the possibility of including such a measure in the
analysis that would serve to céntrol for the influence of ideology on opinions.

Table 5.2 provides the results of thé structural analysis of feminist belief. As
shown .in the results from the regression on the full sample, thev gender gap in feminist
belief remains even after controlling for a number of social factors, although it is no
longer statistically significant (the gap Qalue oﬁ this index stays at .02).. In fact, feminist
belief is significantly structured along very few social dimensions. The exception is
| family income: support for feminism decr-eases with economic security. Given that
women have less financial security than men, controlling for income should reduce '.the
size of the gap. That it does not suggests that income is less influential in the
determination of feminist belief for wonien than it is for men. A moderate relationship
also exists between feminist belief and membership in an ‘issue’ drganization. There is
unfortuhately no way of determining the type of issue group that is at play here. The only
other association of significance is that feminist belief is stronger in Quebec and among
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Table 5.2: The .'SI(.)Vcia.l Structure of Support for Feminism: Reggh ession Results

. Note: p<.05% **p<.01;.¢

: .$=women;d*=men. = Entries are unstandardized regression
“coefficients. 3 : o

137




Francophones.

Not surprisingly these patterns are found to differ by gender. Although anti-
feminism incre’éses with economic security among women in the sample, the strength of
this association is much weaker than that discovered among the meﬁ. This likely reflects
differénces in tile importanc\:e of economic self-interest calculations on this issue for
women and men: men are much more willing to endorse greater government support of
women as a group when suéh support does not threaten their own economic self-interest.
Men at higher family income levels are more likely to feel thjs threaf than men at lower
income levels. Although support for feminism is also likely to vary with income among
women, the relationship 1s much weaker and employfnent status does not differentiate the
strength of women’s feminism.

Aside frqm economic calculations, Francophone women and Quebec men are

“found to be more supportive of feminism reflecting the different status of fe;minist groups
within thatv province. Their greater profile in the province reflects itsé]f in higher levels
of feminist support. Moreover members of issues groups are likely tb more be feminist

than non-members. This finding holds for both women and men.

C - The Gender Gap Puzzle

While feminism has been advan;:ed as part of the reason behind women’s greater
liberalism on many issues, its influence is likely to be mediated on some issues by
women’s greater religious belief. An attempt to model the relationship between gender,
core values and opinioné appears in Figure 5.1. The positive impact of gender on both
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religiosity and feminism reflects women’s greater conservatism and greater liberalism on
these two respective values (see Table 4.1). But each of these core values influences
more proximate beliefs in opposite ways. Feminism, in its support of egalitarianism and
denunciation of the use of force, is a source of liberal belief. Religiosity, in its support of
social éonservatism, exerts a conservative influence on opinions. The result of these two
competing inﬂuences isl a push towards a middie ground: ex'amjning means on Opinions
indexes‘ makes it appear that women fall at the 1ﬁid_dle when they are actually in two
opposing camps. This competition of vaiues 1s iny likely to occur on issues with some

moral component however; only on such issues will religious beliefs come into play.

Figu}'e 1
. Gender
+ // N
- Rclbigion Feminism
A /+

Opinion

The empirical investigation of this model proceeds by first regressing opinion on
sex alone, and then on sex and both core values. Any chahge in the gap on opinion, as
indicated by a comparison of the two coefficients on sex, would indicate the combined
influence of both core values on that opinion. The expectation is that on those issues

~ without some moral component including feminism as a determinant of opinion will serve
to reduce the gap in opinions given women’s greater support of feminism. On the other -
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hand, for those issues with some moral component the expectation is that the competition
of values will result in little or no change on the size of the gender gap. Table 5.3
provides the results of this analysis. For ease of presentation, dependent variables appear
in the left hand column, and independent variables appear across the top row.

The gender gap in support of an issue 1s that coefficient foundv in the first SEX
column. The gender gap controlling for both religiésity and feminism is that coefficient
found in the SEX* column. As in Table 4.1, positive gaps indicate that men are more
conservative on an issue and negative gaps indicate that women are more conservative in
opinion. Both religiosity and feminism have been scored so that higher values -
correspond to greater conservatism on the issue. Hence, a positive coefﬁciént on
religiosity indicates a positive relationship with the index: as religious belief becomes
stronger, conservatism on that issue also increases. A positive coefficient on the anti-
feminism index also indicates a positive relationship with the issue but the interpretation
of the relationship differs: greater support of feminism is associated with weaker
conservatism on the issue.

The results in Table 5.3 provide suppoﬁ for the model outlined in Figure 5.1.
Religiosity exerts a conservative force on a number of the indexes: separate school
funding; traditional rc;les; abortion; civil liberties; and}British Ties. Thus apart from its
association with opinion on British Ties, which presumably reflects traditional values,
religiosity enters significantly on opinions that have some moral dimension. Feminism
also enters as an important predictor of opinion: it enters significantly into sixteen of the
nineteen regressions. Its inﬂuence 1s felt across a broader range of issues than religiosity,
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Table 5.3: Influence of Reiigious Belief and FemjniAsm or{ the Gender Gap: Reggeséion
Results : o ‘

Note: ** p<.01; * p<.05. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.



and it is strongest on economic issues and on issues of particular concern to women. Its
influence is also in the anticipated direction: weaker support of feminism is associated
with more conservative opinion on issues.

Our intérest extends beyond each variable’s independent influence, however, into |
their influence on the gap in attitudes. A comparison of the two coefficients on sex
reveals that the two values appear to be competing for influence on five issues. On two
such issues, abortion and school funding, the gender gap is substantially 1'educ¢d. This 1s
to be anticipated on the separate school fundiﬁg issue giveﬁ the direct connection between
religiosity and public funding of separate schools. The stronger one’s religious beliefs,
the more likely one is to support the public funding of separate schools. But the gender
gap at the zero order appears to have been due to women’s greater religiosity. - Although
feminism exerts some liberal pressure on the issue, religiosity dominates in its influence
on support for this issue. 'Women are more liké]y to endorse the public funding of
- separate schools beaause they are more religious than men.

The disappearance of the gender gap on abortion opinion suggests that part of
women’s greater conservatism on the issue stems from their greater religiosity. The
degree of competition between core values on this one 1ssue s'ets it apart from all others
and underscores the unparalleled struggle of values that women encounter on this 1ssue.
Controlling for religiosity and feminism reduces the zero order conservative gap on
abortion to naught. Women become as liberal on the issue as men. But religiosity seems
to exert stronger pressure on this issue than does support of feminism: the coefficient on
religiosity is almost twice as large as that on feminism. On this one issue, the
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competition of values seems clear. z
One issue area rivals abortion in the competition between the two core values:
traditional roles. Unlike the case of abortion, however, feminism exerts the greater
influence on opinion on gender equity. Moreovér, controlling for both serves to increase
the liberal gap that appea.rs'on the issue. In spite of women’s greater feminism,
controlling for women’s greater religiosity serves to increase the size of the gap found on
the issue. |
A similar result is found in the case of opim'on on civil liberties. On this issue, the
rem;)val of religiosity and fem‘inismA as competing values ‘unlocks’ the gender gap. |
Women’s greater suppdrt of feminism may well réduce the gap on this issue, given the .
egalitarianism that accompanies feminist belief, but controlling for the influence of
religious values removes the c’onser&ative pressure such a value imposes on civil liberties
belief and on this issue produces a gap where none existed at the zero order. Because
religiosity is associated with a belief in the need to protect the moral order, it is
associated with greater conservatism on civil liberties issues. Thus its removal from the
relationship between gender and opinion on the issue reveals women’s greater support of |
egalitarianism on civil liberties issues even while éontrolling for their greater support of
feminism. | |
The one remainiﬁg issue in which a competition of values appears is immigration. |
Both feminism and religiosity abﬁeaf to. exert lsimilarly strong pressures on 6pinion on
this issue. However controllingl for both these core values does not change the sizé of the
gap .(.)n the issue. It remains small in absoluté,size (I'elétive to the other gaps) and |
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statistically insigniﬁcant.

The picture that emerges from Table 5.3 is that. on some 1SSues, fhose with a
paﬁicula.f moral éomponent, réligiosity and femin_ism compete for dominance. On some
of these issues, religiosity holds gre’afer_ sway; :on others, feminism is more influential.
That womeﬁ ére more religious than men, vénd also score higher on feminism, means that
feminism must exert a stronger pressure on those issues with a moral componeI;t to

overcome this conservative pressure. The model in figure 1 appears to have been

supported.

Explaining the Gender Gap in Opipions‘

Religiééity and femim'sm provide some help in understan‘di_rig the difference in the
opinioné Women and men hold on some issues. Blut iﬁ order to fl_illy account for gaps in
opinions several other possible explanations must be investigated. Before beginning with

that investigation, however, some discussion of the competing explanations for the gap is

. 1n order.

Economic Self-interest

Women’s greater liberalism on a number of issues has been argued to stem from
their weakef financial positions. Economic self-interest i;often assumed to be a
detcrﬁﬁnant of political opinions: rationél indivi‘dual"s ‘will form opinions based on their
own economic interests. The concept is noi‘mally‘ operationalized with income andv
employment variables, as ébjective indicators of an individual’s economic interest.
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- Before employirig them in a similar mann'ef it is imperative that they be examined to

assess more accurately their meaning and their impact on eaph gender. It should not Ee
assumed that income and employmént. ‘mean’ the same things for men and women,
indeed much has been written about g‘t:zndér differences across them (Almstrdng and
Armstrong, 1993; Duffy and Pupo, 1992; Staﬁstics Canada, 1990).

Women have not, for instance, historically constituted a share of the Canadian

labour force equal to that of men. But over the last forty years, women, married women

" in particular, have increased their relative share of the paid labour force. In 1951, only 10 |

percent of married women worked outside the home but by 1991 this number had risen to

66 percent (Armstrong and Armstrong, 1993: 77) And by 1991 women accounted fdr 45
percent of the total Canadian lab‘oufforc‘e. (A_nnstrong and Armstrong, 1993: 15). It is |
now the case tilat the majority of married, single, separated, and divorced women work
for pay at some poiﬁt during the year. A majority of widows, oﬁ the other hand, remain
full-time homemakers. . |
The increase in labour forée paﬁiéipation has not been accompanied by equality in
income. Despite increases in participatidn, a-wage gap remains between working
Canadian wpmen and ’men, and women -are'-found 1n disproponionate numbers among the
lowest pziying jobs in the_economy; In 1988 full-time maie workers earned an average
salary of $33,558 while similarly empioyed women earned only $21,918 or 65 percent of

the male average salary (Duffy and Pupo, 1992: 36): Part of the reason for this difference

1s occupational ghettoisation: women are concentrated in a limited number of

occupations, and within these occupations, they make up the greatest share of employees.
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In 1991 more than four out of five womenr’s Jobs were concentrated in the service
industries: trade; ﬁnance, insurance, and real estate; community, business, and personai
- services; and public administration and defence (Armstrong and Armstrong, 1993:24).
Their_ lower average salary also owes to the fact that Within the's.e broad service
categories wo'men"s jobs are dis‘pr‘(l)portionately concentrated in the lowest paying
occupations, jobs characteri;ed by poor ‘l'),eneﬁt‘s and OprlTunitiCS for job p‘romotion‘and
security (Armstrong and Armstrong, 1993:24). Employed women are quite likely to be
found working as Secretaries, salespersone, bookkeepers, tellers, cashiers, nurses, food
and beQerage workers, office clerks, pfima‘ry school .teachers, receptionists and child care
workers, and making up the greatest share of empleyees n theee occupations. They also
earn less on average at these oceupations .than men in the eame jobs (Aﬁnstrong and
Armstrong, 1993:41). According to Aﬁnstrong and Armstrong, “there are not only'Ilnen’s
jobs and women’e jobs but also men’s wages and women’s wages” (1993:45). It 1s also.
| true that women are more likely to be employed in goyemmeht positions. Thus when
comparing full-ﬁme employment for Carlladi.an men and women, neither income security,
beneﬁfs, job status; job promotien nor fhe job wage itself are equivalent.
As a result of such employment and income pattelﬁs, women are more likely o -
live below the poverty le\;el_ than are meﬁ, a fact conimonly referred to as the
. ‘feminizatioh of poverty’ (Dooley, 1994). One of the main contributors to this
phenomenon is the increasing divorce rate, and the concomitant increase in single-parent
(often female-headed) families.

Another distinction in the work patterns of women ‘and men is the greater number
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of women working part-time. At present about one_.. in seven Canadian workers is a part-

ﬁmer, @d of these workers, over seventy percent are women (Duffy and Pupo, 1992:41).

Table 5.4 reveals that while men take on paﬁ-ﬁme work in the early stages of their
~careers in order to juggle'v.vork with their studies, women take on part-time work at every
" ‘stage in their careers.

The tSlpical woman’s career pattern ﬂﬁétuates bgtween part-time and full-time

work, and not does exhibit a simple movement from part-time to full-time (Duffy and
Pupo, 1992)‘. Women’s traditiohal work pa’_tterﬂ is fuli-time employment until mérriage

and/or motherhood results in a depalﬁire from the workforce. The departure can be for

either months or years, and is often followed fbylre-enny into the work force on a part-
time rather than a full-time_ basis due to the add'ed workload brought on by the presence
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-of young children in the home. Once the children are grown, full-time work resumes and

continues through to retirément. And in retirement, ﬁnlike the pattern in men, a share of
women return to work part-ti1%1¢ in order tQ‘ supplement limited pensioﬁs or saviﬂgs.
While this is the traditionél career. pattern for many women, it should riot be
as}su‘med that paﬂ-ti;ﬂe work is aiways the preferred tyﬁe of employment‘for‘ 'avll‘w‘omen.
Rather “méﬁy’ women’s dé(.:‘isipins about part-time work are not Ipremvi'sed on notions of
individua1 choice e;nd "ellétilon' bﬁt r;ﬁher reflect fdmily ré'sponsibilities, the Lstruc'ture of the
economy, the availability of child cajre‘kand’ faﬁm’ly services, and the nature of job
opportunities” (Duffy and Plipoé 1992_:77). Whﬂe somé women, eQen those with young
children at home, would prefe_r full-time work a number of factors limits their ability to
dd so, most notably the availability of child care, the availabiiity of jobs outside of the
service industry which isdofninated by pﬁﬁ-time work, the sharing\ of responsibilities at
home by husbands and partners to lessen the ‘double day; wo‘rkl'oad,b and sqciefal
expectations regarding the résponsibilit'ies Qf mothers to young ‘chil_d‘rén. As much as

time‘svhave-chan'ged', polls still show that a majority of Canadians believe mothers should

. stay home with young childfen if at all boésible rather than look for wbrk 0ufsi,d’e the

home (Duffy and Pupb, 1992:34). Such'expectétions structure the decisions WOrrllen'
make regarding work',. as much as the other factors listed. Although-men have slowly |
started sharing houséhold and child care duties with their spouses and palﬁlers, V>the choice
for them in no way encompééses the same structurz»alv difficulties as it does for women.
Thus what may at first glénce appear to be a simple'emp‘loymént deciéion is more often a
decision reavched- in light of limitAebd- altgmatives..:

-148-



The ‘.1988 CNES limits the degree to which differences in empioyment end mcome
can be examined as detennipants of political velues and- opinions. In the first instance,
the available measure of income is fafnily iir'l.cbome. Personal income might be a preferred
measure of self-interest.‘ Susan _CarroH (1988) has argued that women are more likely to
develop independent politicél opinions if they have Both financial and psychological
independence‘ﬁom Ihen. The opinions of wives are likely to mirror those of their
husBands because their evaluetions will be based on similar circumstances, those of the |
husband.

The individuation of a woman’s opinions away from those of her husband and the
male norm depends 1n part on her ability to develop a sense of financial independence. A
- woman’s sense of financial independence can be gained through financial security, and is
most likely achieved with an independent and substantial means of income.- On the other
hand, her sense of psychological independence varies with marital status, and married or
partnered women are considered to be the least psychologically independent from melvl.i
For Carroll, the minimum reqﬁirement for the.expression of ‘true’ women’s opinions is,

* however, personal income. _,Whiie Ia high family income -ir(nplies financial security, it does
not equate to econoeﬁe_indeeendence for women in those families. If Carroll is correct in
her assessment of the importaﬁce of economic independence in allowing worﬁen to derive
their own political opinions, the_e family income will help little in deteﬁnining the nature
of that impact. For the purposes of this study, psychological independence (as measured

by marital status) is the only element of Carroll’s equation that can be included in the

analysis.



The -precéding discussioh is not meant to suggest that the family income measure
1s without valug:. Despite its linﬁtatiqns, the measure provides a means of asse'sgmg the
impact of self-ﬁterest on the formation of public 4opinions. The theoretical importaxice of "
self-interest rests on assessments of thé relative impact of public policies or public actions
on individual circqmstances, i.e. what impéct will this policy have on my economic
fortunes? Thi-s cognitive assessfnent is likely to rest at least partially on the economic
mmpact to the family, s'mce‘the impact.of many policies depend on the family income
(taxes, tax credits). Personal income, while an important measure of ecoanic
imdependence, does not accurately _réﬂect the b?eréll economic posiﬁon of individuals
within families. For instance, in terms of self-interest, how compa‘rable are the situations
of a woman and partner each earning SZS,OOO for a reported family income of $50,000,
and a homemaker, with no reportable income, mariried to.a man earning $50,000? The
'psychologigal_'impact of the differénces in personal incomes between the two women is
likely to be substantial, but in terms of economic self-interest arguments, the two families
are economically similar é,nd so the family income measure and not the personal income
measure is the preferred me.asure; Although the homemaker has no personal income, her

| economic situation is not comparable to a single person with no ianme, since she enjoys
a certain amount of financial lsecu#‘ity (so long as shé believes the marriage is secure).

Anofher restriction encountered in the 1988 CNESV is an inability to differentiate
between part-time and full-time work statﬁs; The data set ohly records whether or not an
individual is employed. The only possibjle comparison is thus between the employed and

the non-employed, a comparison which restricts the ability to evaluate some of the
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elements that differentiate women’s work from men’s. While working may provide somé
degree of independen_ce for women, in keeping with Carroll’s analysis, such
independence is limited if the job is part-time and low-paying. A woman’s sense of
indép}endgnce is likely to incfease as the job approaches a fulll-tim'e_‘ career; But>the given

measure does not allow for a more sophisticated distinction in employment status.

Bearing these discussions in mind, Table 5.5 outlines differences in the family
income and employmeht statﬁs varjables of lwomen and men surveyed in the 1988 CNES.
Substé.nﬁally mofé women than men are in far’rﬁﬁes with incomes uﬁder’ $30,000, and
fewer women than men enjoy familﬁy‘ inéomes greater than $60,000. Such figures suggest
that :on the whole men are more lil<eiy to enjoy the security provid'ed.by a satisfactory
level of income, and their political opinions are likely to re‘ﬂec-:tl this difference in '.

€CoNnomic Security.




* In terms of emplo&zment status_, differeﬁces are also apparent. Whilé almost three
quarters of men in the survey are currently employed, less than half of the women
surveyéd are dra\;ving salaries. P'artvof this differencé 1s due tothe fact that o?er 20
percent of the women surveyed considered themselves to be ‘homemake1's’; This
categoronf employment is of little relevance in the male sample as less tilan one percent
of men selected this category for themselves. Also of note is fhe slightly highe‘r number
of women than men 111 the retired categ(;ry. This is no doubt due in part to their longer
life span.

The ﬂgﬁres élso reveal that women were rﬁore likely to be employed in either a
government organization or a government-owned organization in 1988. It has beeﬁ
suggested that gender gaps in opinion result from women’s greater dep'endence on the

welfare state and its programs, and from the greater number of women employed in

sectors dependent upon continued welfare funding (Erie and Rein, 1988). If women are

more supportive of government involvemeht in the economy, it may reflect their own
self-interest; government involvement in the economy is more likely to guarantee security
of employment for them.

The employmént status measure provides an impoftant tool for evaluating the
predictive strength of employment categories on opinions. Ne?éﬁheless, it provides
information based solely on the respondent’s employment status at one point in time, i.e.
at the time of the intekrviev‘v. As previously mentioned, not all women who select the
homemaker employment status category in the survey will remain at home throﬁghout
their careers, énd hot all of the working women in the survey have always been in the
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. workforce. This movement in and out of the workforce is not captured in the
employrhent status variable but nevertheless must be kept in mind ‘when assessing the

- results.

Table 5.6: Gender Percentage Point Diffe_reﬁées in Family Income Level Categories by

Marital Status

Note: Entries are the percentage of all men in category mihus the percentage of women
in same category. Negative entries indicate the share of women in the category is
greater than the share of men. - : ' : o

- ~Tables 5_'6 and 5.7 elaborate on differences m the inéomc léyels of women and
 men. While it has been ‘shéwn that more woﬁlen than men live with family vinlcomes'

bélbw $3_0,00Q, thé differences in fhé shares of women and men in this incoi_n_e category
vary across marifal ‘sfatu.s and with the presence of chil_drén in the hom_é. As shdwn m |
Table 5.6, divorced and separate_.d women fare W‘Ol’St ﬁnaﬂcially: 20-percjer'1.tage‘poims‘ :: o
more divorccd and ‘sep’ara’ted Woﬁlen than men of ‘si'milar mérital stat_ﬁs haye‘ 'famils/
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Table 5. 7 Gender Percentage Pornt Drfferences m Family Income by Presence of
Children in the Home . : _

-Note: For further explanatron see Table 5 6.

mcomes ‘under $30 000 A full 64 percent of d1v01ced or- separatcd Women arein thrs
,income category whrle only 43 per cent of divorced or separated men are in the samev
1ncome category (figures not shown) The famrly income diffefence between women ‘and‘
" men rs also large among never married 1nd1v1duals: neyer mamed women fall into the
under $30,0QO'in00me category hy 13 percentage poi‘nts more than do never married men.
And as shown in‘Ta.ble 5.7, greater nnmhers" of women ‘with children n the ‘home (almost.
14 percentage points) iive in the lowest'family income category-than do men with

: ‘Chjldrenin the home.. | | | | .

These difierencesm employment andl income are likely to affect women and men .
B and be transllated~ into differing values and beliefs. ' Niarly women live in economically

. »difﬁcult situations, and this .bnrden:'i's';of:ten acCompanied by sole respOnsibility for raising '
the children of 'failed' marriages. ‘ The fact” that more women’ than;men live in poverty

. seems a logical reason for their greater .suppo,rt for welfare state .policies and government
invOlvement in the ».economy_. As such, di.ffe:rencesv in political opinions may be the 'r'e.suil\t _‘
of economic, s‘elf-inter,est: women as a group are v.mor.e ec0nomicaily vulnerabile,_‘ and this

translates into greater support for welfare state prog‘rams.' ‘But this vulnerability is more
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~ pronounced among certain groups of women: divorced and separated women, and women

with children in the home.

Génde? Role Social;zation
As a potential source of the gender -gdp, the socialization of women iﬁto the homemaker
role may account for beliefs that are more liberal than those of men. A gender role |
ideology that suggests the proper role for women is that of mother and homemaker aﬁd
that fche proper place for women is in the hdme may transiate into a belief é‘mong such
| ~ women 0f the rlleed. for caring and compaSsiqn,- and fo.f assuming a level of social
responsibility not matched amoﬁg men.

It 1s suggested that this traditional gender role ideology, due_ to the socialization of
“women into the role, should be included as an important determinant of women’s politicél
opinions since the adoption of that role pIays a part in the deténninaﬁon' of individual
vaiues, and hence, political opiniohs. In order to properly assess whether the adoption of
this traditiénal gender role has any iﬁﬂuence on political opinipns, women who have
adopted the homemaker status and may therefore endorsp the traditional definition of tvhe}
role mpst be c.ompare_d to women who have not chosen this role. |

The previoq’s discussion of employﬁent status highlighted the number of wornen
who designate their employment status as ‘honiemaker" (over twenty percent - see Table-
5.5). This share is not matched am(:)ng the male respondents, and Athere is no eqﬁivalent
employment category for them. Thus work differs both as a s’ocializing agent and as a
financial status determinant by gén‘dér, as differences in their_.catego'ries of employmén‘_c
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stétus makes clear, and thus care .shoul‘d be taken' td ensure that there is a cémplete
understanding of how this differenée may -trénslate into varying political values and
opirﬁons.
The traditional definition.of the hqmemakér .is a married woman dependent on the
- family’s principal wage earner (normally the hus}band) for economic support. But there
are several competing arguments beﬁiﬂd a woman’s subjectivé selection into the
homerﬁaker category.l |
Hom.eméker status can and often ddes reflect more than simply an occupational
: S‘t.atus' catégory. The possibvl.e interpretations of the relevance of the homemaker category
ére several. The category may rAepre‘s‘er‘lt not‘hjng‘ more than a simple occupational status
category:v its selection may éoiﬁci(ie with a wdm‘_an’s telmp»orary departure from the
workplace due to the preSeﬁce of chiidren in the home. As discussed above, a high
proportion of women, more so than men, engage in considerablé movement in and out of
the labour forcé during their lives (Armstrong and Annstrong; 1994; Rinehart, 1992). As
a determinant of ophﬁoﬁs, such a temporary ‘departure is not likely to have la large impact
on women’s attitudes. Instead these women’s opilﬁoﬁs are likely to reflect their earlier
connections with the paid labouf force and will :not be greaﬂy influenced by the shdrt
- time spent as homemaker.
Alfematively, for some women the selection of the homemaker label may be
- chosen as an alternative for ‘lai(i off, or ‘;ﬁﬁ.employEd’. Althbugh the survey .allqws for
the selection of unémployed/laid off as ‘an» employment status catégory, some women may'

choose instead to characterize themselves as “homemakers’. The societal status accorded
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'a homemakef would be higher than that accorded the unemployed and laid off cafegories,
and thus the choice is understandable. The ability to select the homemaker cate‘goryis an
option.open prinéiPall’y to women: Canadian society has not yet fully adopted the i1dea of

male homemakers. In the case of ‘unemployed/l‘aid off women who select the homemaker

‘category, their political opinions are likely to mirror those of women also temporarily out

of the workforce caring ’for children in the home. The assumption here.is that such
women wbﬁld choose to work if given the opportunity, and their opinions would reflect
this rgaiity. |

Finally some Women may select homemakerv status precisely because they identify
with the traditional societal definition of the role. As such the selection of the sfatus may
ideﬁtify women Who hold the set of values traditionally associated with a gender role
' ildeology that suggests the proper role for women is that.of mother and caregiver and that
the proper place for women 1S in thel home. This is the psychologica1 motivation for the
selection of thé category of interest for this investigation, as it serves as a proxy for
woﬁen whé believe that women beloﬁg and should remain within the domestic sphere,
and that éls homemakers, their main concern should be the care of the home and théir
families. This traditional gender role ideology should be included as an important
determinant of women’s political opinions since ifs adoption may play a principal role in-
the determination of deeply held values, and hence, politicelllvopin.ions.

The competing motives behind its selection are difficult to disentangle empirically

as a result of the simple categorization of employment status employed in the 1988

CNES. There is insufficient information for determining the motives behind the selection
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of th¢ homemaker categoi'y. | Hehcé caution must be used in employing the category asa
pfoxy for adult gender role socialization. | |
Homemakers make up21.7 percent of all women respondents in the 1988 CNES.

Comparing homemakers to all other women on a number of socio-demographic variables
reveals some significant differences between the two grbups (see Table 5.8).
Homemakers are older than other wmﬂen, are less likély to have attended gollege or
university, are more likely to often attend religious services, are more likely t'o have
children living at home (and in greater numbers) and are almost all married o.i' partnered.
This offers some cause for conﬁdencé that the w@men tapped by the measure are likely to
adopted the traditional definition of the role sjnce most of the coui)les in this catc;,gory are
married rather than partnered.” It also points to the faét that mosf homemakers ﬁe living .
with a man.

| The smalier proportion of homemakers in the 18 to 30 age category and the. larger
share of homemakers in the 51 to 60 age category are likely due to the iIhpacts of the
feminist movement and a changing society 6n younger w‘omen. Young women who came
of age during the second wave of Canadian feminism are less likely to adopt the more
traditional definition of “a woman’s place”. On the other hand, the high proportion of

homemakers found in the 31 to 40 age category is likely due to the fact that many women

7 It should be noted that homemakers are not likely to appear in high numbers in any other
marital status category than married/partnered given the financial restrictions that accompany
the adoption of homemaker status. '
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in this age category are the principal care giveré to young children.
The causal links are not immediately apparent in the differences in religious
attendance and education and homemakers: lower educational attainment and more
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feguiar religiops attendance could be the reslult o'fhaving adopted the traditi_bnal :role
ideology or they may be parﬂy responsible fér its adoption. In any. eVenf, hbmgmakers
@mmmbm&wmmnﬂmmwmﬁn@ﬁbﬂhgmmbgwwﬁm@mw
The adoption of a traditional gender role ideology is associated with two dther
characteristics: marital status and the presenée of children in the home. Both ére linked
to the traditional gender role that defines women by their private sphere responsibility
and should thus also tap into its likely adoption among women. Similar qualifications to
those made in the use of the homemaker proxy are in order heré. Not 511. women with
children in the home will have adopted a ;privatized’ outlook nor will‘ all married women
adhere to the traditionally defined role of the homemaker.' The validity bf the marriage
proxy is questionable given the coliapsing of the categories of ‘married’ and ‘living with
- partner’ in the 19.88 CNES. Such rhﬁddling of proxies is unfortunate and like‘lyb
attenuates our méasure of the impact of gender roie socialization on opiﬁi_ons. The higher
~ numbers of chﬂdren in the home may-coinc';lide with vthe valueg inhérenf_ in the tfédition’a!
definition of the homemaker role: Without career or full-time employﬁlént
responsibilities, Suéh women are more ﬁkely to have open to them the possibility of lérge
families. Marriage is élso likely fo prbvid_e them with the flﬁancial securify néceséary to
make this‘choice economically feasible. |
The taék is to determine the degree to which gender roles --particularly that of
homemékers -- ére linked to women’s values and politi‘éal opinions. As an initial step in
this process, difference of means tests betWeCn homemakers and other women Were .
onducted on the twehty issue indexes. Table 5.9 presents the results of these tests.
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Note: * p<.05; ** p<.01.
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The results suggest that the homemaker gendér role is linked to some political
opinions: statistically significant differences nf means were recorded in-threg of twenty
indexes. Alfhnugh the differences recorded between homemakers and other wdmen are -

‘not as signiﬁcant as those recorded between Wntnen and men, women’s’ gendf:r rolés :
meri_f attention in the structuring of opininn on particular issuén.

‘The most notable of these differ.encesAappear' in the religiosity, traditional foles and. A
abortion indexes which record différences of means greater than nine percéntage points.
Homemakers exhibit opinions that are signiﬁcanﬂy more conservétive than other women
on these three issues: less pro-choice, more religious, and less supportive of extending.
women effective choice in their lives. That homemakers lend less support-- to gqualify for
women increases the conﬁdence that can. be plac:ecii in the adoption of honlemaker status
vas a proxy for women who have taken on the tfaditional gender role ideology._ That
homemakers are more religious and weaker inthe support of reproductive freedom lends
preliminary support to the hypothes'isl that homemakers employ private sphere values,
adopted as d result of their particular gender fole, in the-determination of their "pql_i"tical
opinions. Théir_ opinions on these two iséues could stém from a bélief in the |
| responsibility for acting as zg‘ua:rdians of morality and protectors of children. "Thus some
gender gaps in opinion may be explained by the particular set of valnes held by |
homemakers. |

Feminist women and homemakers are not merely opposite ends of an ideological
of gender rolé spectrum. Although the two variables are correlated, the stfength of the'. :
correlation is- rather weak (1=.06) and statistically insigniﬁcant. Thus while tnére may be
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~ some reason for assummg a priori th‘at'va femjnist as 'deﬁ'ned. here is not likel}’; to Géia |
homemaker, this i‘s“not vhome :‘out by the data A_.Moreover,‘- although homemakers' scoire - ..
| threke points‘hi'gher' on'the femnnsm index (and‘t'hus alrele‘s’is feministj, this difference is
not as large' as_that recorde‘d on. othei' issues. This reinfOrce‘s the 'neceseity of
. ’understanding. that for som’e" women homemakerAstatus is sunply a temporary departure
from the wotkplace. Tt aIso, means_ that hOmemaker s.tatus must be queétioned as a valid ,
ptoxy _for ‘gender: role ‘_socializatiOn. And as' mad'e' clear'by'Rinehart- (1992), gender -
consciou'snes's need riot be liberal in orientatton, but can be. d.irecte‘d' towai'ds galmng ;
hene_ﬁts't for v&o'men Atha_t'are consetvative n nature.. As an 'example, the Canadian groupk
v R.‘E.A.’L. women exemp_liﬁes group c‘onsctou;sne'ss among l.u"/omen ditected totvards*
ensuring the importance,of traditional women’,s lfotes in society. Giventhe |
prenonderance of Cana_dian feminist Igroup's with more h'berat ai‘ms.hov\/:evelf, and
su'pported by the results that reve:al homemal-("ers adopt more conseleative stances on
many‘is‘.sues‘,‘ there is something to be found ‘in.the}_homemake'r proky. ‘But it'is mc0n'eCt' | ,
| to assume that homemahers cannot be"glenderj co'ns’ciou's ot feminist; the share of w‘omen’ ’
~ falling into this category »ilsllow but it ts not Zero. it 1S impottant then,:to' ‘mclude.both‘ | o
measures_ n t.'he analysis,‘ ~}since the impact of ,one'is not ditectly'ass‘o.ctiated w1th }the |

impact of the other. |

Other Dentographic Sources«'of the Gender Gap
- The impact of s‘ocial; groups upon the political onnnons "of Women and men ha{(e also
“been suggested as possible factors behind-the-e'xistence of gender gaps. . Women and men

;16344 .




are likely to vary in both group inembership and intensity of involvement. Some
memberships will be gained through a measuré of choice (e.g. union membershjp) while
inclusion 1n other groups will be based on Qbservabie characteristics (e.g. age cohort).
The relevance of social group memberships to political opinions is twofold: the groups
women and men join will affect the values they hold and the salience of various issues for
them (and so groups become. an important source of opinion difference iis membnrship mn’
them varies by gender); and as members of the same social group, women and men are
likely to receive different values and messages from that group, linked specifically to
their gender.‘ For instance, post-secondary education is linked to the adoption of more
liberal political values and political opinionsl,' but among women and men that have
attended post-secondary institutions the impact of that attendance need not:be similar.
Thus eVsn as members of the same social groups, the i_inpact t)f that membership on
political thinking is likely to vary. This po.ssibility is not often entertained in
investigations of gender and public opinion. It is nevertheless relevant to assess the
potential for differential ilnpacts by social.groups. It would be misleading to assume that
only women’s private roles or their explicit rejection of that role alone account for théir
* political opinions. Like men, womc;,n are social beings beyond their roles as homemakers
and mothers. Women join social organizations, attend universities, and are members of a
particular social class. Suc;h pressures are not likely to be minimized as »a i‘esult of their
private spheie i‘oles. |

As a preliminar}i step in the investiga_tion of social group memberships as sources

of the gap in opinions, gender differences in membership rates in those social groups
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wﬁich could have a liberalizing effect on yalues and opinions W_ere computed. Table 5.10
presents the r~ersults of this step in the analysis. ‘

Gender differences on this ffbnt éré not 0verwhe1ming, Butl do highlight some of
the disﬁrictive choices made by women and men as well as differences in their group
memberships more generally. Maritall‘st'atus is found to vary by gendér:_' women are more

| likély‘than men to be widowed (by 6.6 percentage poiﬁts) and men are more likely to be-
married (By 7 percentage points). T_his. is undoubtedly linked to women’s longer life

- span. Sinall differences also appear in the ége distribution of the respoﬁden_ts: more men
are in the 31 fo 40 year category; while more women aré in the Over 60 age group.
Women are also somewhat less likely to have attended a college or university and are |
moreilhikely to have been a member of a unién’ (or to have someone in thé household that
was a ﬁniqn member).

| Greater differences are found in the rates at which Womeh and men belong to |

various éocial organizatiéns. Women are less likély to. b.e members of each of the groups
measured by these items. They are less likely to be a member of a political party, an |
ethnic organization, a service or bﬁsiness organization.and an issue group.

The small difference;s in the proportion with Whi"ch;women and men make ui) of |
the éateg‘o_rics 4of fhese social groups disrhisses the possibility that nominal membership
differences alone account for the gender gap in opinions. The only signiﬁ.cant gender
differences in these group memberships are found in marital stafus, age group and service
club membership. Thus if these sécial groﬁp memberships are rele&ént to the gender gap
n opirliéns it is more likely to be due to relative differences in the impact of these
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memberships on poliﬁcal values and opinions for each gender, and each gendef’s reaction

to their memberships in these social aggregates.

| Comparing thé Theoretical Models
| A number of factors were introduced as potential detenninants of the gender gap in
opinion: self—intérest; gender role socialization; feminism; and social group memberships.
: In order to test the compéting theories, a series of 'regression analyses were run on those
indexes in which gaps in opinion were recorded after controlling for both religiosity and
feminism. A first regression was run including only a dummy variable for sex coded 1
“for men and O for women in or(ier to measure the size of the gap in opinion without
controlling for any factors. A second regressio;llwas run controlling for the ;:ompl‘ete set
- of variables discussed as potential determinants of the gender gap. Any cﬁanges fo the
~ gap as aresult of these coﬁtrols can be determined by comparing fhe first and second

regressions’ coefficients on the sex dummy variable. The results of the analysis are

found in Tables 5.11 through 5.13.

: Defénce Gap
| As shown 111 Table 5.11, the gender gap in opim'oﬁ on i:he defence issue is not changed by
the introduction of the various control variables. This suggests thét the ﬁodels play littie
part m accounting_ for women’s consistently weaker hawkishness. Neveﬁheless; a
‘number of the factors are related to opinion on this issue. Self-inte_rest, as measured by
family income, is strongly- related to the defence index: support for defence measures
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Table 5.11: Explaining Gender Gaps in Opinion: Regression Results

regression coefficients.

Note: * p<.05; **p<.01. Entries are unstandardized
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rises with family income. Tt is likely that low income families characterize the tradeoff

between defence spending and social spending as a Zero-sum game: money spent on

defence is money lost to low income families." But since controlling for women’s greater

* financial insecurity does not serve to reduce the gap suggests that income is not as

Stfongly associated with defence opinion for women as it is for men.

Somé evidence is also found that women’s lesser involvement in social
organizations, namely service and busin;ss groﬁps, may also be relevant. These gréups’
mémbers are found to be more supportive of defence measures; and \&omen are, of
course, significantly lesé likely to join these groups. .Mer.nber.s of cultural orgahizations,

on the other hand, are likely to be less supportive of such policies by an equal measure.

‘Women, however, are as likely to join these groups as men. And both women and men

are -muéh more likely to be a member of a service ‘orgam'za'tion than they are a. member of
an ethnic or cultural organization.

Femixﬁsm exerts an inipressive Iliberaliziﬁg impact on df;fehce' opinion. | Femmlsm .
possibly m its heightened sﬁppoﬁ of democratic and li‘beral prinéiples Wthh i;lclpde ;

rejection of power and force as a means of resolving disputes, decreases support for

~defence measures (Conover and Sapiro, 1993). However, confr’olliﬁg for Women;s .

- stronger feminist belief does not significantly reduce the gap on this issue.

Compassion Issues Gap

Two indexes within the group of compassion indexes revealed gaps in opinion: the
capitalism index and the state involvement index. Table 5.11 provides the regression
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results for the two indexes. On the capitalism and state involvement indexe-s a sigrﬁﬁcaﬁt
reduction in the gender gap, by one-third and. one;—ha_lf respectively, results when
controlling for the hypothesized determinants of the_ gender gap. Part of this reduction in
the gap comes from differences in women’s and men’s economic seif-interest
calculations. Self-interest enters significantly into the regression e(juations, but mainly
through family income. Income 1s associated with increasing conservatism in‘each of the
two issues, although the relationship. is much stronger for opinion on capitalism. On this
index, a unit change in family income is associated with a twenty percent increase in
support for capitalism. The only other self-interest variable to play a role in determining
opinion on these iésu_es is public sector empl(;yment: individuals dependent in s,éine
manner on government for their incéme are more supportive of government involvement
in the economy overall than other individuals. This is a clear and direct manifestation of
* economic self-interest at work in the determination of issues. Women’s weaker economic
stétus plays some part in reducing' the gap .on this issue.

Feminism is also strongly associated with opinion on compassion issue_s and th‘is'i's
likely due toa strong adherence to liberal principles. In each of the two indexe§ feminists
are more liberal in opinion than non-feminists and signiﬁcantly S0. Thﬁs éontrolliﬁgfor
women’s greater fgmini_st belief may play some part in the 1‘e§orde_d reduction m the
gender gap. Age also reveals a strong and significant .impact on_each of the two
compaésion‘ issues. In each case i_n01'¢ased age is associated with increasing
conservatism. There is little td sugg'est;‘whether. thesé are life-cyéle or generation effects. |

As part of the life cycle explanation, increasing age is often associated with increasing
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conservatism in opinion. It is ﬁot clear why this _mighf be the case for 'économic issues:
one might an'ticipate“ that a weaker financial status might brihg with it a liliaeralization‘of
opinion on compassion questions, particularly on the involvement of government in the

economy and in redistributive arena. As part of generation effects, the coming of age of

different generations of adults during particulér social periods is likely to result in

opinions that by virtue of generation alone are likely to deviate from those of individuals

- coming of age before or after them. In this case, the greater liberalization of younger

respondents on the compassion issues may be due to generation effects: coming of age
during after the 1960s these younger generations are likely to hold opinions that are on
average and by virtue of their birth alone more liberal than their parents. In ény event,
women’s longer life span should increase the size of the gap on this issué, unless older
women are more likely to believe theniselves economically vulnerable to cuts in -
govemmenf progfams than men of the same age. |

Any remaining effects are weak and/or inconsistent across the two compassion

fissue' indexes. Of particular interest is the weak suppoﬁ for the impact of gendér role

socialization variableé on the gender gap in compassion issues. Found only on the state
involvement index, marital status and children in the home enter signiﬁcahtly nto the
equation; theblatter recording a stronger association than the former.- Homemakers, on thé
other hand, are no different in their opﬁlions from all other respondents. l;he'direction of
the association between marriage and children and opinion on compassion issues is
contrary to that predicted by an ethic of care: married respondents and those with children
n the home are more conservative in their opinions> on government invoivement in the
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economy. This provides some support for the conservatism associated with the
traditional institution which may be relevant in both women’s and men’s opinions. Thus

the higher proportion of married men may account in'-'part for the liberal gap on this issue.

Although the strengths of the asséciatio’ns are moderate, union membership and
membership in a service association exert competing pressures on support for clapitalism.
Union members are less supbortive of capitaliSIﬁ ~tha»n non-union members while
membefs of service and business/tradé associaﬁons are more likely to support capitalism.
The associations are to b_@ expeCtgd given the ra‘ison‘ d;étre of each group. Although no
si.gﬂﬁcant differences wére recorded bétWeen' women’s and :Ihen’s associati_on with

_ unidns, men were found to be members 'of sglﬁcé ;:lubs in significantly greatér numbers
| ‘than womén. ‘The ¢xistence of the gap may also stem in paﬂ from women’s lesser

involvement in such organizations. -

Continentélisrﬁ Gap
The continentalism gap was the largest gender gap found among the indexes created from
the 1988 CNES. Table 5.12 provides the results of fhis analysisl The factors introduced | '
as potential determinants of the differeﬁce in 0pim'§n do not go véry far in explaining this
difference of opinioﬁ: the gap drops-by a Iﬂere 3 points to 12 percentage points.

Evidenge is found of competing sources er the drop in the gender gap"on this
1Ssue. Unsqualléd 1n its sﬁength as a detenninant of opﬁﬁon and of tﬁe gap on this issue
is feminism: the difference in support for thoée strongl.yv obposed to feminism and those |
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Table 5.12: Explaining Gender Gaps in Opinion: Regression Results

Note: * p<.05; **p<.01. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.
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most supportive of feminism is a full 23 pbints.' Feminist belief exerts an unparalleled

- negative influence on support for continentalism. Thus if a particular “women’s voice”

exists, evidence from the continentalism gap suggests that feminist consciousness

provides the key to unlocking this voice rather than the adoption of an adult gender role

associated with a particular pattern of beliefs and opinions.
Self-interest also plays a large paft in the determination of the gender gap as low
income levels are associated with weaker support for trade and ec_ohomic ties with the

United States. This is due in large part to economic self-interest calculations. Public

- sector employment also plays a part in determining opinion on this issue: government

émployees are less supportive of ‘contiinéntalv.ism and thus women’.s greater dépendence on
the government as employer is likely to conﬁibute to the gehder gap in opinion in this
issue. And thé eXistence of a union member m @he'famﬂy is also shown to accouﬁt'for
some of the liberalization on this iséue. This can be interpreted as self-intérest at work in
the determination of opinion: part of the rhetoric of tﬁe free trade discﬁssion included the
ability of unions to continue to play a strong part in the Canada economsl in the face of
American pressure to restrict'a number of longstanciing Canédian economic and welfare
practices. In sum, women’s weaker economic positioﬁs appvea'r to account in part for their
greater liberalism on this issue.

‘Evidence is also found of ge_neratio.nal differences in support of continentalism:
older Canédians are more likely to }agre»e Witﬁ increased ties with @he United States than
are younger Canadians. ThlS may stelﬁ frorﬁ eith_er générational shifts in support of such
ties or from the.falct. that for };dunger Caﬁadidn_é financial security 1s Ambre dependent on |
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the ecbnomy than oider, reﬁred, Canac’ﬁans;- In any event, fhe_ association between agé
and support .of continentalism may e.xplain the weak drop in the gap: more women are
found 'ml the highest ag¢ c;ategory théﬁ men and a greater share of WOmen are fétiree_s.
These differences would offset woﬁlén"s greater liberalism on this issue.
Service and busi_nessi clﬁb members cdntinue their pattém of greater cbnservatism

:» by being slightly more pro-American. Women’s lesser involvement in such:groupé may

| éxplain their gréatér libelral'is'm‘= on this issue. Members of cultural orga;_r‘lizAatiohs are, on:
the other'hand,viess\ liker to -éhdofée cdntiﬁentalism .thaﬁ other respondents. onme‘n and
men join such grouﬁs equally,A however, and so this finding is likely to matter little for the

gender gap in attitudes on continentalism.

Extra;Billing Gap
As shown in Table 5.12, the gender gap on the extré billing issue is reducied’to naught
‘when conﬁolling for the set of variables includ.ed as potential.detenninants >of the gap.
‘This reduction most likely comes as a result of controllihg for three factors: ag'e,."family
- income and anti-feminism. Génefatioﬁal differences m support of extra—bilﬁr;g »ar'e ' -
significant: the gap from young to old in support of the policy is 22 points.' -Younger. |
Canadians it seems are more qoncemed with the c_ésts of such a policy: -Whether this is
“due to individual self-interest as a result of fanlilics and éhildren, or because of a‘different
cultﬁre associated with youﬁger Canédians 1s not clear.' Cohtrolling for age, 'B_ecau’se |
women live longe; fhén meﬁ, shoﬁld sérve to lincrea'se the gap on this issue. That }the gap | )
is reduced suggests thatblder Wom'an may feel more economic ‘vulne.:rablility thanAQIIdf_:r" |
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men: extra billing may present a greafer thréat to their financial status. If so, controlling
for age may not serve to incréase the gap on this is‘sue.:

Family income also piays some pan in r‘educing the gender gap on this issue. The
economic security afforded by a higher incomé is associated with support of a policy
allowing doctors to pass off some costs to pétients. Thus women’s lower average income
may translate into weaker support on this issue. But feminism is also part of the
e'x.p‘lanation. Feminist women and men are less likely to support such a measure. A
stroﬁger beliéf in feminism is associated with greater libéralism on this issqe. Part of the

' gap may thf:n be gxplained by wqmeﬁ’s greéter support of feminisﬁ overall.

Religiosity 1s also aSsociafed with opinion on extra billing but ‘the associatjon 1S a

negative one: greater réligiosity corresponds with"weaker sﬁpport for extra billing.
| ' Although the strength of the association is small, women’s greater religiosity can not be

discounted for its part in generating the gap on this issue.

British Ties

The geﬂder gap 1n support for continued British ties 1s somewhat reduced by the
introdﬁction of controls on the relationship bétween gender and opinion as shown in
Table 5.12. Religiosity and age ;c}re both signiﬁéantly and positively associated with
s.upvpvort for maintaining. such ties. Age' differences are more likely due to generational
than life ¢y¢le effects: earlief géneratidns of Canadians are likely to have mémories of the
close ties between Canada and Britaiﬁ dm“ing. the‘ war, and on that score would seem more
likely than younger generationé to argue for maintaining those ties. Differences in age
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between women and men may then explain part of women’s greater conservatism on this
issue. The same is true of religiosity: vyomen’s stronger religious beliefs may explain part

- of their tiesire for maintaining ties with Britain. Members of cultural and ethnic |
organizations‘ are also less likely to endorse such ties and by 15 points on the index. This -
is a significant difference but its connection to the gap is limited at this point in that -
women and nien are members of such groups in roughly the same numbers. Interestingly,
homemakers are significantly les‘s supportive of maintain_ing British ties than all other
respondents. It is not immediately clear why homemakers would hold distinct opinions
on this issue. What is clear is that a conservative gap remains on this issue despite the

fact that homemakers are more liberal than all other women on this issue.

Traditional Rofes

As shown in Table 5.13, controlling for all factors on the traditional roles index serves to |
double the size of the gap rather than tiiminish it. Much of the increase.in the gap likely
comes from controlling for religiosity. Women are more religious and hence controlling
for it inereases the size of the gap recorded between women and men. Part of the

increase in the gai) may also come from controlling for age. The age oiiinion gap, a full

32 points on the women’s index range between an eighteen year-old and a ninety year-old
respondent, far surpasses any gender differences in opinion iecorded on the mdexee. On |
this 1ssue age effects are likeiy to be generational; the impact of the women’s movement

1s likely to be etrongest on younger scores of Canadians who have come of age since the

beginning of the second_ wave of the Canadian feminist movement. Similar results have .
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Table 5.13: Explaining Gender Gaps in Opinion: Regression Results

Note: * p<.05; **p<.01. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.
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been found in previous studies (Abzug, 1984; Baxter an(i Lansing, 1983). And such
generational chénges n opinioh on ;[his issue are likely to be greater 'among women than
men. -
| o Femjrlism is similarly associé}téd with a more liberal positibn on the issue. Since

feminism 1s in part gfounded m issﬁes of equify for women this association is also
understandable. Despite controlling for women’s greater support of feminism, the gap
nevertheless is increased. Intlere'stingly.homemaker status 1s not éigm'ﬁcantly assdciatéd |
with the traditiopal-roles index.® T_his»'runight reflect the w'eakneé-stof the variable as;a
.proxy for gender roie socializationn.: Both working and public sector employment afe
associatea with more liberal attitudes4regardi1ig Women’s income and the benefits of
women having careers. The self-interest associated with this ‘issue position is élear of
‘working women; the connection of self-interest to the adoption of similar attitudes among

men is less straightforward.

Civil Liberties

Similar to opinion on women’s issué‘s, controlling for various facfors serves to
signiﬁcant}y increase the size of tl.lege.nder gap recorded on dpinioﬁ regarding civil
liberties. The gaﬁ on this issue inc.rez’ises to 2 points as shown in Table 5.13. The
sinﬁlaﬁties with women’s issues continue when considering the factors that likely

account for this difference. Both age and religiosity are significantly and positively

8 Although a moderate coefficient exists between homemaker status and the traditional
. roles index, the coefficient fails to meet the 5 percent level of statistical significance.
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associated with ingﬁréa’siqé cénsewatism v(‘)‘I‘(l_thiS 1ssue .Cénfrolliﬁg fgr v\;oineni’ s g'réatq . '
- rgligious kcon‘s,e.rva.tism and tlllevi‘r.longerlife‘ spap:unlock,s tﬁe gendé‘r ggp: women it .

- appears are mbré egalitarian on tlﬁs 1ssue Femlmsm 1s aigd ass‘oyé‘iated w1th 'ophﬁéh on
"civil libertiés"-que’stions. -Ferlninist‘sk are less likély t‘('): suﬁpon.fesﬁictioné on fundameﬁtal

‘freedoms. ‘And the gap i_s'incr_ea'se‘d despite controlling for w_dmen’s greater feminism.

Energy In\}‘esi}ﬁgnt'
: ‘fh'er final ge'nder: gép, on th¢ "‘enérgy iﬁ\;eslt.rneﬁt’index, remains inta‘cti despite the :
iﬁtroducﬁoﬁ of 'contr.o’lrs“.»{ 'Néifher sélf—intgfest pc;r fcmmiéﬁi are sighiﬁcantly associated
with (.)pin‘io.n on ~thé i.ssﬁél. 'Iﬁ‘stezid Sbcj_éﬂ _grcv)l_ip,men'lberships, pafticulaﬂy age, ére
strongly and,positiye_ly:asspciéted .With. dpﬁﬁ_oh on this iésue. Generati;)nél differences in
. suppoﬁ_of energy prbjects are also appareﬁf: older Caﬁadiaﬁs are more like(ly' to give their
Suppoft ;t’o_suéh prc;jects. T'h_us' éo'ntrol:ling‘for ag.e: should’éerve to increase the gaﬁ on
this viss.ue:.' 'T‘h.at it doéé ﬁot_sﬁggésts_that age"s iﬁﬂuénce‘On .thiAs issue is génder‘
) dé'pvende'n‘t. ‘Rél_igiosit‘y is also assoéia_teé \'Vith’ ccn)rvise‘_rv.étive. attitudes‘: onttyhi‘-s' issue;
c-ovntr.olvli_rylgvfcr)vrj “womer'l’s. greater feligiosity sﬁduld also 'tr.z‘msl_atg. into a large gehder. gap.
.L‘ike age, fhen! its" ihﬂuence depen_ds' on ‘gervi‘de»r»; o | |

- ’.I‘.Org'énj:zét‘ioﬁal mémberships are‘ ;i‘llsofound“to' .differéhtiate opinion on this issue.
 Service club mcmbers aie'morc con_s’efry"ativv-e on this issﬁe as .they Weré on other issues.
Part of ‘v_vomén’s grgater libe;alism may 'cbxﬁe from theiIIWevaker association wjth such
|  groups. On the .chef hand, béth cultural and issue ﬂgrogp membérg are“m(v)re libe.ral" on the

energy issue: they are more likely to support reducing energy consumption than
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government efforts to mcrease supply If the sahence of such group memberships drffers

) between women and men, thlS may account for part of the 11bera1 gap on thlS 1ssue.

Conclusion
~In sum,mixed support is uncovered for the feminist, self-interest, gender role

socialization-and social‘ group membersh'iphypotheses. When sirnultaneously intr'oduced

as potentral detemnnants of oplnron on.a number of i 1ssues the hypotheses reduce gender .

- gaps in oprmon only shghtly

Econormc self—mterest cannot be d1sm1ssed asa determmant of OplIllOIl and seems

" to play some part»in produci_ng- measured gaps in opinion. Itisa signiﬁcant predictor of
opinion in seven of the nine indexes in which gaps were recorded. And its impact is |

largely reStric_ted-to the family i_nlcomevmeasureﬁ Increased family income brings with it :

-an increased conservatism on political issue positions.  Thus some of the difference in the

opinions of women and men stems from the fact that women are less likely than .menv' to
‘be found at higher income levels.
. 'Femjnisrn’s role in the creation of gender gaps is similarly supported by the

evidence presented. In seven of the nine examined'indeXes, feminism was found to have

a significant liberal effect on attitudes. Women’s more Avlibvera'l opinions thus stem in part .

from their stronge_r support of femin'ism. Despite the Weaknesses in the measure

. employed in this mvestigatlon the soc1a1 structure of support for feminrsm reveals that

~ women and men come at tlus behef in d1fferent ways Apart from some differentiation by ‘

income, there is little somai d1fferent1at1on m’women s support of femimsm. Accountrn'g
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~ for this value in women requires an investigation which is beyond the parameters of this

study. For inen, howev-ér, feminism is dependent on their financial status‘, their -
mvolvement in the Workfofcg, and living in Quebec. It is not, then, as personal a belief
for men as it is for women.

But fénu'nisrh’s influence on thé gender gap is often mitigated by the strength of
women’s religious belief. On the defence, civil liberties and traditional roles indexes, .
religioué belief éxéﬁs a stroﬁg éonservative force on opinions that mitigate feminism’s '
ability to account for gaps. Womeh’s greatér religiosity accounts in part for the failure to
significantly reduce thé size of gendef gaps in opinions. - |

Social group membefships, particular_ly the respondent’s age and membership in
the some social organizations, contribute to opinion on a number of issues. On the extra
billing, civil liberties, and traditional roles inidexes in particular, the implo.rtance of age in “
differenﬁating opinion 1s unmatched by any of the remaining measures. In every case age
isassqciated with iﬁcreasihg ;‘onsefyatism on issues. That women constitute a larger
share of the oldest generations 'meaﬁs that é_ontrolling for age should serve to increase the
gap that appears on iséﬁes_. "And in the case of opinion on civii liberties and traditional
roles issues this difference 1s mosf likely generational.

The failure of the private sphere factors, marital status, children in the home and
horﬁemaker statﬁs, to sighiﬁcahfly aécoun-t for gender gaps éuggest that the politicai
relevance of women’s private slﬁheré roles has been exaggerated. The only instance in
which the hoinemaker status signiﬁcantly entered a regression was m the case of Bfitish
Ties. And in this instance, homemakers Qere more liberal in attitudes than other women
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thus increasing rather thaﬁ decreasing the gap on the issue. And when childreﬂ m the.
home and marital status appeared as relevant factors to opinion, on the sjtate involvement
1index‘, their influence was conservative. At least at this stage in the investigation, tﬁeif ‘
importance must not be exaggerated as factors relevant to the gender gap in opinion.

A much larger gép in opinions would exist were it not for two gfoups of women:
older women and women with children in the home. Both these groups of women were .
more religious than‘all other women Iwhich explains in part the failure to reduce the size
of the recorded gaps. Mothering is of little relevance to wor'nenv’s political Opﬁﬁons
excépt through its association with religious belief. It is not clear whether tlﬁs associaﬁon
1s likely to diminish over time. If, on the other hand, the young wé)men coming of age in
é generatidn that is much less religious remain less religioubs as they age, then gender
gaps on many issues may increase over time. |

The failure to explain gender gaps in opinion suggests that biological differences
or early iife socialization account for part of the differences recorded in women:’s and
men’s opinions. It also suggesfs that differencés in political cultﬁre exist; there is a'» :
evident differénce in women’s and.men’s political thinking. These gaﬁs are, admittedly,‘
les§ than ovthehMg m sizev. Many of the social factors investigated here reveal larger
gaps in o.pinion than those recorded between women and men. But their small size is
easily explained: the dominant political culture is very likely to bring women eind men
‘together in their thinking. The political world is very much a ﬁm’s world. That small
differences in women’s and men’s opinions exisfs nonetheless is impreséive, and suggests
a women’s political culture might véry well exist. |
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Chapter 6: The Social Structure of Opinions Compared

This chapter will reproduce th¢ analysis undertaken in Chapter 5 but do so
separétely for women and'bmen. Moreover it Will exteﬁd the anaiysis to the full set of
indexes included in this ir_lv-estigation rather than limit it to those indekes on which gender
gaps appeared. In other words, tﬁe purpose 1s jtocomparatively assess the sources of
opinion on the full range of issues included in thelindéxes; the emphasis 1S on
ﬁnderstanding the’ roots of women and men’s political fhinking, rather than the roots of
the gender gap.

While several factOré were inveétiga;[ed in Chapt_er 5 to determine fheir
contribution to gender gé_ps in opinion the'analysis must be extended and modified. The
manner in which the sources of the gender gap Were mvestigated, by submitting men and
women in the sample jointly to regression analyséé, alléwéd for the comparative
assessment of th¢ relative predictive abilbities of each of those fa‘(:‘tors and thus their likely
contribution to those gaps. But submitting the full s_ample to such analyses prevents each
: factor’svpredictive strength from varying by gender. That is, the computed regreSsion
coefficients are averages of women’s and men’s independent rcgreésioh coefficients.
Thus if income is a strong predictor of opirﬁon among men but ndt »among. women
submitting them jointly to regression_/analysié is likely to lead to the conclusion that
incpme 18 énly a moderate predictor of opinion. Hené¢ the need for separate vavr'lalyses.

In order to uncover the social structure of eéch gender’s opinions, a series of
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fegressions were run with each of the ofﬁnion iﬁdexes serving as 'dependent variables. In
addition to the core values, self-mtefest, g‘ender role, feminist and social 'grouﬁ |
membership variables included in the gender gap analysis, regioh and language are also
included here in order to compare their influence on opinion by gender. Two sets of
énalyses were undertaken: one ¢ach for women and rﬁen.

Like a nuniber of the other variables included in th¢ analysis, regionalism has a
_ lengthy history in investigations of political behaviour in Canada (e. g. Elkins and Simeon,
1980). While it may not contribute to the gender gap in opinion, it nevertheless is likely
to enter as an important source of opinion. It may have a differential impact on opinion ,
by gender. As an important element of poliﬁcal culture, regional variation in political
bpirﬁons has been interpreted as evidence of variations in Culnn'¢.in Canada (Elkins and
| Simeon, 1980). The dominant political culture, that is the male political culture, varies
by ‘_regiovn of residence even While controlling for various other social determinants of
opinion. However it is suggested, here that this dominant culture only paﬁly relates to
women’s political opinions. Women do not cngagé n traditiohalipoliti‘cs to the same
degree és men and thus this cultural variatibn may not be found in‘ their opinioﬁs. It 1s
~also possible that regional poiitical quéstions, very much the subject of traditional
politiés, may simply have less relevance for {)vonien given‘their weaker financial .
‘positions. The politics of federalism may matter less, and thus their opinions may vary
less across provinces than do men’s. Moreover, regional variation in the strength of
feminism may translate into gaps that are apparent in some provinces, but not in others.
" Thus region is included in this investigation of the social structure of opinion.

- -185-



Lansing, 1983:44). This assumption, as will be shown,. 1s often unsound.

The possi‘bilify thét social gfoup memberships like region can, and often do, vary
substantially by gender is often overlooked. The Baéic assumption employed in much
analysis of political behaviour is that there exists “no reason to expect thét the larger
world view produced by higher education is very different for women or men, nor are

there many gender differences in their occupational and social experiences” (Baxter and

The investigation begins by splitting the sample by gender, and then regressing
each of the factors on the indexes to allow for'a comparison of their relative impacts. The

result is thirty-eight separate regression equations. Given this large number of

regreésions and the difficulty in attempting to uncover patterns across them, the number

of variables included in the analysis was kept to a minimum. There are, for instance, no

interaction variables for the social indicators and many of the independent variables are

dummy variables which, by definition, suppress any potential differences in impad
across the categories of other independent variébles. While the model employed
necessarily simplifies me social structure of opinion invCanada, the alternative is to
unnecessarily complicate the investigation by including such a large number of variables
that uncovering any paﬁems in the results is unlikely

Regional differences in opinion are tapped by a series of four dummy variables -

(Atlantic, Quebec, Prairies and British Columbia) that allow for a compérison of opinion

in each region with that in the excluded province, Ontario. The remaining variables are

operationalized in a manner similar to that employed in the investigation of gender gaps

~undertaken in Chapter 5.
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Comparing the Social Determinants of Opinion: Results

The regressions produced in the analysis are robust' and provide evidence of a difference
in womeﬁ’sand men’s thinking on political qﬁestions. Althougﬁ differences in the
coefficients for women and men are small, this is ﬁot inconsisfent with the differences
exhibited in their mean levels of support for various issues (Green, 1992). Nevertheless
many of the variables found to be sigm'ﬁc'a.nt detennjnants of opinion conﬁnn
conclusions reached on the basis of previous research; namely that region, family income,
edueatiOI_i, age, and language are all relevant social determinants of Canadian opinion.
This conclusion helds true in many cases for both Canadian men and women. But these
results do not preclude one from highlighting that over several issues the group basis of
attitudes is not equivalent for the two groups. Put differently, depending on the issues
addfessed, one 1s likely te discover differences in group support by gender. Moreover, |
the results overwheMgly support the need for including both feminist belief and gender
ih discussions of the sources of belief for Canadians. We will now turn to an
examination ef these resﬁlts in detail.
(
Defencé
Table 6.1 presents the results of the regression procedure undertaken for both the female

and male subsamples on the defence index. An examination of the structure of opinion

' The relatively low R? values obtained for a number of the regressions are not unusual
in structural analyses of opinions. The regression attempts less to “explain” the
psychological process of opinion formation than it does to provide a framework within which
such opinions are formed. '
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_Table 6.1: Determinants of opinion: Defence

Note: * p<.05; **p<.01. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.
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reveals key differencee' in the unde;lymg determinants of opinion oﬁ this issue. | Several
gender differences among the social determinants of opinion included i.n‘this mvestigation
appear wﬁich were not apparent in the gap analysis. In that analysis; family ineome,
feminism and language appea;ed as Siggiﬁcant predictors of opinion. Upon further
inspectien, hOwever; only feminisrﬁ acts as a common determinant of defence orientation.
Feminist meﬁ and women are less supportive of defence spending than non-femjnists.
This suggests that thinkin‘g about women in group teﬁns and supporting increased
'governn.lentv suppoﬁ f(')r their. sté‘eﬁs b_di‘recﬂ.}; corresponds to decreesed ‘support‘ffor"
government jnvblvement in.' the area of vdefence. This may involve a trei‘d_eoff:v fmite
government 'resources may hmlt the number of causes adopted. -It may also stem from the_
~ traditional pacifist stance lnormaily and historically‘adopted By women’s ngups,
particularly in the first wave of Caﬁadian feminism. The more liker explanation 1s that
the femim'sm measure adopted in tiﬁs analysis is siniply tapping into a geherel liberal
ideology, particularly among men.

The dominance of age and feimily incei_rle as determinants ef Women’s. defeiiee
: orientaﬁoﬂs isllkminatched in the fnen’s sarﬁple. T_h.ayt _sigﬁiﬁcant differences exist across
levels of these two variables suggests that a gender gap on the issue m_ay stem from
ye_unger generations of worﬂen, perhaps socialized in a manner unique from young men
and from older genefations of Wemen. It may also partly stem from women whose
financial status is such that they stand to lose direcﬂy from government eXpenditures on
defence vbudgets. Even a’f the highest income levels, women ‘are less supportive of

~ defence spending than men.
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For men only, on the other hand, employment status is engaged in defence
‘sentiment although it did not a@ppear as a significant predictbr of opinion in the gap

analysis undertaken in Chapter 5. Working men are more pro-defence than men who are

ot working. The relevance of employment status to defence opinion is perh'aps linked to -
_ (

the fact that many of the men not gainfully employed are retirees. Among men,
employment status. may serve as a proxy for financial security: every other category of-
employment status 1s characterized by some measure of financial insegurity. The same is
not true of women. Homemakers, while not ¢arning income for their labour, are likely to
enjoy some measure of financial security (at least in terms of family income) that mirrors
that of working women. Religious belief also enters signiﬁcantly into the men;s

regression on defence sentiment. Strong religious belief is associated with somewhat

stronger support of defence expenditures. That no similar association is found among the .

“women’s sample suggests this may also play some part in producing} the gender gap found
on this issue. |
There are some similarities in the association of social interaétioﬁ in Varioﬁs

org‘anizations with defence sentiment for men and worhén. Women and men th aﬁrei '
rrllembérs.of service and busine_ss/trade clubs are more likely t(')v support defence spending.
That women account for a smaller proportidn of the membership in such groups suggests

that this accounts for some of the gap on this 1Ssue. Moét'interesting 1s the ﬁndihg that,
for women, membérship m a cultural association is associated with a significantly 10wér
level of support for defence measurés, by almost 10 points. The absence of a similar

trend for men indicates that this may be connected with the gap in attitudes as well.
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. Although regional variétion in'defence attitudes is generally limited for both
women and men, some regional distinctions do appear in each group. Neither group
displays a strong‘or_ consistent regioﬁal pattern of sﬁpp_ort. A typical man or woman in
every province will be genefally hawkish and suppo'rtivevof defence pro‘gréms and
policies. However two eicep_ﬁons shquld be ﬁoted: é typical woman in Quebec or British
Columbia is likely to be less hawkish than women elsewhere in Canada; and men in
British Columbia Stand apart from all other men invthe‘i'r weaker suppbrt.of d'e»fe'nce
spending. F rancophéne men show a similar pattern of support to women in Quebec.
While the strength of feminism g»enerallyjn the province of Quebec may account fof the
difference in defence opﬁﬁén among women in that province (and perhaps among
Francophone men), it is less clear why men in Briﬁsh Columbi_a‘w.ould display a similar
distinction 1n attitudes. The particular political culture in that province translétes nto
weaker support of defence measures among both genders, although the reiaﬁonshjp is

somewhat weaker among women.

- C ombassion Issue&

A second set of issues which often reveal gender différeﬁces n opinion are ‘compassion
1ssues’. Table 6.2 presents the regfeésioﬁ results for the capitalism, state mvolvemcnt and
social sﬁending indexes. A number 6f ’commo'n determinants Qf opini(')n are found 'amoﬁg
thé indexes. Among both woﬁen and men, family’ihcome, feminism and age each play a
part in structuring attitudes on the proﬁt_system and.t.he role of government in the |

economy as was the case in the gender gap analysis. In most cases, higher income enters
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Table 6.2: Deter_minantsbf Opinion: Compassion Issue

Anti-State

Anti-

- Note:* p’<;:05;*?“'p<.01

. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.

Independent Capitalism = ‘Involvement - - - Social Spending
Variables Women = Men v Women Men Women = “Men
Religiosity. - -.03 00 -.03 =02 .03 05%x
~ Anti-Feminism 20%% 21%% N ik 25%% 28* 23%%
Family Income 21%* o 20%* : .07* 09** 09%*. 05
 Working 00 .00 - 01 .01 .01 .00
Public Sector 01 -03 -.05%* 03 -03* - .01
Homemaker 00 - T4 e S0l -
Married - o .02 .02 BN 01 01 01
~ Children at Hoie -04 -02 . .05 S (L .05 o 00
" Post-Secondary 02 .00 o1 020 -~ -01 . -.03%
CAge T 17 L13Ex NS (L PR VA 13%* .06
_Francophone .03 =02 S =01 -.05% Cor =02 |
Union . SO7RE L 0TEE 00 -0l .01 l02
Political PartyMember -~ -02 .03 - . .02 . -06* -.01° - 06%*
Cultural Org. Member ~ -05 .02 - =02 =020 -03 -01
Service ClubMember .03 o04* 01 .01 03% .03
- Issue Group Member .01 - - -.04 SL-02 00 -03 - -04%
Atlantic ' 02 - 05 703 .00 -03 . . -.08%*
- Quebec .01 00 02 02 203 - -.05%

" Prairies - =02 .00 - : 02 . .02 - -.04% =02 :
- British Columbia © .04 -01- - .01 . .03 - 07* -08%*
Constant C39%% 43%x SRR 27** 22k 31%*

R? 18 20 10 15 16 16 -
(N) 757 878 817 . 917 . 816 930



as a significant predictor of support for capitélisni and a laissez-faire approach to
government involvement in the economy. The only exception is the failure of family
income to enter significantly into the men’s regression on social spending. Age is also a
| significant predictor of opinion: increased age is associated with opirﬁons that are
.increasingly pro-capitalist (i.e. more conservative) for both genders. Here also, however,
men’s opinions on social spending are not significantly associated with age. 'fhese
results are to be expected: financial security underpins a greater acceptance of
competition and the advantages of capitalism, while a tendency for individuals to become |
increasingly conservative with age means that older survey respondents support
capitalism more than yomger respondents. An equally plausible explanation for the
relationship between age and opinion on capitalism is that younger generations of
Canadians are generally less willing to endorse free-market principles than older ones as
a result of generational shifts in culture.

Finally, feminism in both cases moves opinion to the left towards more support for
compassion issues: the strongest feminists are more supportive, sometimes by more than
twenty-five points, of compassion issues than the most anti-femjlljsf. The association
between feminist consciousness and opinion on these issues is not surprising. In striving
to ensure equality of opportunity in society, feminism brmgs wifh it a weaker |
endorsemenf of unfettered economic practices. Feminism, in its general willingness to |
use the state as a means of securing equality for women, can be expected to bring with it
a willingness to endorse an expansionist state involved in programs with goals other than

gender equity.
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Considering each of the three regression pairs individually provides a better sense
of where the genders differ in the structure of opinion on these issues. Opinion on
capitalism, perhaps the more abstragf of the three indexes, reveals little in the wﬁy of
| differentiation in its sources between women and men. Even union membership, which
fails to enter significantly on the vao other issues in this group, exerts a similar pressure
on women’s and men’s opiﬁions regarding capitalism. The few distinctions between the
structure of opinion on capitallism between the genders include the weaker support for
capitaiism among men in the Atlantic provinces and the stronger support for éapitalism
among men who hold memberships in service and business organizations. Women’s
opinions on capitalism are also more likely to vary wfth agbe than men’s. That men’s
involvement in service and business clubs is associated with greéter supbort of capitalism
supports the idea that women’s lesser involvement in social organizations precludes their
opinions from coming closer to those of men. This was the only social group for which
significant diffefences in women’s and men’s rates of membership were found. The
added difference in the influence of such meml;erships make this factor seem Iof particular
importance to gaps in opinioh. :

Greater variation appears in the roots of thinking on government involvement in
the economy and social spending. With respect lto social spending, family income and
age are significant predictors of women’s, but not men’s, opinions. The generational
transmission of cultural shifts, orlife’ cycle effects, and financial self-intérest are
significantly associated with opinions regarding government’s social spending. No

similar patterns are found among the men’s opinions. The offsetting influences exerted
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by age and income among women may account for the sméll gap recorded on this issue
(i.e. women are older but they also have lower average incomes). No similar patterns
exist among men’s opinions. For men, religious belief enters into the equation‘: support
for social spending varies inversely witﬁ the strength of religibus conviction. This factor
is offset by the fact that post-secondary education is associated with greater liberalism on
this issue for both women and men. However, the strength of the association 1s much
stronger among women. In every céise, the coefficient on the variables for women is
larger in value than the coefficient produced for men indicating a stronger relationship
between the variables among womén. |

The common influence of age, family income and femilljsm for both women and
men exists in the state involvement index. Important to note is the stronger influence of
feminism on the opinions of men. Feminist men, all eise being equal, are as supportive
of government intervention in the economy as fen;inist women. Important as well is the
weaker association between opinion on the issue and age for women. Support for
government involvement in the economy is greater among older women than it is among
older men, ceteris paribus.

Among the remaining variables, marital status proves significant in differentiating
women’s opinions although its impact is small. Marriage appears to move women’s
opinions closer to those of men on this issue. Nb comparable effect appears among the
men. Marriage may well serve to restrict women from speaking in their ‘own voice’.
Somewhat strikingly, the presence of children in the home shapes men’s opinion on this

issue but not women’s. Increasing numbers of children in the home increases the
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“conservatism that men reveal on the issue _of govemment involvement in the economy. At
the very least this finding underscores the often forgotteh potential for men’s private lives
to be linked to their public attitudes.

Interestingly, homemakers are more liberal on this issue, net of all other effects,
than other women. Although self-selection remains a possible explanation, on this i1ssue
gender role socialization may be a factor in accounting ‘for the gender gap. But‘ the
combined effects of marital status, publié sector employment and family income in
structuring women’s opinion on this issue suggests that ecoﬁomic self-interest and
financial security, dependent in large part for many women on the combined elements of
both family income and marital status, play a fundamental role in determining opinion on

" government involvement in the economy, which in and of itself can have a direct impact
on a woman’s financial stability.

A far greater degree of regional differentiation is found among men’s opinions on
the anti-social spending index. On this issue, men are found in two regional camps:
Ontario and the Prairies versus the remaining provinces, with the foﬁnér provinces
supporting reductions in social spending to cut the deficit by almost 10 points on the
index. The placement of the Atlantic provinces and Quebec in the camp opposing
reduction suggests that this 1s at leas.t partially a case of have against have not provinces;
British Columbia, Manitoba and Saskatchewan are excépﬁons to this pattern.

Regional variation among women’s opinions on social spending is more limited.
For women, the more relevant regional comparison is betweén British Columbia and,

surprisingly, the Prairies with the remaining provinces. Women in these two regions are
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distinct from other Canadian women in their sfrength of support for social spending.
Particularly intriguing is the finding of greater support for such programs émong women
in the Prairies. But the greater support for social spending among women in British
Columbia, similar to the difference found among mén’s Qpim'ons, suggests that on this
issue the dominant provincial culture accounts for the opinions of both genders.

The remaining differences in regional variation in opinion on this issue do,
' howevéf, provide some evidence for considering that the context within which questions
of social spending policies get played out, and hence opinions formed, is gender
dependent. While women’s involvement in service groups serves to bring their opinions
closer in line with those of men, men’s involvement in political parties serves to’increase,
the gap. In short, women’s and men’s community contacts do not reproduce similar
attitudinal patterns. Th_e' claim 1s limaited, hoWever, in that regioﬁal differentiation on the
capitalism and government involvement indexes is not as sharp as that found on the social
spending index. It is also found that Francophone men are more supportive of
government involvement in the econémy than all other men with no similar distinction
apparent among women. The fact that men’s, but not women’s, involvement in service
clubs and .in political parties is significantly associated with sf:ronger support for
capitalism and stronger support for government involvement in the economy, -
respecﬁvely, feinforces the relevance of social interaction. In some instances it serves to

¢onverge opinion on issues; on others it moves women and men further apart in their

political thinking,
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Civil Liberties

- Table 6.3 presents the social structure of opinion on the anti-civil liberties index. Gender
differentiation in the structuring of opinions on thlS issue is not overwhelming. Among
both women and men, support for protection of civil liberties diminishes with age,
increases with féminist belief, and decreases with religious belief. Moreover, the strength
of ¢ach of these associations varies little with gender.

The most visible différence between women and men is fbund in the degree to
which the structure of male support for the defence of civil liberties varies regionally.
Ontario stands alone among the provinces in the men’s sample for its lower level of
support for the protection of individual liberties and freedoms. No such regional
variation exists in women’s opinions on this issue. The only regionally connected
variable which enters significantly into the women’s equation is language. Francophone
women support individual rights more strongly than all other women.

The only evidence that opinion on this issue is grounded in economic evaluations
comes from the significant association of family income with civil liberties attitudes
among men: this is more likely to stem from class differences in support of the issue, than
in is from self-interest calculations. For women, however, support for the issue varies

little with family income level.

Continentalism
Although some similarity 1s found in the source of opinion on this 1ssue, several

differences are also to be found in a gender comparison of the structure of opinion on
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continentalism. As revealed in Table 6.4, similarities in the social structure of opinion on
this 1ssue exist in the association of both family income and feminism with opinion on
continentalism. Feminism exerts liberal pressure on suppoft foi ties with the United
States for both women and men. Financial security, on the other hand, leads to the
adoption of a more conservative stance; that is, support for increased ties with the United
States.

Among the remaining sources of opinion, age exerts significant pressure on
women’s opinion: the large gap between young and older cohorts of women (.17 points)
is not matched in the corresponding male analysis. The clear linking of the issue to
women as a group and their fortunes appears to have been most successful in mobilizing
opinion against the Agreement among feininists, and was a message of particular
relevance to younger women whose economic fortunes were more mtimately tied to the
Agieement itself. Feminism has been argued to be of particular rele\iance to young
women regardless of their willingness to adopt feminism explicitly. Due perhaps in nai“[
to this differential impact, age does nnt appear as a significant predictor of opinion on this
1Ssue among men. |

Evidence that self-interest arguments drive women’s opinion on continentalism is

found in the strong relationship between opinions and family income which is positively
related with opinion on continentalism. This relationship is much stionger than that
found among the men’s sample. Women may take strongei cues from assessments i)f
economic self-interest on issues that are directly linked to their economic fortunes in the

political arena. This is likely to at least partly explain the gap on this issue. The free
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Table 6.4: Determinants of Opinion: Continentalism

Note: * p<.05; **p<.01. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.
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trade component of the continentalism index dominated the 1988 election eampaign, and
the issue was directly linked to women’s economic fortunes by women’s groups in the
country (Bashevkin, 1989a). Thus the negative association made between economic
fortune and free trade for women in particular was both direct and highly visible and
reinforced by the myriad of other arguments made against the Agreement (dominated to
an extent by questions of cultufal independence).

But the limited degree to which self-mferest alone is able to account for gender
‘differences in opinion on this issue is made clear by the comparison of women’s and
men’s opinion at different family income levels. Women at the highest family income -
level show a level of support for continentalism equal to that found among men at the
lowest income level. That women are much more likely to be found among the lower
fann'ly income levels generally underscores vthe importance of self-interest arguments for
women on this issue (see Table 4.2). Economic self-interest stands alone as a factor of
greater relevance for women than men. But woﬁen’s economic self-interest calculations
appear unaffected by public sector employment. In fact, only among men is a neganve
association found between public sector employment and support for continentalism.
Although efnployment in the government sector may be linked to women’s attitudes on
free trade with the United States, it does not appear to have much impact on the broader
question of general relations with their southern neighbour. And neither does the
presence of a union member in the home appear to play much part in the determination of
women’s opinion; only among men is union status an important factor in opinion on

continentalism. But some association is found between women’s memberships in cultural
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organizations and continentalist sentiment: womeﬁ in these groups arelikely to be much
less supportive of close ties with their American neighbour. This distinction 1s not
matched among men.

The most visible distinction in the social structuring of meﬁ’s opinion on
continenfalism is that it occurs on a decidedly regional basis. Men in Quebec form an
unusual partnership with men in the Prairies in their support of continentalism. In
contrast, the im’portanée of region in the women’s sample begins and ends with the
Quebec/ROC distinction. Apart from Quebec, the provincial context within which
questions of continentalism play themselves out has a greafer impact on men than women.
In Quebec, the dominance of the Free Trade issue in the media and elsewhere reéulted in
abenvironmental impact equal for women and men. In the remaining provinces, however,
the issue played itself out in a provincial context that was of limited consequence for
women. Only among the men does social interaction in the dominant political culture
provide a means of reproducing opinion on this issue. Fof women outside Quebec, it
appears the issue was an economic one, and little else.

The only remaining distinction in mén’s opinions on this issue is the negative
association of religious belief with support of continentalism. It is not immediately clear
how these two factors are connected, but the absenée of such an association among

women makes the finding particularly intrigﬁing.

Traditional Roles and Abortion

Opinion on women’s traditional roles and abortion presents further validation of the
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importance of assessing the social structure of opinion 'se;')arately by gender. In this case
itvappears that gender plays an fundamental role in shaping the degree to which self-
interest and group memberships impact on opinion. This does not mean, however, that
the gender gap in opinion is large (recalling Table 4.1 it falls in the ﬁliddle of the
recorded gender gaps in opinion). The lesson from the evidence in Table 6.5 is that sharp
differentiation in the roots of opinion need not translate into sharp differences of opinion.

What stands out in a comparison of the roots of women’s and men’s thinking
about wofnen’s traditional roles is the limited commolnality. Religious belief, feminism
and age relveal similar pressures on opinion on women’s issues for the two gender groups.
_ Support for equality of opportunity for women as a group is weak among older age
cohorts for both genders and, as to be expected, feminists are more supportive of such
equality than non-feminists. Religious belief, associated with support of family values; is
likely to bring with it weaker support of gender equity.‘ The association is only slightly
weaker among women. The similarity between women and men ends here.

Among women, the structure of opinion on women’s roles is, after religious belief,
age and feminist consciousnéss, dominated by three factors: homemaker status, post-
secondary education and public secfor employment. Homemakers are more conservative
in their support of women’e equality. If one expected gender role socialization to matter
at all for political opinions, then this is the issue on which any distinction should appear.
And Vit does. Gender role socialization, or the self-selection of Women into the
homemaker categofy, plays a part in determining opinion on the gender roles for women

but it is of limited relevance in the determination of attitudes on other issues. The only
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Table 6.5: Determinants of Opinion: Women’s Roles and Abortion

Note: * p<.05; **p<.01. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.
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other issue on which it enters signiﬁcantly into the equation is for government

‘involvement in the e#onomy. On that issue homeﬁlakers \;vérc more iibéral in their
aﬁitudes. On this issue they are more conservative;
| ,Attendémcé ata post-sécondary ipstitution also liberalizes women’s thinking about
their status ina manﬁer unmatched among men. .. It seemé’_that an education, among other
things, provides women with tools that allow them to endorse greater equality for wbmen.
Among men however, this liberalization comes in part through employméht status.
Recalling Table 5.2, retired males make up the largest.‘c;)mparison group with working
men; the dummy variable in this instance méy be tapping‘ into further generational
divisions on the issue. _Gfeater support for gender equity is also found among men who
are members of service and business groups. “This is in fabf the only time that such

vnvlembership is associated with more liberal attitudes on an issue. The greater sensi_tivity
of men in such groups may be due to the possession of greater knowledge of the problems
women encounter in the workplace. But men in Atlantic Canada stand apart for their
greater support for gender edﬁity: why this should be the case 1s not certain. This
§ertainly does not seem typical of the more ‘traditional’ culture often attributed to this

| region of the country.

The structure of opinion on abortion is less differenﬁ_ated by gender than opinion
on women’s roles. For both men and women, incfeasing religious coﬁimitmentv strongly
corresponds with weaker support for>chqice on thév abortion issue. And femim'sts among
both gender groups are much stronger in their support of increased access to abortion than

those who are most anti-feminist. Feminism does however exert a much stronger
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influence on women’s opinions on this issue than it does for men. Such a r'esult~lends
support to fhe idea that the feminism ﬁeasme is tappihg into something different in
women than in men. However, this ‘differlence", 1s only apparent on certain issues.

~ The presence of children in the home aiso exerts conservative pressﬁré‘o'n aﬁitudes
towards abortion. Fatherhood may trigger an awareness that extends the issue beyond
one of the rights of women to the rights of the unborn child as well. Among women, -
conservative pressure is also found in language group membershjp: Francophone women
are iess supportive of increased abortion access than are non—Francoplllones; The
language variable may be tapping into Catholic belief (given its correlation with
language) as a source of conservative opinion on the question of abortion access. But

Francophbne women are also more likely to be feminists so it would be incorrect to

. assume that Francophone women are any less supportive of abortion availability than all »

other women.

C cjmadianA Dualism

Table 66 shows that opinion on the longstanding question of the 'relatibnship,‘l'):é'tween
Canada’s two linguistic gfoups is mglrked -by a pattern of suppoft Struénired alon‘gl a’
number of dimensions: region, education, age, language ana feﬁhﬂSm are ééch linked to
dpirlion on this issue.. This attests to both the sélience and divisiveness of the issue. As a

‘contested’ issue central to much of the political debate of the 1980s, it is understandable -

> The coefficient on the children in the home variable in the women’s sample is strong but
fails to reach statistical significance at the 5 per cent level.
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~ that this issue reveals such a high degree of social stratification at the time of the 1988 |

election (Johnston, 1986).
It is also true that social stratification on this issue is remarkably similar between
women and men.- Quebec men and women stand apart from the other provinces in their

overall support of dualist policies. This regional support is strongly reinforced by the

~ supportive stance adopfed by Frahbophone women and men. The distinction of showing

the lowest degree of support for dualism goes to men in the Prairies. Their level of

support (0.45 on the index) ranks signiﬁcantly below the lowest regional level of support '

among the women (0.38 in British Columbia);' Put‘d.iffer"entlly, the 1o§vest lev-el‘ of
regional support f.(')rvduélism among the women lies roughly mid-way befweén the highést
ahd lowest levels. of Support for the men. Women and men in Ontario are thelmode'rates
dn' thjé, issue; with béth genders in the Atlantic provinces A\révealing only sligh;[ly greater
sﬁpport than in Ontério. | |

Feminism, no doubt because-of its strength in Quebec and its acceptance of

 diversity, also increases support for dualism. It is important to note that the strength of

the feminist coefficient among men is much larger than it i among women.- Put

somewhat differenﬂy, knowledge of a man’s feminist position provides greater insight

into his opinion on support for bilingualism in the country than would the same
knowledge about a women. If women’s adoption of feminism is rooted in existence as a
woman and therefore more personal than men’s, for whom it stands as one of a set of

related ideological positions about social issues, then one would expect to find that

feminism 1s more closely associated with opinion on bilingualism policies among men
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: 4Table 6.6; Deterrnjnants of Opinion: Dualism

Note: * p<.05; **p<.01. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.
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than it is among women. For women, support for bilingualism wlobultd be less intimately
éonnected with feminism in th;lt its direqt connection with the issue is more limited.

Age cohort similarly separates various support groups: tile age coefficients in the
women’s and mén’s samples reveal an increasing conservatism among older age cohdﬁs.
That }support for institutionalized bilingualism decreases among older Canadians may
suggest that for older ROC Canadiaﬁs resistance t6 the 1969 Official Languages Act may
not vlglave died, and the continuous play of the qﬁestion on the political agenda Would ‘

ensure it little chance of doing so. Younger Canadians, having witnessed little of the

- issue’s potential for extremism may as a result make them less inclined to disiniss official

bilingualism as éasily. It is also true that younger ROC Can.adi_an.s are likely to have had
greater exposure to the French lahguage thah older Canadians (e.g: French immersion
programs) and perhaps less negative experiences aé a‘resullt (e g refused‘emp'loyment‘due
to language requirements). Sﬁch factofs would account for the égé gaps in support.

The only factors that do not have consistent effects across the sexes are marital

- status and post-secondary education. Married women are less likely to support équal

‘status for English and French in Canada than are non-married women. Alternatively,

marriage is of little help in predicting men’s opinions on this issue. As noted earlier,
marriage also served to bring women’s attitudes closer to those of men’s in the state

involvement index. These findings pr’oVide limited support for Carroll’s assertion that

marriage restricts women from developing independent political orientations: on the

questions of Caﬂada’s duality and support for government intervention in the economy,
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' ‘ntlarried‘wlomen are #noré Qoﬁservatix);: in 6ﬁtlook than nevef Iﬁénied,v divorce'd,,ajnd

: Widovxlz'e‘d‘w()men.' . W_hat is lgss Clegr,nis whgl _,ma{‘rital status.i's reiévant ambng womén oﬁ
just these tWo 1ssues. Tﬂe re‘SI_llt's'ﬁ‘lrther. Shox_;v that‘,men With s@iﬁe post-secoxidai‘y

| education éxpe:rie;nc.e are inore vsuppo}rt'ive of the Mo founding nations version of |
Canadian hist(;fy Vthan other men, due perhaps ‘toi the‘ incre‘asved t.t)lerancej associated; with a

- higher education. No similar éssoéiation is found within the women’s sample.

Bfitish Ties
. Oﬁ t.he’ sym'bolli'é issue of corvltinued\ties With the mdharchy, the enduring dichot§my 3
betfveen Quebec and'the“ ROC 18 “cleevllr»l}ﬁ/ evident. As sh_oWn m Table 6.7, the opboSition_ |
of Quiebecoifs to. the trédi_tioﬁél and lﬁstorical -asSoéiétiOp ‘v—vith’ the Crown is‘ma;n'ifested on
two fronts: Quebéc resideﬁéé and :Fraﬁéophdne statué sﬁongly predict oppositiqn to
céntiﬁued British ties. -‘ ThlS dcmarcation is fbﬁnd among bofh wo’me‘n and @en, althdugh o
it is soméwhat stronger among the women. Menibéréﬂip n é cﬁlfural assbcialltio‘n iS"t‘lll‘SO
likely to be associafed with'wé-étker s'uppoyrt' fbf .'.ché Mbnaféhy; women and men in such 3
' aséociations are equally‘less suppértiv‘e of bontinuing ourr‘hjstofic ﬁes to Britaif;. In
contrast, thdse who are more ‘r‘el‘ig'i‘(.)us afg ﬁlore h']%el’y to Sﬁppoﬁ these tigs. _

Among Women, a. numbe.‘r: of additional sociai ii;dicators are ass'ocviated» w:ith
.' opilﬁons on the issue. Only afﬁOng women does ;ige, entér ‘as‘ éﬁgm'ﬁcant predictor of
 attitudes on this issue: older women are much.rrlllovre. supporﬁVé of ties to the Crown thé,n
younger women. It is not 'iI'nI.nedia'te:ly éleaf Why me‘h do nof exhibit the same pattern by B

- age. Post-secondary education also tends to have a modest c,on"se'rvative effecton - -

ol




Table 6.7: Determinants of Opinion: British Ties and Anti-Separate School Funding

Note: * p<.05; **p<.01. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.
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women’s support for a continued relationship with the Crown. HoWevel' these effects
are not found among men. For womén,.any lib¢ra1 push éomés from e‘mploymenti in the
pliblic séctor. While education is likely to ihtroducc individuals to alternatives to
continued ties with Britain, it is not clear why »employmént in the pubiic sector would
have the same impact. Neither is 1t clear Why these factors impad on one gender’s

-opinions and not the other’s.

Public Policy: Anti-Separate 'Schbol F una’iﬁg
The separate school funding index s‘tands togéther with abortién in the degree to which

_ attitudes on this questioh aré diréctljass;)éiated With religious belief, as; shOwn m Table‘
6.7. Besides religious belief, women and men share only one common determinant of
attitudes on this issues. Forvboth men and-women greafer support }for public'fu'nding of -
separate schools is strongly and directly associated With language: Francophones are
significantly more in favour of public funding fof separate schools. Only among men 1s
age an important pfedictor of ppinioﬂ. Increaéing age is associated with less support for
schooi funding, suppqrtihg évidence that opiiﬁons become increasingly conservative with
age or that there is some generational change in support for the public funding of separate
schools. However, only among women is feminism associated with attitudes on this
issue. -Feminist women are much m(;re likely to supbort publlic spending for separate
schools. F.emjnist men; vholwever, are ."n,o di.fvfe“r"ent. from all cher' meﬁ in their suppoi“t for

~ such policies. For men, support fbr Vsu_ch pélici_es’v is .1i111.<ed to their reiigious béliefs and
the language they speak; anioﬁg women, ih’addition to these -t§vo sources of ophﬁon,
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| feininist belief exerts an influence on such policies; It appears that among women
- feminists in particular an acceptance'bf diversity extends more fully to public support of

- that diversity than it does among feminist men. The egalitarianism associated with

feminist belief is more generally adopted by feminist women than it is by feminist men.

That the issue involves the education of children may be the source of this difference: if

feminism allows women to speak in their particular voice, a voice that includes women’s

“natural nurturance and compassion, then the evidence on this issue suggests that feminist

men will by virtue of their gender alone never speak in a similar voice. Feminism for

men will designafe a different set-of priorities that it will for feminist women. .

Public Policy: Low Environmental Priority and Energy Investment
Table 6.8 reveals that the sources of concern for the environment are very different for

men and women. For women, post-secondary education is likely to increase one’s belief

“in the priority that shduld be given to environmental concerns. Alternatively, religious '

belief is likely to diminish the priority given to the environment.. For men greater concern

comes with employment in the public sector. That no similar association is found among

‘wormen is intriguing and possibly stems from differences in the types of occupations

women and men are likely to hold in the public sector. In a similar patterning,
Francophdne women and"Quebec men are likeiy to adopt more conservative attitudes on
th{ev issue, although the ‘differentiation ié.slightly' greater among women. And unlike tllle
péttern for many othef iséues, women iﬁ'Atlantic Canada are likely to be differ‘ent' frém
the other provinces in the wéaker priority théy give to the envirbnment’ althdugh meq_
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Table 6.8: Determinants of Opinion: Low Environmental Priority and Energy Investment

“Note: * p<.05; **p<.01. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.
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in Atlantic Canada are not similarly distinguishable.
Greater differentiation aIso appears among the sources of concern over energy

“shortages between women and men. Three common detenninants>are found on this issue.

Post-secondary education reduces support fo-r encouraging invesﬁnénts in energy

inves>tments while _Francbphones are more willing to support the development of such
- projects. The only other significant common finding is that both women and men in the
Prairies are more conservative on tﬁjs issue. In addition, héwever, men in Quebéc are
significantly more likely to endorse public investment progréms in energy supplies than
' meh m any of the other provincés. This regional differentiatipn reflects each particular

- Tegion’s status as either an energy producer or an energy consumer ‘and the particular
interest calculations likely to accompany that status.

Amohg the differences in sources of opﬁﬁon on this issue is the finding that age
predicts opinion among men only: oider men are significantly more likeiy_ to endorse such
programs. Moréover, only among men is fefninism associated with lésé suppoﬁ‘for such
programs. Neither age ﬁor_ feminist consciousness are significant pre_dicfors of opinion on
energy investments among women. The differential impact of femi'nism in this éase again
point to the possibilify that the meaéure is tapping into something fundalﬁentally different
. across the two groups. On this issue, which appears to have littie connection to feminist
principles, feminist men aré nevertheless found to be more liberal than non-femjxliét men.
For many men in the sample, the fenﬁnist variable may very_Wéll be tapping into an
- 1deological pre'dispositiqn, rather than one of feminist consciousness. |

Memberships in some social organizations reveal significant associations with

-216-




opinidn on this issue, although the patterns :differ by gender. Kn(;wing that a woman is a
member of a service organization ‘éells us something else: the woman is likely to be more
sﬁpportiyé of the funding of big enérgy projects. On the other hand; knowing that man ié -
a membér of an issue group means that he is likely to Be somewhat less supportive of
such projects.

In Both the environmental priority and energy cases, women’s opinions are likely'
to vary with religious belief. This is trqe in neither case for men. Asa cofe'value, '
religious belief is associated withiless support for dealiﬁg §vith envirdnmental concerns
and with greater support for the developmént of new oilfields and dams, but only among

women. It is not immediately clear why this would be the case. |

Public Policy: Low Taxation and Extra BiZling

As sho§vn in Table 6.9 opinions on botﬁ taxation and extra billing by hospitais and
doctors m Canada reveal limited social s'tratiﬁcation.‘ Nevertheless gender differences are
~ to be found m the sources of such opinions. The presénc_e of a union member in the
home is fnoderateiy associated with approval of tax increases among both sexes, but this
1s the only common determinant. Among women, emplqyment and membership with a
political party are significantly associated with support for tax increases as a means of
cutting the deﬁcit. Feminism, on the other hand, is associatéd with a levelling oft of
support for tax increases but feminism is not associated with tax opinion among men.
Among Ihen, opinions on taxation have their roots in age: older mén aré significantly less

likely to endorse tax increases as deficit-reducing measures. The lack of a simular .
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Table 6.9: Determinants of Opinion: Low Taxation and Extra Billing

Note: * p<.05; **p<.01. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.

)
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- relationship émong women is infri'gﬁing..v "Buvt- mos't néta"ple is the finding thaf ‘\
Ame‘m‘ber‘sh_ip n alpolit:i‘cal party isjnegatively} -QSsoCiafed wifh OplIllOIl onﬂtaxa’t:ii'(v)h, the
A o‘pposité of the fmdmg :amor.Ig.‘women: This 1s the 'dnly time tha‘t' mf.:'mbe‘r.fships in a'socia"l
“organization pmduCes diam.etricallyloppos.ed reéults: \%vomen in p‘ol.i)iticvai partles “env‘dorse‘ . =
teix increases as a means of deficit r;:duCtit)n.while men in p‘(v)l_it'iceili I.)‘anie"s"endo‘fse,
| pre’s’umably,' spehding éﬁts. The sigmﬁgance of thlS fmdmg is cleér: wbmén and men in
political paftieé have very .differf:ht p'rvioritie.s.._v o
Opinions on extra-.b‘illmg similarly.feveal liimitedAsocial ‘stratiﬁc';a’tion. AFvor"b‘(.>t1‘1
sexes, much bf fhe differentiation m opmlon is to be ‘foumld acfoss income leyelé and age
- gfoups. Highér income emd gge le{}els.‘arré assbci;ited with_wea‘kened'oppo'siti‘on to exﬁa_ '.
| billjng by doctdfs and hospital_s:- F or men, mﬁmlsémship in a"':s’ervic.:e vor Bﬁéme;s
. 0rganizzﬁion is és‘sociat’ed with grea.te‘r §upport fogr. extra b'illmg.‘ Among women,.' -
- feminism énteré asa strohg pre&ictdr of o'pimon: fémim'sts '-are stﬁongem in their‘ oﬁposition‘» |
.tov such policiés than ndnéfemixﬁsts; ThlS may réﬂeét an ﬁﬁde;standmg 'émOnglfemin_i»st‘
wo’men. that is not matche('iy émong feminisf meh; namely that extra billjng would exact an
:'un¢qual burden on women. 'v The\,.same is also 1ikely true of feminism’s rélévanéé for
) wdmen"s opinions on taxation: tdxatior_l', as a.m_ea'nA‘sA "of deficit réductiofl 'w;;uld not éXact

as heavy a toll on women as would cuts to government programs.,'

- Public Policy: Immigration -~
Immigration is an issue which arouses deep sentiment and,triggers;beliefs on a number of .

“"fronts: compassion for those less fortunate than ourselves, 'queStions concerning the
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L abilitv of the economy to sust_ain an 1ncreasmg labonr‘foroe,-.'the ability of the welfare

- state-to bear the burden caused b:y«ir'nmigra’nts_‘ with few language'and other skills, and - - |

/

o justification for restii,ctingentry to refugees and those with substa_ntial financial assets.

Canadians in 1988 were slightly less than positive ab(_mt inerea‘sing i_mmigration numbers,
and no s1gn1ﬁcant, gender gap appeared on this 1ssi1e | | o
Nevertheless Table 6 10 reveals that the constructlon of opmrons on this issue
varies signiﬁ.cantly by gender. Arnong irnen, .weaker oppositio'n to _increased immigr_ation
is ass'oc:iated vvith.post-vseeonda:ry‘ experience;' ihcre@edfa‘rnilv mcome, feminist belief |
and inereased age j‘he 'lattef 1shkelya funetion (if“the' berception among voung_rnen of

the greater degree of job competition'introduced_into the .)labour'rnarkie't bv increasing -

numbers of immigrants; with greater job security or retirement in hand, such concerns are

of lesser importanee for older male eohorts.' *And the' effects.of the three former variables

. arein the anticlpated d1rect10n higher levels of farmly mcome bnng mcreased ﬁnancral

security and less concern for economrc self-1nterest fem1n1st belief increases one’s

| acceptance of plurality and- d1vers1ty and h1ghe1 educatlon is often assocrated with a

lrberahzauon of attitudes Each serves to reduce oppos1t10n to 1ncreas1ng the number of

 immigrants allowed into the coiintry. Religious belief is.associated- with weake‘r support
for increased immigration numbers while riiembership ina cultural assoei'ation' 1s closely .

 associated with support of immigration. For women, this liberal push is revealed among |

members of 1ssue groups. -

" Among the women in the sample, the impacts of post—Secondary education,

‘ religious belief andlfemini'st- belief mirror that-of Canadian men, but without the -
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Table 6 10: Determinants of Opinion: Anti-Immigr -ation and Anti-Union

- Note: * p<.05; **p<.01. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.
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comparable effec;ts foupd among age groups or income levels. Thus opposition to
immigration is less rooted in financial concerns for women than for men. Instead
regional differences exert competing pressures on opihion'. Women in British Coluinbia
are less likely to support ipcreased immigration than women in the remaining provinces.
It is not immediately clear why this issue in particular evokés a regional dimension in
women’s attitudes that is not matched in men. In sum; for mén Mgraﬁon policy is a
matter of ecbnomic seif—i_nterest; for women, it is more a matter of social gfoup cues and

feminist influence.

Unions and Labour Groups

Women and men are remarkably similar in their levels of support for labour and unions,
but the sources of suéh attitudes differ. As shown in Table 6.10, women disi)lay greater
variance in their level of“ union support across the factors included in the éﬁalysis. The
common determinants of opinion on labouf and unions are the presénce of a union
member in thé home, feMst éonsciousness and pﬁblic sectdr erpployment. Each of
these factors produces a strong liberalizing force on opinions, although the presence of a
union member in the home acts as a stronger predictor of opinion for men. This may be
due to the fact that more men in the sample are likely to have directly pafticipated m -
union activities; for women, it is more likely the union influence came through the union
membership of someone else in the home. Another statistically signiﬁcant.result in the
men’s sample 1s the weakér support among Prairie men for unions compared to opinion in

)
the other provinces. Men who are more religious are also less likely to support union
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activity.

Aniong the women, however, a number of additional determinants appear. The
importance of self-interest in shaping opinion is supported: support for unions lessens
with inc_rease;d levels of fanﬁly income. The correspondence can be assumed to stem
ﬁom eit'her'the visible gain's-.co.nnected directly to union activity (e.g., m wages a.ndfor.
| benefits) or higher union membership numbers among lower vincome families. Butitis
the lack of a similar correspond:ence‘ between inconie and union supp'(n“t among men that
is intriguing. This suggests that economic self—inferest, at least in this case, may be of
greater imp.onance for women.' It may also point to the fact that union_ membership is
more widespread across income levels for Canadian men which would account for the
negligible impact of income on labour support.

Union support is also predicfed by residence for women: women in Quebec are
less. supportive of union activity. Among men, th¢ prairie provinces are distinctive in
their lesser. suppdrt for unions; among women, it is Quebec that holds this distinction.
Finally, women’s membership in a service or business association is likely to bring their

“opinions closer to those of rﬁen: women in such organiiations are less supportive of union

activity.

Political Cynicism and Risk Aversion
As shown in Table 6.11, there is little evidence in either the women’s or men’s sample to
suggest that cynicism is structured by socio-demographic considerations. A common

determinant for both women and men is the presence of a union member in the home: a -
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slightly elevated level of cynicism is found amorig unioi1 members or ami)ng individuals
with a union member in the household. Among nien, cynicism also has financial and
pOlitical roots: higher income leads men to be less cynical about politicians and
government in general and membership in a political party is associated with less
| cynicism about pi)liticians. But among women, greater tiust in government requires in -
part direct contaict with its institutions: public se‘ctor employment decreases women’s
1¢V§1 of cynicism.; This result is suggestive of the cieg_ree 0 which income and fmancial
status are limitéd political vehicles: for \ivomen. |
Attitudes on risk aversion show a slightly higher level of socio-economic variation

and greater gender difference in the sources of opinion on this issue than is true of
p'dlitiéal cynicism. Feminist consciousness and post-sec_ondary experience exert common
pressures ori women and men in their support of attempts at social reform: 'both aré
associated with greatér supi)ort for such attempts. Among men, the desire for reform also
has regionalan(i vreligious roots: men in thé Prairie provinces are less likely to aidvocéte
reforms than men in the remaining perinces and religious men are less reform minded j
than other men. Some of this regisnal dimension appeais in women’s opinions but in a
different pattern. Womén in Quebec and British Coluinbia are less willing to ¢ndoise
reforms than women in the other provinces. Moreover, public sector employment is

slightly associated with women’s Willingness to a_ttempf reform: women eiriployed n the
public se‘ctor are slightly morelwilling to attémpt reform than thosé who are not simiiarly '
‘employed. It is perhaps the case that women who are more reform minded choose

employment in the public sector as an avenue for bringing about such reforms. The final
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~ Note: * p<.05; **p<.01. Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.
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distinction is in the finding that men Who are members of cultural organizations are far
more likely to think that reform is worth attempting than men who do not belong to such

organizations.

~ Conclusion
. The goal of this chapter was Vto d_ete,nninethedegree of différentiation that exists in the l:
social structure of w.ome.n’s and m’env’s 'ol.)inions across the range of 'issneé ,tappea by fhe
indexes creatgd from the 1988 CNE,S.'l The evidence s‘ugge’sts‘ that the 'differentiation is
_subtle, but nonetheless signiﬁcant. The cues that women and men look to for help in
determining their political opinions and variation in the strength by which social forces
influence each gender’s opinions cannot be dismissed. Gender does matter to political
~ thinking. A coﬁplete understanding Qf the nature of political thmkmg n Cnnada requires
the addition of gender, as a relevant detenninant of opinion, to those factors traditionally
considered as determinants of attitudes. In cnmbinatinn witn cher» social forces,
~ accounting for gendef ‘allow's for a better un'dersfanding of politicalz.t'lnnk’ing in Cém‘ada. -
But gender 'alon.e eXplnins only é small portion of the variance that occurs in
opinions. Women and men lool% to many Qf the same factors for cues in the determination
of opinion on a number of issues. On some issues, the:strength of those cues is similar; on
others, it varies considerably. Understanding the nature of the issue addressed increases
the likelihood one has of determining thé extent to which gendéf ﬁaﬁers.

Nevertheless, an attempt to look for simple patterns across the range of issues

226



examined would underestimate the cdrﬁplexity of the structuring of opinion. Gender role
socialization appears to matter little in the shapiﬁg of women’s political opinions. The
most traditional of gender roles, and the most ‘easily measured in an empirical sense, is
that of the homemaker. But, all things being_equa], ilomemakers do not differ in their
opinions from other women. As a determinant of opﬁﬁon, gender role socialization féils
“miserably. The adoptioﬁ of the hmﬁemaker role was significant for thinking 6n only two
of the issués investigated here: on opinioﬁs regarding equality for women and government
involvement in thé economy. That the measure should enter significantly in the wonién’s
rolés index is to be expected; the _indek itself included a Vaﬁable \.vhic_:h forced respondents
to choose betwéen staying’ at home or plirsuiﬁg dcarcer. “That it entered into only one of
the remaining indexes is more surprising. H.ovxizéver, these results replicate those foun(i. n
other studies of the gender gap and woinen’s opinions (e.g. Sle.lpiro, 1983: 143-167). Itis
_of course possible that the failure to find h01.n.e'make.r status pla&ing a r;)Ie in the
determination of opinions may be partially due to the ;Jveakness-of the measure as a true
proxy for the adoption of a traditional gender role. Some women '\;vork although they
believe their propér place is in the home; othérs s‘;ay home temporarily in order to care for
young children only to reenter the»W(-)rk.force at. a later date. Such factors are likely to
reduce the likelithood that homerﬁakers are found to hold opinions which differ
significantly from other women. .
‘The lack 6f relevance of women’s private foles to their public attitudes is also

suggested by the poor showings of both the marital status and the children in the home
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variables. Indeed, these variébles appear as often as predictors of opinion among mén. '
Marriage, when it enters signiﬁcaﬁtly asa deténniﬁant of opinion, appears to makeu
individuals mofe conservative in their opinions. This is true of men in the case of &e core
value of religious fundamentalism. And marriage acts as a conservative force on women’s
opinions on abortion, dualism and goveminent involvement in the economy. The only
exception to this rule is found in the case of opinion on British ties: married women are
likely to hold more liberal views on this issue than all other women. It would appear that
married individuals bring with them to their partnerships é set (;f opinions distinct from
other individuals, or that »the partnership coiﬁcides with a particular milieu that exerts
consefvative pressure on individuals within 1t
A similar result is found wifh the pfesencé of children in the home. In each of the .

three cases where it appears as a significant predictor of opinion, an increasing number of
childrenjin the home corresponds with greater coﬁservatism. ‘This 1s true of women for the
core valueé of religious Belie_f and feminism, and of men 1in the pro-life and state |
involvement in the economy indexes. Thus it seems that on some issues the private live’s
of individuals shape their .belie.fs. M_oré importantly this ié true of both worﬁen and men.
Three 1ssues éppéar particularly sens'iﬁve to private factors like marriage and children;
namely, religiosity, abortion and government involvement in the economy. In each case
the two private social fofces‘ are linked with more conservative opinions. The links
between the first two issues and private factors are relatively clear; with the issﬁe of state

involvement in the economy, however, the association is less easily discerned. Mothering, -
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at leaét with thé measure employed heré,~ﬁ1aﬁérs liﬁlc for wofngn’s polit_iéal épﬁlions. In
| coﬁtrést, fatherhood, élthough relativelsf weak cc')m‘pa:r‘ed‘ to otiler 'factors of relevance in
the detemlinati.o'n»(‘)f their opinions, héé a greatef imp‘ac"t in the éi}aping of thesé opviniérlls |
| tha:n:do;zs motherhood. It should not be foygéﬁéh'lthat mothering mattéréd fof wdmén in o
.the detérminaﬁon of the two»éOre v"ah‘le‘sv exaﬁijned in Chapter 5 f_emi;ﬁsﬁl and reliéi_‘os"ity," ’
v Th¢ causal links afe likely from fenﬁm’ém and religiési_tyto mothéﬁng: Womeﬁ who are‘l
religious and concomitantly less fenﬁhist @re more lik’eély to béc,Qm¢ mothers.
g Oﬁ-the other hand, the measu'ré of femipiéni ervrip;lﬂo'ye'd in thls iﬁvestigatioﬁ Ado‘es .
~explain much of the variation in women’s and*ine"n’é 6p111i(‘)ns.; It failé to entef
,Zsignjﬁgantly n just over bne quartertof fhe thirty-,eight rggr'essions\‘runi'n fhis. éﬁalysi"s;
 Moreover, whe‘ne.ver'fénlinism signiﬁcyantly ¢ntered into a fegression, 1t usually ‘dad sé ata
" ievel far ex@eeding that of the other:'deter,minants of opinioﬁ. “And m(;ré oﬂen théﬁi not, its _
impad differs with gender‘." - | | |
' ’Recalljlng the discussion 1n Chapter 5, 'there are énumlﬁer of weaknessps' in: the |
»feminism measure émploycd hefe. .T.he most: relévant-ié its .»inabili_ty to distinguisﬁ
‘between a feminism for men which m‘ay'bé"i(vleo'logicall}“/ drj\;en anda .womenfs femlmsm _'
thaf 1S ;6oted in gender coknsciou_snesvs..' Th1s weakr’less}isv borne out by the rvesuits.der'i\:(éd
~ in this Achapte'r. Femjnism.enter‘s more"stror‘lgly,for’ inén‘ oﬂ issues that are not dirgcfl_}';» '_ |
| éonnected to feminist concerns. kFor .pxampie, feminiém enters as a signiﬁcént _,
determinart only for men’s attitudes oh_the energy..inilesﬁnef.lt iﬂdex’aﬁd it 'er;ters mofé

strohgly'than is true for women in the émti-dualism index. On concerns that can be ) :

- 200.



considered of greater interest to.feminjs‘t:s,‘ the‘meavls’ure Has a‘stf(.)‘n'ger impact on women’s
‘ ophﬂbns than men’s: \it enters more strongly’ on the pro::hfe index,, a deéidedly feﬁlinist
| . issue; it enters signiﬁéantly bﬂy émo_ng women on the anﬁ-sép'arate' ‘ch:ho'_o.l. fundmg index
.. .perhaps-"dUe to'tﬁeh more lim.itédAnglean‘s' bf [;roviding for éuch' s‘chf)bling personally or to a
. beliefin ¢gé1itaria1ﬁsm that extendg'. to c_hﬂ_dren"g schooling; a1_1d'lit enters significantly |
- ‘only .amonﬁg women oﬁ the léw téxatidn and extra billing _indexes_p'erhaps dué to an :
‘ awar‘enes;,‘s o_f thé burden sﬁch .policiés would force inany ‘women fo bear. The necd for _the
. .in"clu'sion of variab_lés n surveyé bettér é_uited for the der_ivationof femjnism meaéures
- whjch;are Both more reliablé and dif%grentiat’e between feminisﬁ as pa‘rtAof. a generai
idteqgicél 'p;)sition and fénﬁnisﬁl tﬁat is. grOuﬂded in w:(‘)vmen’s éveryday eXisteﬁcé might
bfing us ‘clloser to ﬂnde.rstandinglthe' nature of each gender’sl political thjnking. For the |
- moment at least, feminism is a r‘-e}leva»n_t determinant of "(‘)pinions that muét bevinéh.lded
~among those traditiéi‘lally,c;)n.s_id‘ere:d to. shdpé ;)‘pinionsv in Canada.
' Mmg@mwmmmm¢mm®@mmwmﬂmmﬁmﬁmwmmm%dmﬁ
self-interest and social group membérships in explaining political thinking. Self-interest .
. appears as a feievént determinant of opinion in fifteen of the 'twenty“ind’exes and social :
g gr.01'1p memberships, appéérl to matter in everymdex inv’esﬁgated. These fg:sults ‘add to
' those genérated by previous research in publip opﬁﬁoﬂ n C%l;iada empﬁasizmg,the
il_nﬁortance of sucv:hvfactors.» | |
| . Does the rei‘ative ﬁnpoﬂance of self-interest,in ‘shéping opinions \}ary fo'erOmer_l

* and men? The answer to this questiori depends on the issue under investigation. On most
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iv,ss‘u.es,' famﬂy incofne éc_ts ina s,i,irﬂlariﬁiahn_er mstructunngthe oblinions of worﬁen and
' men in alllicases, bir'lcreased income Brmgs wi.th'if"a.re’dl_lt:tiqﬁ .'in‘concem‘ for i‘fhosg most.
dep‘endenfoh the“welfe‘lre state. Aiself-iﬁtéfesf argmheht suggésts that thé leSsened
réoncem for oné’s ow;ilv,ec:oﬁoinic foﬂtﬁés, that ac_cqmpanies highér iﬁcofne Ieyels
'cor_re_sponds‘ With the envd(v)r"semeht. of econoﬁﬁc; individualisfn aﬁ_&l‘pompétiﬁop, an(i
sqbse;iuently .les'se_r .supp(;'rt for gq_{);émméﬁt prOglramsy(‘ie”sighe_d to improﬂze the lot of those | '
" with iess of the comp_et‘it‘ive» spirit aﬁd déSﬁe té ensﬁre Self-sufﬁ;:iency; And thi$ is the )
case on a.ll. the e»c;omnomic issues iﬁve'sﬁgétéd h'erc’.‘ For éynjcism’ éﬁd attitudes on
immigrétioﬁ policy, however, the r,e;/"‘e"r’se 1s .true: higher inwmé: brin'gs. wiih it ,é
liberaiizaﬁon of attitudes on these two }lins.sues.. ‘ Tlﬁs patt@rn likely eﬁerges as a result of
differences inéociQ-economic cléssy.l : . B
On five iésues, family income appears to have a diffe'renti_al hhpeict on opinioﬁ: on
'tﬁe dgfence, anti-social spénding; continehfalisxh, vand_aﬂfi;unioh'iﬂdéxes the variabl.e‘ | .
. entefé signiﬁcantly jn' only the Women’s regfessions, o_r\at}the, very least at a strdiiger level
‘than fér ‘men; 6_n thé anti-immigratioﬁ; ahﬁ-éivil.iibertié'si'energy iﬁ?estment anci cynicisﬁl :
indexes, the variable enters significantly onto only }the. m;:;ifs regressibgé. Giveﬁ the
greater number .of women at 10wefl family income levels it séems»_thlvle_.ir m’ofe iiberai
opilﬁons stem mpart from lésser financial means. "It éisé Iﬁeans that on key gép iésué'é; -
défence,,}cbr»ltinehtalism énd s'o'cAi(al spending;'wome‘rl_5s 6pinioﬁ§ are more dependenf 91.1 :
: thei; personal economic qircumsttanées"thian is trué of mén. A |

‘Self-interest was also tapped By two other variables: »empl‘oyn’lent‘ status and public |
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v sector employment. Either alone or tpgether, these two .mee{sures were signiﬁcant in |

| Melve of the twenty indexes. And these measures show a sigtnﬁcant dégree of o
differentiation by gender as w,éll: in none of the regressibns does either of the two
measures significantly enter for bnth women and men. | And what stands out is the
relevance of public sector employment to women’s opmions:' on seven issues it acts as a
liberal force on opinions. Unanticipated, this result begé fnr further analysis to uncover
the relationship béneath these results.

. _ Finally, and in conjlmction_ with thé results obtained mrough previous research,
social group memberships are important components of opinion for both anen and men
in Canada. The age, language, region, and education measures enter significantly into
many of the indexes included m _tne invelstigation. Tne',presence of a union member in the
l:iome has reiévancé fnr fewer issues, ‘b\nt is nelvertheless* an important compnnent of
opinion structure. F eW nurpﬂses are found among these results.

Nevertneléss the results show that it is often the case that the constructibn of
- Qpi’ni()nS for women and men varies. First, the genefation gap m opinion appears more
often among the oplinilons of women than men and may play a part in four' of the recorded »
gender gaps in opinion. On the British ties, defence, socinl spending and éontinentalism}
issnes, younger women are vsign'iﬁéantl.y more liberal .in' their 0Pinions_ than older. Women.
- No similar generational division existAsv ninong men on these issues. This differénce
reflects the change m political outlook that separates generations of women. Such a gap in

opinion may diminish over time if the opinions of coming generations of women closely
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matph those of ‘today’s youngest generation of wonie’n. If so, then gender gaps on these
issues may increase over time. |

Ih addiﬁon, regional differences in opixﬁon are largely a male phenomenon. More
oftén than not the regional variatioﬁs ‘which structureé the opinioﬁs of Canadian men are

| not signiﬁcant for women. Regionalism, an important differentiating factor in much
political research in Canada, has a greater impact in nién’s attitqdes than in women’s. The
| SO;:ial" groups within local communities that allow for the transmission of 't‘he local |
political culture ﬁlay be less relevant for women than for men: the difference lies either in
the social and political groups that they choose to joiﬁ, or in the saliencelof those groups
to their male and female members. The relevance of this finding extends bgyond public
opinioh, and uhdoubtedly demands greater attention. Qualitative resea;rch‘on local
communities may prove beneficial in thlS regard.

Some hints are provided ‘by the social group membership variables included in this
analysis. More often than not,.membership in a political i)arty 1s likely to influence men’s
opinion more than women’s. The only time that memb.'efship in a party matter_ed more for
women was in serving to bring théﬁ attifudes on British Ties closer to fhose of men. On
the issue of taxaﬁon, hOwever, party membership revealed an interesting distiﬁction n
support of taxation as a means of overcoming deficits: women in political i)arties support |
it more than other wbmen, whjle men in parﬁes support it less than other men.

Service organizations are unique in their abiﬁty to bring women’s ophﬁons more

closely in line with men’s. ‘This is understandable given that these organizations, like
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p’olitiéal parties, are dominated by men Inyolvemqnt in thém serves to bﬁng women
‘opiniornl"s,j and hence politicai cultufe, closer to that of meﬁ’s. Issue_éfoﬂps, on the other
har.ld," although they’ enter 'siglliﬁcantly nto reéfes_‘sions less often thaﬁ service grouﬁs, - i '
se@tﬂ to move 'men’s' 'olpiﬁions clqser to women. Men who are involved in these
i organizations are more. libéral in their sﬁbport‘ 6f social spending and énergy prodﬁction
Versus consér'vaﬁc)n, aﬂd are more :lik'ely to endorse British Ties.‘.

| Interestingly, on two key gai) 'issués,: 'd.efence aﬁd cbntinentalism, women Who are
members of cultural or et.hm'cy c'nganiiationé afe fl;rt‘he‘r‘ away from mén n their attitudf:s. ‘
For Iﬁen; such organfzations srerve to m_‘ovc“their opiﬁions on immigration ahd;ref'ormA
zmwﬁmﬂm%ﬁw@mﬁﬂmﬁmm@yﬁmm@mgwmm@mmthm&mm;
only and women-only groups, if not as a fna&er of pélicy, then_; :at leaSt as a iﬁatter of
| course. This is qf course highly speculative.\ iSut further investigatiOh -iniglﬁ p'rovidek
~answers that reveal the relevance of social intefac’tion for wdmen’s ‘and men’s poliﬁcal

. opinions..
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Chapter 1: The Belief Systems of Womenl and Men

The ideological underpinnings of opinion, that is how indiyidual attitudes relate to each -

other in a hierarchical fashion and are constrained by core heliefs, provide an additional

test of the existence of distinctive gender cultures. This is the direction taken in this
chapter. With the use of factor analysis', the core beliefs Whichjn'nderpi_n women’s and,

| | men’s opinions will be isolated in an effort to assess their similarity. The working

assumption is that women’s and men’s opinions are at some minimum level driven by -

" ideological beliefs, but that the patterning of opinion around these core beliefs, or -
“heuristic tools, varies by gender.,. ' l\/lore speciﬁcally, the degree of constraint that exists

_in women’s and men’s belief systems may differ, as well as the patterns that appear -

among their opinions. Exploratory factor analysis provides a_means of determmmg the
validity of this assumption. The" ﬁrst part‘ of this chapter reviews the debate surrounding _

- the existence of belref systems in order to situate this analysrs within it. The second part' ‘

elaborates on the method of analys1s factor analysrs employed here to- measure behef
| systems‘ and the third part di'scusses the results ob‘tained ~in the analysis.~ The ﬁnal part
' wrll assess whether the working assumptlon stands up under scrutmy

Gender and Belief System

Belief systems are the interconnections between various opinions and the degree to

'Fora deta1led explanation of the factor analysis procedure see Harman (1967) For a’

less mathematically dauntlng look at factor analys1s see Kline (1994)
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» which those interconnectiona are hierarchic-al. lhey al’e éystems in;the senSe that core
bellefs; found at the high\est.level ;in"th'e hrerarchy, 'deterrnine or ahape opini’ons“ on -

' issnes- found ata lower level 1n the hierarchy.’ ' Ideology 1S ‘fo'ften assu.med. to 'u_nder‘pinv
oplmons on a range of ‘i_ssues.‘ An ideology is"-a ;‘coherent arrangement of attltlrdes "
towards groups of issues that is characterized by COnstraint: the,lpositions taken"on’
md1v1dual 1ssues by the 1deolog1cal voter must ‘hang together in some loglcal way
(Harrop and Mlller 1987: llS) In thrs sense, knowmg whether an md1v1dual’s core

-ideological belief lles on the left or rrght allows you to predrct therr opnnons on a range -
of more specific 1ssnes. The_releyanceof'rdeology;tothe shaprng of attltudes has ‘not |
heretofore b_een d‘irectly eValuated in the investigation:‘ the irnp_act-of femlnisrn asa .

‘ pOtential pro>§y. for ideologlcal orient:ation‘has‘ been introduced but the -statistrcal -

B procedures employed so far have not permitted tests of relative importance. Inclnding it o

. in this‘ stage of the ahalysis will allow- for the dete'rmination of its releyance to the |
opinions of men and women. | |

Bellef systems are not, h0wever,f mand of thernselves ideologiea; Belief 'systems
are more. general than. 1deolog1es their elements may be connected psychologrcally .
rather than loglcally Thus the fallure to detect logrcal constralnts need not be

g llnterpretedkas an rndrcatron that,mdryrduals_ have little or no_connectrons among the :
oninions they hold. Thovse connections may:exi‘st but.at first glance maynot appear_ to
have any loglcal rationale behmd them. They ca;n nonetheless c'onstitute bellef systems. ;

A complete understandmg of polltlcal thmkmg requlres a moye away from the ~

socral determmants of. oplmons towards the underprnnmgs of oprnrons The debate on
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the degree of constraint that exists in the beli;f syStemS of the mass public is ongoing; In
. hlS seminal article, COIiverse (1964) argued fhat ideological constraint was limited in -
American public OpmiQh." Aﬁalysing Ameri.can"election data, Conﬂferse céncluded that', .
for the most part, Ameﬁcans were devoid of any sophisticated system for détennim'ng
their opinions on various public issues. As he wrote;

A realistic'picture of political beiief syétems in the mass public, then, is not

'one that omits issues and policy demands completely nor one that presumes

widespread ideological coherence; it is rather one that captures with some

fidelity the fragmentation, narrowness, and diversity of these demands

(1964: 247). ’ to L C
His coqclusi(m, given its ranﬁﬁcaﬁons for démoc‘racyﬂgmd the fact that it contradicted
standard belief, was met with scepticism and much subsequent research has attempted to
overturn it.

Converse’s coﬁclusion.was based on his findings of low correlations across ‘a}
range of connected issues in survey's of the géﬂefal public, and to iow correlations across
repeéted measures in panel déta. He concluded thaf while a minority of the populaﬁon
adoi)tgd real. unchaﬂging éttitudes, the greatest share held ‘non-attitudes’ that fluctuated
‘ 0V¢r time. The measi_lred randomness in response was due to “people with no regll
| -attitudes on the rﬁat@er n question, bﬁt who for so;ne reason felt obliged to try a response
to the item despite our generous and repeated inyitation to disavow any opinion where -
noné ‘was féltf’ (1970: 175). It was mcorrect, he concluded, to impute belief systems to |

thém‘ass public, and mbre than this, evidence suggested that a majoﬁéy of ‘Americ.:‘an‘s_ |

thought little about political issues and as a result held no real opinions on them.
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refute the notion that the mass pﬁblic was ideologically unéophisticate’d.- The first
éttempt, by Nie et al. (1976), pointed out an increase in correlaﬁons between issues in
American-public opinion 1n the period since Converse first reported his findings, an_d
cohéluded froﬁl this that ideological consistency was depeﬁdent on the stimulus received
from the politicalv arena. If the mass public Waé as ideologically unsophjsﬁcated as |
Converse, claimed it was due to the lack of both political cues and politically salient
issues at the time of his investigation. The 19605, a particularly politically salient period,
4became the ihstfument for gélling together the opinions held by Americans.
Unfortun-ately,.Nie et al. based their conclusions on evidence generated from measures
that héd changed ovér the two periods of study, and the increased correlations were an
artifact of thése chahges. ‘As -pleasing-b as fheir conclusions were, they lacked empirical
suppbrt

Others have looked to methodological r_e'ason's for the low levels of constraint
found among the maés public. Achen (1975), in pvarti‘cu'lar, has shown that much of the
randpmness surrounding attitude response is due to methodological consideratibns, rather
than ideologicai lones. The ‘vag-ue language used in survey questionnaires is directly
re’sponsiblé for much. of ﬂuctﬁétion seen in measqred opinions. Having “cleaﬁed”
Con?erse’s data of its methodological noise,'_A‘cheﬁ W;IS a.‘vble'to show that the public was
more attitudinally consistent that Converse’s conclusions would have us believe. Yet |
ofhers have noted that the assumptions requ'iredlto reniove this methodological noise are
as arbitrary as those made by Converse (Neuman, 1986).
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Thrée separate and distinct paths have recently been take'nv by work in this area and
suggeSt different avenues for vdismissing the minimalist clélim. The first takes as a given
the fact that abiding and consistent opirﬁons are less than abunda.ﬁt in the general public,
and thus are unlikely to be ﬁeasmed by survey instruments. This should not be taken to.
mean, however, that the mass public’s belief systems are predominantly made up of non-
attitudes. The point is, suggests Zaller, that public obinion ﬂuctuétes over time with the
~ salience of particular issues, dictated to some extent by media coverage, question -
phrasing and placement on the questionnaire, as well as personal e);periences (1992:
266). Thus there 1is little reason to assume that individuals will givé the same respoﬁse to
a survey question frdm oﬁe time period to the ne){;c. Opinions do» and will vary over time.

Neither should variation in opinions be interpreted as a lack of politicél
sophistication or reasonableness in the public. There is a generél range within which -
individuals will reépond to survey questions, the range det_emljnéd by their selective
conéideratidn of the mix of messages presented to fhem daily. The more informed an
individual 1s politically, the less likely such mésséges are to have a substantial effect on
his or her political opinions. Similarly, pérsonal political predispositions, or political
vélues, will predispose individuals to accepting certain messages and rejecting others and
thus dcfenriine the range of rési)onses given to survey questions. Although this variation
is normally limited to a particular range, attitude change can occuf “not by producing a
“sudden convefsion experience but by producing gradual changes in the balance of
consideratiops that are preseﬂt_ in people’s minds and available for aﬁSwering survey

questions” (Zaller, 1992: 266).
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A seéond bré:nch of recent work suggests thé minimalist claim may rest on the
metﬁods employed to study ideological strucfure, rather than on the true underlying
structure of opinion. Most investigatidns of aftitudes hav’e rel_ied on measures of bi-
variate correl‘ation which consistently underestimate the strength of response consistency
across items. Factof énalysis, as will be briefly explained below, attempts to overcome
the limitations in the buse of bivariate correlations for estimating the constraint which
exists across opinions.

A third branch of work attempting to reverse the minimalist cohclusfon accepts

_that manyvindividuals‘ lack political sophjsticatioﬁ and that many pay little attention to
politics. These researchers claim, however, that -reasbnable politicalvthjnking can take
place in spite of these two factors. Individuals develop judgemental shortcuts, or
heuristic tools, that allow them to manage vpiolitically (Sniderman et al., 1991). A.further
hypothesis is that the minimalist conclusion may rest on the assumption of causal
homogeneity: the calculus empldyed by individuals in the determination of their opirﬁops
is assumed not to vary across the mass public.. Sniderman et al. question the merit in such
an assﬁmption. There 1s little reason to assumé a priori that all individuals employ the
same processes to reach their attitudes and opinions. Such an ass;umbtion coﬁld mask
important elements of belief systems within these separate groups and ‘hide important
differe‘ncesbthat exist in the stri;cturing of their opinions,_ in effect leading us to conclude
the larger group is ideologically unsophisticated 'When in fact sub-groups. within that
grboupv hold structured belief systems. Given fhis possibility, 1t seems thaf one could méke
an important case for examining men and women se‘parately since their political outlooks
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may diffef_.

If ﬁust be emphasized that the assumption of a difference in women’s and men’s
belief _systems isv nqt meant to imply that women and men look to radically different |
'idgological sources for opihiohs. Canadian Ihen and wanén are after all engaged in the
same political system with its concomitant political.debat'(‘as and ideological strains. The
salience of particular politicél issués 1s unlikely to vary dramaﬁcally betWeen the two |
groups. The différenc_e, it is suggested, might lie in the details of those belief systems,
that is‘in.the strengths of éssociation of opinions to core beliefs.

One could speculate on the possible differences in the belief systems of Womén
and men. Returning to Gilligan (1982), if the ethic of care and emphai’sis on
egalitarianism over individualism that is argued to guide women in their moral decision-
making extends to their political '_opinion—sétting, then one could speculate that their belief
systerﬂs would be constrained around an ideology that includes community responsibility
for indi\}iduals. The ability to separate éco{nomic beliefs and community conéerns might
be less true of women than men: women who believe that‘ government has a role to play
in the economy might also believe the role should extend to the resp_onsibility for
governments in ensuring that all are treated equally in economic and otﬁer areas. The
éame set of opinions might be less tightly constrained for men if theyAare able to simply
disconnect the two sets of issues. Men’s core economic beliefs may play less of a r§le n
determining their opinions regarding social government intervention. |

The more interesting Speculation lies in the positioning of feminist belief amdng '

‘other opinions. As revealed in Chapter 6, women are slightly more supportive of
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feminism than men. " Morve(‘)ver,_r men’s support of felmini"sm:;is' more gremded in social
context th_aﬁ is true of women: women reveal Iﬁuch le'se 'sociai differenﬁaﬁen.in feminist
" belief. If this is extended to belief systems, it may prove Tt’o' be tﬁe case that the rqle of
feminist belief is inore centrel in. Worﬁen?s Belief systems than men’s given tile.fact that it |
is less. likely to Be sheped by social eontext. If women’s supp.or‘t:,of fei_njn_lj'sm stems frein

- gender consciousness then it may i‘elate to.a greater mimber'of,issues'_fof them. -

Measuring Belief Systems
Factor analysis pr(‘)v'ides”a Astatist'i'cal m_ethod for examining theée core Beliefs. |
underlyihg political opinio_ns 'a,nd the'.deg'ree toVWhich these core beliefs eonstrain opi.nlionT
Thus tﬁe meth._(:)'vd( allows for the detenninetien (_)f the" degree to vs}hjch. fhe epirﬂof;s of | _ |
‘women and men a’re: ‘struc.tured’,vf(‘)rv an inveéﬁgaﬁen ef how wdinen and men conneef
politic‘alj and other issﬁes,' and _hehCe for a .comparisen of thls particﬁlar‘ element of their
pqliticéii opinions. Aithough a full efkplanatioh of the techniqﬁ'e 1s out of place, a bijief B
discussion of the method is fin’volr"der. _ - | 4
’. The »ulsuall teehnique empioyed for aé_sessing att1tude eons‘traix_lt.is to cempute'the l S
' mean.leyel of bivariate eeneiation ae'ro“ss» aﬁi]mber of 1'espehse .item.s." But as J ohnsteﬁ s
'éxplains ( 1988: 58-59), these biva:r'iatecorrelations are lees than‘a.deq"uate measures of
| iele.o_logieal eﬁ'uctu;e for tWQ mam reasons. Bivariate an‘aly'ses are not applicable to |
Iﬁefarchical structureé beeaﬁse they _generelize from pairs of essqciaﬁens' to the larger -
.~ system. While pairs .of‘ as'sf(;ciatiens give us some in}fonnat-io‘n oﬁ-thevgtreﬂgth Of

association in a set of variables, this information will only provide a partial and somewhat -
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.distofted picture of the larger system. S,écond, bivariat¢ éonelations of items related to a
third unmeasured underlying factor will consistentl_y underestimate the streﬁgth of that
relatiqnship; If the true rélationship between t_h¢ two items 1s to an underlyingfactﬁr, the
correlation between thé two items will underesﬁﬁlate the level of | constraint tha_t.exisfs in
the systemk Fér example if itehi A and item B afe éachcofrelated to Factor 1 at thé same
le‘vel, for example 1=0.4, then using biva;iate correlations as a measure of constraint
would yield a bivariate correlation of only r=0. 16 (i.e.r,,=r,,'1,,=0.40-0.40). The bivariate
correlation will underestimate the true underlying coﬁstréin't between the two items. Thus
only in estimating the hierarchical stfuéture qf opinion i‘s 6ne able to get an éccﬁraté ‘
'measur‘e of the stfength of ideological constraiﬁt n the: mass public.r The .lvlsual 'statiétical
method employed for measuring such systéms is factor analysis.

Factor analysis allows for the simplification of a complex set of data by
condensing the information into a smaller set of factoré. F éctofs are constructed from the
correlation matrix underlying the data using ar_;it_erative process; those féct_ors :which,'
explain the greatést share of the Vmi@ce amongrthe data are said ;c(').‘ur-lderlie them, and in
- this sense a hierarchical relationship beﬁveér_l 'factors and items is derived. The goal in
factor analysis is parsimony: that S(')lution‘which most simply ex{plhainsv.the correlétion
| matrix 1s best. Hence in this case factor analysis cah be used to answer the question:
what constructs or factors might éccount for the correlations betwéen the indexes?
Undertaking the énalysis"separately for women and men allows for the cbmparison of
these underlying constructs, or factdrs,, beﬁeén them.

The analysis consists of submitting the indexés employed throughout this
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invg:stigatiOn to the factof analyéis procedure.” Both the feminism and religiosity -
measures are included given the arguments concefning their central, albeit differing, |
importance for the determinétioh of men’s and womeﬁ’s opinions. The e.vidence.
bresented in the chapters on the gender gap and the social sﬁucﬂue of opinions supports
the relevance of both core values to the determination of opinions, and thus pfovide;
justiﬁcation for their inclusion in the analysis of belief systems. Including both in the
~ factor analysis investigation tests their overall relevance in belief systems and aliows for

aéseésments of differences in their relevance 1n that system by gende‘rt.f

The first step in the analysis consists of computing the correiation matrix for each
sample in order-to defermine the 'appropri.at'enevss of the facfor model and to identify |
variables >that do not‘ appear to be r¢lated to the other yariables in the model. Compﬁting
the correlation matrix for the indexes employed‘ in this study revealed that one variable,
or index 1n this instance, poorly correlated wifh the other indexes. Given the lack of
correlation between the low ta~x‘a§i0n‘index and the remaining variables, it is.unlikely that
the index shares common factors with ;hem. hAs a result the low taxation index was
dropped from the factor analysis pfocedilre. With listwikse deletion of missing data in the
factor analysis, the sample size 'dfopé from the oﬁginal 2099 to 1406. The final sample
consists of 749 men and 657 women. | |

The vsecond ‘step in fhe analysis, factor.extraction, determines the number of faétoré

to be employed in the rotation stage of the analysis. It is ﬁossible to compute as many

? The estimation program employed is SPSS for MS WINDOWS release 6.1.
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factors as their are variables in the analysis; each successiyg‘ factor V\;ould account for a
portir)n of the residual variance among the indexes untill the tota_l variance is accounted -
for. However, this would not corrlply with the goal‘ of the analysis: parsimony. Tlrus in
~ this stage (rf the analysis a decision must be made regarding the smallest number of
factors to extract in order to adequately represent the déta; A number of methods are
available for determining the number of factors to extract. In this investigation, both
principal component and maximum likelihood methods of extraction were employed.’
The results of these tests showed that five factors could adequately represent the women’s
index data and that six factors would suffice for the men’s. Maxirﬁum likeiihood was |
employed for the extraction stage of the analysis for the remainder of the investigation.
The final step in the analysis, rotation, attempts to tranrsfo.nn the factr)rs in an
effort .to make them moré interpretable. V*The goal of rotatidn is to get each index to load
significantly on only one factor and thus to achieve a more sirrlple structure. There are a
variety of algorithms used for rptation, but the two principal choices are between
orthogonal and oblique rotation. Orthogorral rotation results in factors thatl are
uncorrelated; oblique rotat‘ion,‘ on ‘rhe other harld, allows for correlation arrlong tﬁé
| factors. In this investigation oblique'rotation' (OBLIMIN) was emplbyed for the rotation

stage of the analysis since it is unlikely that the extracted factors, or core beliefs, will not

covary to some degree. OBLIMIN allows for this possibility.and hence 1s likely to more -

> The eigenvalues, scree plots and goodness-of-fit tests were examined as criteria of the
number of factors needed to adequately represent the data. Each confirmed the selection of
5 factors for women and 6 factors for men. - -
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accurately model the belief systems of Canadian women and men.

Results

The results of the factor analysis procedure éppéarin Tables 7.1 through 7.3..
Table 7..1 presents the results of the extraction stage of the analysis for both women and
men. Tables 7.2 aﬁd 7.3 provides the .factor pattern results, the sum of squa;res values’,
variance éxplained by each fa‘ctor,v aﬁd the factor cgrrela_tion matrix derived in the rotation
stage of the .analysis. Téble 7.2 presents the resﬁlts of the women’s sample and Téble 73
presents the results of the men’s.

The results suggests that some structure exists in the politicall thinking of
Canadians aﬁd that any Variaﬁce in(thé belief systems 6f women and men is limited. At
tﬁe extraction stage of the analysis, five fa\ctors. emefge among the women accounting for
47.2 per cent of tﬁe total variancé among the indexes.- Among the men, six factors
emerge accounting fof 53.4 per cent of the total variance. Given the sheer diversity of
opinions included in the analysis, the’s.e are robuét results for Both gender groups in that
conimonl factors ‘explain’ half Qf the variance found among the indexe.SQ

Thel ihdexés that load on the first common facfor extracted at this stage provide

further evidence that some measure of ideology permeates the opinions of Canadian

s

* Sum of squares are equivalent to eigenvalues in the unrotated solution in the sense that
this number divided by the number of variables in the factor analysis is equal to the
proportion of variance accounted for by the factor. In oblique rotation, however, they
represent the direct contribution of each factor to reduction in variance removed of any
contribution due to correlation between factors.
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Table 7.1: Factor Analysis Results: Women's and Men's Extraction Stage Results®

Women Men

First Common First Common .
Factor Communalities Factor Communalities
Defence 39 44 ' 34 . 26
Continentalism ‘ 54 .47 .54 . .48
Anti-State Involvement .53 42 S | 47
Anti-Social Spending. .56 42 .56 52
Anti-Feminism 47 ’ 27 .46 : - .39
Anti-Union : 45 21 47 25
Capitalism .58 45 4 .66 ‘ 58
Extra Billing _ 33 .20 39 .23
Anti-Dualism 25 28 .39 39
Religiosity .09 35 . -.11 _ .56
Pro-Life ' A1 . .36 -.10 41
" Traditional Roles 25 23 16 25
Anti-School Funding - 15 - .37 18 31
Anti-Civil Liberties 31 29 : 18 10
- Anti-Immigration 21 . 32 : .16 - 32
British Ties =~ - 17 18 - .06 16
Low Enviro. Priority -.01 ' 29 11 12
Energy Investment =~ .17 . d6 . 13 10
Cynicism ‘ -.04 21 . -4 41
Risk Aversion ‘ 14 17 ' 18 22
Initial Statistics - .
% of : ~ %of
Eigenvalues. = Variance Eigenvalues Variance
Factor 1 - 3.01 15.0 . - 3.09 _ 154
Factor 2 200 9.8 . 2.09 ' 10.4
Factor 3 o '1.76 - 8.8 _ 1.90 9.5
Factor 4 140 7.0 , 1.36 68
Factor 5 1.32 6.6 - 1.23 6.2

Factor 6 - S - x 1.01 , 5.1

Notes: * Extraction method is Maximum Likelihood.
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women and men. In each case the first common factor accounts for 15 per cent of the
variance found among the indexes. "Alithough much: of the variance remains unaccounted
for, a common ideological underpinning cannot be discounted.

The index that loads most highly for both genders is the capitalism index: its

“importance and relevance to the ideological debate lends support to the idea that
Canadians do rely at some level on ideology as a means of inaking sense of political
~ questions. 'Morenvér many of the remaining indexes that load signiﬁcantly on this

- i:o_mmon factor are issues which have driven much of the ideological debate in Canada:

the role of the government in the economy, the social support of groups and
organizations, relations with the United States, the poéition of unions, defence policy, and

the health caré debate over extra billing. Of particular interest is the fact that the

feminism variable loads sigiiiﬁcantly on this first common factor for both women and

men. Although this was anticipated given its significance in many of the indexes in the

regression stage of the analysis, it does suggest that feminism.has played itself out as an
ideological debate linked with other political debates.

One index loads on this first factor among women but not men: the anti-civil

- liberties index which might be interpreted as evidence that community concerns are more

fundamental to women than men given its failure to load on the first factor in that sample. |

Upon rotation, however, attitudes on civil liberties fell within a grouping jpf indexes that
was nevertheless identical between women and men.

The anti-dualism index loads signiﬁcantly on the common fai:tor for men but not
for women. For mén, opiniori on ianguage policy is very much tied up With othei,
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ideological considerations, particularly economic ones. For women, however, éttitudes
on languége policy are not connected with core ideological beliefs, and form a separate
set of considerations from economic ones. This différence did not sort itself out upon
rotation. The connection of o'pinion'oh Canada’s dual naturé to other dpinions is (iuite.
different for women and men. |

The rotation stage of the analysis pfovides the most relevant information in that if
attempts to simplify the relationéhip uncovereci between the variables. Simpl-iﬁcatiqn n
factor analysis refers to a solution in winich variables load Sigrﬁﬁcantly on just one factor
and in which each factor has a number of variables that lbad on it but for which the
remaining variables have close to zero loadings. In order to 'mtcrp;et the factors, each
index is included in that factor upon which it has'the hjghest factor loading but only if
that factor loading reaches the minimum acceptable level of .30. Tables 7.2 and 7.3
present the results of the rotation stage and for eés‘e‘of interpretation the loadings‘ also
~ appear in descending order of strength by factor.

The women’s factors are labelled ‘Econgmic Liberaiism’, ‘Secularism’; ‘Social
Tolerance’, ‘Environmentalism’, and ‘Internationalism’». In the women’s sarﬁpielevery
index meets the cut off point and thé_ only variable to load significantly on more than one
factor is the continentalism index. This suggests that women were likely to see the
questioﬂ of ties with the United States as both an issue of economics and nationalism.
The absence of further multiple loadings suggests that a relatfvely simple structure exists
among their opinions. ‘Simple’ in this context applies as a criterion in the factor

analytical sense and not as a more general evaluative assessment. Simple implies a lower

249-




-0S¢C-

Table 7.2: Factor Analysis Results: Women's Pattern Matrix (Oblimin Rotation)

246

-.011

Economic Social : Inter-

Liberalism Secularism Tolerance Environment = - Nationalism
Anti-State Involvement .63 -.13 161 .05 -.05
Anti-Social Spendmg 54 17 .19 .03 -.04
Capitalism 52 .03 -.25 -.13 23
Continentalism 48 -.05 -22 22 31
Extra Billing .46 -.05 - 11 .06 -.08
Anti-Feminism 39 16 15 -.14 +.04
Anti-Union 37 .07 .08 -07 11
Pro-Life .01 .61 -.05 .01 -.11
Religiosity -.13 52 13 15 .09
Anti-Civil Liberties. A1 .46 -.08 -.09 15
Anti-School Funding 17 -.44 29 -.26 .06
Traditional Roles 13 40 11 -.15 -.03
Anti-Immigration -0l .07 47 20 23
Cynicism -.03 -.07 44 -.04 -.14
Anti-Dualism 12 .02 39 - =27 .08
Risk Aversion - . .05 .05 38 .15 .03
Low Environmental Priority - .04 .03 17 S2 -.07
Defence - A3 .01 -.05 -.06 - 58
British Ties -.10 .05 12 -.17 37
Energy Investment .03 - =04 : . -.03 24 _ 32
Sum of Squares (Variance Explained) 2.34 (11.7%) 1.31 (6.5%) 1.07 (5.4%) .68 (3.4%) .61 (3.0%)
Factor Intercorrelations : ‘
Economic Liberalism 1.000
Secularism .073 1.000 :
‘Tolerance .095 107 1.000
Environment -.068 016 -.083 1.000 _
Internationalism 159 .037 1.000
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Table 7.3: Factor Analysis Results: Men's Pattern Matrix (Oblimin Rotation)

Identity Politics o 391 .

.044 -.028

Inter- Identity
: Economic Liberalism Secularism Immigration Nationalism Environment Politics
Extra Billing 49 -.03 -.04 -.02 -.00 -.02
Capitalism .49 -.00 -14 .43 -12 16
Anti-Social Spending 48 .08 - 41 -12 -.04 14
. Anti-State Involvement - .45 -12 .04 -.05 22 29
. Continentalism 39 -12 -.10 .30 32 .10
Anti-Union 25 .10 .02 .20 10 22
Religiosity -.03 .68 24 .05 .03 -.19
Pro-Life -.08 .63 -.10 -.06 .04 .08
Anti-Separate School Funding 15 -.41 28 -.12 -.18 .02
Anti-Civil Liberties - ' 20 38 06 A1 -31 0l
Traditional Roles .08 33 .06 -20 -.05 26
Anti-Immigration : -.01 -02 57 .10 08" -.06
Risk Aversion . -.06 .07 38 01 .04 18
Cynicism - ' -.14 -.03 .29 -.52 12 13
Defence ' .06 -.06 17 44 .06 .09
British Ties -.14 .04 17 32 =15 .03
Anti-Feminism : .00 .00 -.06 09 -.00 .63
Anti-Dualism .08 -.10 31 . -.07 - 18 39
Energy Investment - .00 .02 -.01 27 14 .02
Low Environmental Priority .07 .08 16 01 29 -.04
Sum of Squares (Variance Explained) 2.49 (12.4%) 1.49 (7.5%) 1.30 (6.5%) .63 (3.2%) .50 (2.5%) BP9
Factor Intercorrelations ‘ .
Economic Liberalism 1.000
Secularism -.055 1.000
Immigration .059 .082 1.000
Internationalism 159 074 -.009 1.000
Environment .085 -.012 -.022 - .069 1.000
-.071 256 -1.000



levell of constraint among the factors in the belief system. Factor inter—correlations
suggest ﬂns mlght be the case: the only significant bivariate correlation is that between .
the Econornic Liberaiism and Internationalism factors reflecting in part the signiﬁcanf
loading of 'the' cdntinentalisrn index on the Internationalism factor. | |

The'mén;s factors are labellnd ‘Economic Libefalism’, ‘Se‘c:ularisnl’;'-_
‘Immigration’, ‘Internationalism’, ‘Environnlentalism’, and ‘Identity Politics’. Thre¢
indexes fail to méet the minimally significant loading level on any factor: anti-uxn'on,.
‘energy investment and low environmental priority. Tne anti-union index just fa.ils; to
meet the minimum criteria for sigm'ﬁcance in three of the factors: Economié Liberalism,
Internationalism and Identity Poliﬁns. The greater the support al man gives to unions, the
more willing he is to allow governmént involvement in the economy (i.e.. more
ecbnomically libgral); the less supportive h‘e.'isv of i11t¢mati0nal ties and defence spending;
and the more supportive he will be of polincal claims made on the basis of 1dentity.
Although the labour index fails to load signiﬁcanﬂy on a factor, its connection to several
factors indicates that the issue connects to anlnnb.er of fundamental beliéfs,: rather tha n to
just one alnne. That it loaded 'signjﬁcantiy on the first common factor suggéSt’s its overall
relevance, rather than irrelevance, in men’s belief syétems.

Unlike union support which failed to load signjﬁcantly on any index, n numnel' of
mdexes loaded significantly on more than oné factor in the men’s Sample providing
evidence that the structure of men’s belief systems is more constrained than womenfs.-
First, the canitalismr index loads on both fhe lEnonon.lic Liberalisrn and intémaﬁonalinm‘

factors. Men who support capitalism are also likely to be less cynical about politicians -
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- and more supportive of British ties and defence spending. Second, the anti-social

spending index loads on both the Economic Liberalism and Immigration factofs. Weak
support for social spending; on programs like welfare, _unemployment and education is

likely to coincide with weak support for increased immigration numbers. Third, the anti-

- dualism index loads on both tﬁe Immigration and Identity Politics factors. Support for

official bilingualism is likely tokc'oﬂincide with su‘pportAfor increased immigration numbers.

Fourth, the anti-civil liberties index loads on both the Secularism and Enviibnment

. factors. Support for the protection from goVemment interference on civil liberties issues

is connected with weak religi_ous‘ conviction and heightened environmental concern.
Finally, and similar to women, men respond to the issue of continentalism in a number of
ways: it is at the same time an eeonomic issue, an international issue, and also'a‘.post- |
materialism 1ssue in that it loads onto the envirqnment factor (reflecting' perhéps the
culturai side of the debate). The greater complexity in men’s belief syetemSi is'suggested
by the fa.ctor‘correlation matrix as Weli: moderate correlatic_)ns are found betWeen both the .
Ecenomic L.iberaljsm and Immigfa&on factors and the Identity Politics factor.

The conclusion thaf wOfnen’s belief systems are less cohstréined than men’s is not

borne out by a comparison of the mean inter-factor_ 'correlat.i»ons. The higher the mean

‘inter-factor correlations, the tighter the constraint that exists among the factors. The

mean inter-factor correlations for the women’s matrix is X =0.0895 and x,=0.0944 for the
men. There is little reason to conclude on this basis that women’s belief systems are less‘ -
constrained than men’s. The only suggestion that this might be the case is the finding of

multiple loadings for several indexes in the men’s pattern matrix. As such, there is less
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than overwhéhnjng evidence of differences in éonstraint.

The patterns that emerge upon rotation of the factors reveal that much of women’s
and men’s political thinking occurs along similar lines. Although only one of the factors
1S identical in composition between..them, mény of fhe remaining factors differ only
slightly in their composite indexes. Moreover, many of the grand'p;)litical (iébate’s that
have taken place in Canada are reflected in these pattefns: women and men in Canada
have taken part in these debates at the .l'evel of their opirljons. There is in fact little reason

to believe a priori that women’s and men’s belief systems would show much deviation in

that both are responding to the dominant pdlitical world. If, as Zaller (1992) sﬁggests,

opinions are 11kely to ﬂuctuate with th_é Saliehce accorded individual issués, and because
the forum witlljﬁ which such issues are débated is similar for men and.wémen, thén there
is little reason to assume substantial deviation in the connections women and men make
between issues.

The fa.ctor vyhich accounts for the. greatest sfnare of the ‘variance amdng fh_e indexes
for both women and men is the Economic Liberalism index. The -Econonﬁc Liberalism
fdctor essentially taps into the debate regarding the market system and the vplace of the.
individual in that system. Within the framework developed by Christian and Campbell,
the Economic Liberalism factor reflects the business liberalism strain of Canadian
ideological debate.” For both men and women, opinion‘s on the rbl_e of business m the

marketplace, competition and private enterprise go along with opinions about the

 See Christian and Campbell (1983).
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: 4p1fivatiz‘ati0n of crown corporatidns; the size and strength of trade unions® and extra-

billing by doctnrs'and hospitals.v There are, nevertheleés, slight differe_ncc_s in.the relative

loadings nf the component ind'e;xes.‘ betwean w_onien and mén. For wbmen,' atate' :
,involvemént_in the econoxny and antif_sdcial spending sentiment drive onﬁnon on thjs set
of issues. For men, thare is littla différenﬁafion among the _strongest four loadings k(F)n the
group of Qpinions: _ | |

The Economic Liberalism faqtor also i’ncludes vopini(')‘n:on conﬁnentaliam and’free
-nade with the Un'ifed Stateél. It appears fhat for most 'Canadians the' .heig.hfened kdebate
fhat occmrefi 'du'rjng the 1988 eie’ction camnaign concérnjng the future of the Canadian

state as an independent economic and cultural nation did not take place in a ‘Vacmim. The

issue 'appe'ars'_to‘have been placed within a larger context of govemme_nt regulation of the

markét place and support for capitalism itself. A rejection of the basic tenets of business

liberalism corresponds with a rejéction of increasing economic and other ties with the US, - |

and with an acceptance of economic nationalism..

- .‘ AWhille the Eéonnnnc LibefaliSm fact'Orr reflects a genéral fiattern amnng Canadian

' Inénand women, on one of its component issuésv.the‘ f;)vo gf(;Ups deviate. Atno'n‘g‘women
‘the fénﬁnism measure lnads significantly onthe Economic Liberalism factnr. The anti-
‘fe;ninism index does not load on this factor axnong men. Thas for women fen.u'nistv belief
1s rooted cenﬁally among tneir most ‘fundamental econonli¢ considerations: Atn ‘suppon

‘government.effort's for women goes han_d in hand with government support in other areas.

§ Although the labour index falled to load on the Econonuc hberahsm index in the men’s -
analysis, its highest loadlng was on th1s factor. :
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On the -other hand woren wno reje"'_'ct govemment efforts towards wornen_ are l1ke1y tobe
f less supportive of government’s involvement in the ‘economy?'geheraliy. For Ine'n, |
honyever, central belbiefs regarding gonemment support in the economy do,not vextend to
feminist concerns; instead they form a separate, less,lcentral,'”set of conc‘erns;. as‘ discussed- '
.below. And fhe connection between fernjnism and continenralism-(including free_ trade
with theUS) s clear: to lsupport fennnrsm isto reject conﬁnentalisrn. The centrality of
feminist belief to women’s opinionsand not to men:’s is made clear by these results.
Thus the core 'ideologiCal belief, Economicrlsiberalism, explains _th‘e iargest share of the :
padem in both women’s and men.’s opi.n"ions.'_» Onlvy‘ among wornen, howe{zer, does thi.s
pattern include feminist belief. :

A second factor, Secularism, 1s driven largely by reiigious belief and includes'
A policy issues that have‘a directj connecfion to those beliefs. E_Fhis‘ facror is the only one |
that is common to both V\vaornen and men. Tnat ao'ortron opinion loads on tﬁis_ factor
among both groups suggests i‘ts'connection to Both religious belief and attitudes on‘civﬂ'
liberties. |

The_public fundrng.of p_rivate schools ‘issu.e‘ also loads on the Secularism ’factor'
rather. than the factor addressing the de;gree'of state economic mteﬁennon. This issue, -
which has a long history in Canada 1s fundamentally regarded as a rehgrous questron To :
be religiously fundamental corresponds w1th support for the pubhc fundmg of separate
schools regardless of one’s beliefs concernmg the approprrateness of govemment
intervention in the economy. The anti-civil liberties index also loads ,signiﬁcantly on rhis,

factor. - The inclusion of this index, which ties into such issues as homosexual rights and
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publication bens, suggests that moral imperatives rather than rights issues are most
important for assessing opinion on individual libe'rtiee. Stronger religious
fundamentalism corresponds to greater support for state restrictions on civil liberties, as a
means ef protecting social values and morale. “Accepting the need for achieving equal_ity
for worﬁen is also liIiked to secularism: acceptence of women’s equality, as tapped by our
traditional roles index; requires a low level of religious belief. This mirrors the women’s
movement argument against organized religi‘on because of its unequal treatment of
women and the restrictions it imposes on women. |
"The tlﬁrd common factor, lab'elled Intefnationalism, taps inte those iss_ues that
reflect Canada’s ties to the werld and oeher nations within it. Canada’s poéitioe in |
NATO and defence spending as components of the defence index are linked together with
the question of Canada’s ties to Bﬂfain. The factor suggests an understanding of
international politicai questions: to argue for maintaining ties with Britain implies an
opinion that rests not only with the historical importance of those ties, but aiso with t.he
| intematieﬁal consequehces of severing those tiesf Why the energy inve‘stmenf index
loads significantly on this index is uﬁclear. But for men, concern regarding defenee
spending and British ties 1s also connected to levels of-cynicism: in order to endorse such
policies men must believe that governments aﬁd politicians are trustworthy, honest, and
capable. |
Among both groups, the low enviromhehtal priority index does not ‘fit in’ easily ,

with the other issues included in the analysis. For women the environment index is the

-only variable to load significantly on the Environment factor. It is unwise to label factors
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~with so few components, and les.s wise to take them at face value, but at the very least 'its-
exclusion does suggest that opinion on environment issues is managed iﬁdependently‘of
other issues. This makes intuiﬁvé senSe::enviromﬁentél’c_;oncem has exist.ed‘.at one level -
outéide thé debates on government involvement in the economy. Howe\»/er‘;th'e

| Environment factor is less straightforward for men. The low environmental priority index
itself just fails to meet the cﬁterion of significance on the factor. Two additional indexes,
continentalisﬁ and anti-civil .l'iberties load sigm'ﬁcéntly (_)h the factor but theif 'éﬁo;lgest
léadﬁlgs are on other factors. Tt is not clear what to make of this pattern.

In the remaining factors minor differences in womeh’s and men’s beliéf systems
appear. Fér instance, both women and men link support for an open iinmigraﬁon policy
with a willingness to attc.:mpt‘refo‘nn in society. This combination cc‘)mpl‘e.tes the fourth -
Immigrétion factor among the men’s sample. | |

For women, however, 1n addition to these two indexes the factor inciudes the
dualism and cynicism indexes. That women’s obinion on French—EngliSh relations in -
‘Canada combihes with the anti-immigration, cyniciSm'and risk aversion indexes is quite |
telling.“ It suggests that support for bilingualism stemé‘ in pért from an acceptance of
diversity and p'luralism generally as well as faith and ﬁust in government. Social
reformers tend to agree with government social pglicies designed to overcome perceived
social 'concerns: immigration policies ghould bé relajxed_ to allow.for grea_ter numbers of |
immigrants, and Ofﬁcial bilingualism is an acceptable method of recohciling Canéda.’é |
two solitudes. Social conservatives, on the other hand, are less likely to endorse fhat
government adopt such social roles. Lébelling; this‘ fa@tor ‘Social Tolerance’ is an explicit

-258-



atterﬁpt to highlight this fac‘t.7

For men, however, langﬁage policy appears mére clearly to be an issue of identity,
or grdilp, politics._ The anti—dﬁalism index loads with the.:'feminis‘m variable on the sixth ‘
‘Identity politics’ factor. For men, the language debate appeais té have been understood
in teﬁns of gfoups demands on the state. By the sarrie-foken, femﬁﬁsf sentiment _waé.éiso .
ia_rgely one of identity politics: to support feminism meant that one was also likely to
suppbrt policies designed to piotéct the French language in Canada: It appears tﬁat tfl_f:_ -
- question of bilinguélism and Quebec’s place in Canada is perceived to be one of support:
‘subsidizing’ the Frénch languége fs accepted alongsidé of support for anothe-fgroup, ‘
namely women. In contfaé;c, for women feminist sentiment was \}ery much tied ﬁp _wit};
core beliefs on‘ capitalism and gove_mmépt’s role in the economy generally: it was not
seen as an issue of group demands but rather as a constituent element of economic
libcrﬁlism. | |

‘To further investigate th;e nafure of constraint among women’s and men’s belief
systems, the factor analysis procedufe ;N'as undertaken using controls fér p(;litical :
Soplﬂstication. Converse (1964) suggests that the d¢g1'ee of constraint amorig opinions
increases with,political sophistication.  Education is employed here as a proxy for .
political sophisticatioh: thosé resi)ondents having séme post—secor}dary education are

considered to be more politicélly sophisticated than those without. Table 7.4 and 7.5

71 struggled with the labelling of this factor. It did not seem to be an immigration factor,
per se, given its additional loadings. The use of the ‘tolerance’ label is not meant to imply
that women have a greater or lesser level of tolerance than men; it merely taps into the
- relevance of social refonmsm to this factor
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Economlc Liberalism Secularism Group Support Internationalism Immigration

Energy
Anti-State Involvement .66 -.09 .29 10 .04 ' .01
Capitalism .61 -.00 -.14 =22 .06 - 11
Continentalism .59 .02 -.16 -.09 .03 15
Anti-Social Spending 49 .09 .01 -.04 -25 -.03
- Extra Billing - 47 .02 -.06 .08 .10 11
Anti-Feminism 38 .07 .08 -.05 : -.23 -.25
- Anti-Union .33 - .04 16 03 -18 - -.18
~ Religiosity -02 .70 14 01 .04 11
Pro-Life .00 63 -.08 .10 -.01 -13.
Anti-Civil Liberties .10 40 . -.03 -24 .04 -.01
Cynicism -.08 .03 .56 15 - -.08 .04
Anti-Dualism .02 .04 .50 =27 .02 -.06
~ Anti-Separate School Fundmg 13 -.33 41 -.09 .08 =11
Defence . .16 -.05 -12 -.56 -.11 .00
British Ties ‘ -.07 .06 .06 -47 -.00 .06
Risk Aversion =11 -.07 .00 -.06 -.69 -.07
Anti-Immigration .05 .05 23 -.18 -39 16
Energy Investment 12 .06 .02 =22 -.09 .50
Low Environmental Priority .05 .09 -.06 16 -.26 .19
- Traditional Roles .02 21 .04 -11 -.10 -.29
Sum of Squares ? 2.77 1.36 1.23 61 57 48
Variance Explained 13.9% 6.8% 6.1% 3.1% 2.9% 2.4%
Factor Intercorrelations :
Economic Liberalism 1.000 :
~ Secularism ! L1111 11.000 ‘;! .
Group Support [ 052 -097 1.000 j
Internationalism =266 -.165 -134 ¢ 1.000
‘Immigration -.166 -.297 -202 138 | 1.000
Energy 023 039 -175 108 -.000 1.00



Government Involvement Secularlsm Capitalism Tolerance Social Concerns Civil Liberties

Anti-State Involvement ' 72 -.09 ’ 10 00 - 14 .00
Anti-Feminism -~ - .55 .09 ‘ .00 07 -12 . -.10
Continentalism 50 -.07 -20 -00 . 32 28
Anti-Dualism : .48 ' -.05 16 15 -39 RS
Anti-Union _ .48 16 -.14 .09 .07 .08
Extra Billing - = 36 -.08 - -14 -.08 15 -.14
Pro-Life : 14 7 14 -.12 -.06 .08
Religiosity -23 65 -.05 21 04 =13
Anti-Separate School Fundlng _ 13 =39 - .16 - .16 -12 -.05
Traditional Roles _ .18 . 30 - .08 .04 -.01 -25
Cynicism .07 .03 - .64 13 .00 -.00
Capitalism 49 ' -.10 -.59 -05 -.03 K -11
Anti-Immigration _-.10 -.09 .06 .68 .07 A .02
: g Anti-Social Spending : 36 -.05 ’ 01 44 19 -.42
—  Risk Aversion : : .08 .05 .04. 34 -.07 -.06
Defence 21 .03 ' -27 28 .01 20
Low Environmental Priority 09 .03 ' -.02 - .18 , 35. : .04
British Ties : -03 .02 =22 - 19 -.32 16
Anti-Civil Liberties - .00 25 -.24 16 -.08 | -.26
Energy Investment .05 .08 -21 .06 .04 12
Sum of Squares 3.08 1.55 1.34 70 53 34
Variance Explained _ 15.4% 7.8% 6.7% 3.5% 2.7% 1.7%
Factor Intercorrelations o : '
Government Involvement 1.000 ,
Secularism -.014 1.000 :
Capitalism ' -.184 -173 1.000 -
Tolerance : 294 132 -.094 . 1.000
Social Concerns | 130 -.033 - 122 -102 1.000

Civil Liberties 185 125 234 -.086 092 1.000




provide the results of the rotatio'n stage of this analysis for women and men respectively.8
A number of interesting results emerge fiom this éinalysis. First, the mean inter-
factor correlation rises for both Women andj men:. among women with some
college/university experience the mean correlation is §r=0. 132 and among men with
similar educational exnerience it is >‘<r=0._l33'.. This increase suggests two-things. First,
women.and men with greater politicul sonhistication connect their opinions to a greater’
degree than do those without. Thus tighter'eonstraint 1s associated with greater |
| sophistication fot both women and men. Second, six factors emerge from the analysis of
the opinions of women with some post-secondary education. The pattern that emerged
for all women included only fiVe fa‘ctors. Despite this change, however, the ﬁrist_factor to
emerge in this second analysis comprises the same indexes that were included m the first
factor for the full saimple of women. | Changes are only to be found m the indexes that
compose the remaining factors. This suggests that as woinen’s political sophistication‘
increases they make a gr’eatet number of distinctions among issues and thus eonneet them
into more distinct groupings. Third, ‘and of greatest interest, among men with some
college and/or university experience the first factor that emerges upon .rotation includes
the anti-feminism index. This was not the case when all men in the_sutvey were
submitted to the factor ainalysis procedure. vThus if feminism has ideological

-underpinnings among menv, this connection is only likely to be made among men who are

8 Although the analysis was also undertaken for women and men with no college and/or -
university experience, low correlations of some of the indexes to the remaining indexes in
the male sample made for an unstable pattern matrix, and so the results of this test are not
included here.
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. more politically sophjsticat‘ed,, or at the very least with‘ the higher degree of tolerance
~ associated with higlier education. |

Based on his findings, Converse (1964) suggested that the alignment of -groupv
membership and political behaviqur 1s shaipes_t among the moSt.p(v)litically~ sbphisticated
and fades as the level of political sophisticaﬁon d‘ecreases. These fmdinlgs- suggest,‘
however, that for women the relevance of menibérship with women as a group (women
qua women) does not depend on political sophisﬁcittion. Fo‘r'wom.en feminism forms a
core element of belief irrespéctive of their levels of political sophistication. If feinjnism
_is‘ part of women’s ideologies, then, this is an ideology that stems from something other
than political séphistication and tolerance. An argument cim bei made that it is van |
ideology that stems from the personal, rather than the political. Women’s belief systems

are in essence extensions of their experiences as women.

Conclusion

The investigation' 1n this chapter atiempted to addre;ss two main quéstions. The
first concerned the degree of ideological structure that exists in the aftitudes of .Canadian |
women and men. The second focused on the degree to which these structures, if
“substantial; diverged between these same two groups.
In the case of the first question, one can conclude with ;i degree of confidence that 4

there does exist an underlying pattern of belief in those attitudes included in the factor
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a.nafysis procedure.’ The measured factor patterns account for nearly 50_percént of the
variance across all the indexes submitted‘ for analylsis n both the men’s and women’s

' samplés. Andm the} rotated factor niéltrix a nnumlber of substanfive faétors émérge that
correspond vﬁth .a number of basic Canadian politic;.a,l 1ssues aﬁd concerns: the proper role
fo; gove@ent n the econdfﬁy and as ébrqtedor of moral 'standar&s; feﬁgious beliefs as

~ they connect with various political issue.s; multiculturalism, at least at the level of

_ immigration policy; international concerns on the imi)ortance‘ of relations with ofher
‘countfies; environmental concerns; ﬁﬁd the idenﬁty basis of politics. It would appear that
Canadian WOmeﬁ' and men do have belief systems driven in part by ideological concerns.

" The second question concérﬁed distinctions that might appear in comparisons of
women’s and ﬁien’s belief systems. The evidence p?esented here suggests that there is
little divergence between the belief sysfems vof Canadian women and men. Differences
" are apparent buf these differences are in the detail rather than the substance of women’s
and men’s belief éystems. Thé basic core beliefs guidihg Women and men overlap to a
grez_:lltAextent. The divérgence ‘exists in the connections of lower order opinions to these
core beliefs.

In the first instanc¢ there is little to suggest that there is a difference in the level of |
constr'aint exhibited in their belief systems: wbm_en and men appear to -éonnect their
‘opinions more or less in the same manner. There is little evidence that Gilligan’s claim

of a different voice extends to women’s and men’s belief systems. A gréater ethic of care

? One must concede that the factor analysis procedure is dependent on the mix of
variables entered into the analysis. ' ' '
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and the heightened relevar'l‘ce.of comrhum'ty concerns.di(.i not appear among patterns in
 their opinions. It may well be that the deinance of the male political culture restric;ts

the degree to which such differencéé might appe'ar’ in belief syétems in the fugt ‘.instanc‘e.
‘The connections individuals ma.ke‘between iésues are likely tc; be guided by’the dominanf

political discourse; This diséourse reflects thedominaht pblitical culture, the male |

culture, and as such Qery little of a women’s political culture 1s likely to appear among

those connections. |

" The most significant differepce that exists in women’s and men’s beliéf systems 1s

A» the dispérate positioning of the ferrﬁnisrﬁ measur'e among the faétors. This pfovides

substantive support for concluding that the measure taps into different considerations for

women and men. At most, the belief systems’-evidence suggests that feminism is a
fundamentél concern for women: it is an element of generai liberal .belief. For men,
.howev.er, feminism exists as an element of gen._eralvliberall belief oﬁly anién’g the
politiéally_ sophjsticated. In tﬁe absence of control for level of political sophisticétion, .
femjnism for men is'reduced to one‘ of a number of demands that groups make on
governments on the basis of their ide-nti'ty.. As an element 'of their belief systems, the
issue-is both less fundamental and lelss persénal.‘ Thﬁs thinking about women’s feminism
as somethjng other than an ideology‘because it is rooted m thé_ persdnal 1S incorrect.r
Feminism is part of women’s ideology, rooted in their gender consciousness, and
connected to core beliefs. For men, on the other hand, feminisin,aS ideology is dependent
on sociai context: it only becomes part of a fundamental group of beliefs with political
sophisticétion. | | | l
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Chap. ter 8: Gender Difference as Cultural Difference

That women and men are different would come as no surf)rise to students of biology.
That women aﬁd men hold different views on politicai isgues nught not .astonish the
- proverbial person on the street. However, such differences have ﬁot been aécepted by a
large number of political scientists who argue"that gender differences are small and that
such differences are essentially artifacts of differencés in social or economic status. This
study rejects that position and has demonstrated differences between women and men
both in their bolitical attitudes and in the manner in which their attitudes are constructed.
Moreover, it provides strong evidence that gender differences are not eliminated by
‘considerations of S():cio-economic status. |
Using survey evidence gathered at _tﬁe time of the 1988 federal election, this
study has attempted to take some steps towards investigaﬁng the existenc.e of dual
political cultures in Canada, a women’s political culture and a men’s political culture.
This chapter will feview tﬁe findings gathered throughout this study in an effort to
elaborate on these elements of women’s political culture. . The evidence suggests that the
| patterning of women’s and men’s opinions anvd.distinctiohs in the sburcés of those
~ opinions point to distinctive political cultures.
Three separate investigative paths were followed in the attempt to discover the
existence of disﬁncﬁve political cultures. | In the first part of this chapter the ﬁndihgs of

each investigative path are summarized and linked to the distinctive culture thesis. The
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second part reflects on the potential sources of this women’s political‘ culture. In the final
part, suggestions for future research in women’s political opinion studies are made, based
in part on the limitations encountered in this study, and on the need for gathering

longitudinal evidence on the existence of this culture.

A Women’s Political Culture

Polit‘ical culture is deemed worthy of study because if is assumed to have a direct impact
on the means and endé of politics '(Stewan, 1994.). And poliﬁcal.values and opinions
constitute a key ele’fnent bf political 'culture..‘ Achrding to Inglehart;

| “culture is a system of attitudes, values and knowledge that is widély

shared within a society and transmitted from generation to generation.”

(1990:18). B

Values consfitute':‘ preferences and prioﬁtics. They are held for their own sake, andv
prbvide a means fé_r judging human actiVity. They are yardsticks by which activity and
choices are measme&. Opinions, on the other hand; are expressions of | attitudes and :
beliefs. They are also a reflection of \;alues.- The péﬂicular set of opinions and values _
held by womén cqnstitute a women’s culture.

Women are at the same time more religious and more feminist thén meh. This
cqmpetitioﬁ ‘of value-s 1s irﬁportant for the d_évelopment of this culfure, to be addressed at
;gréat'f:r lengfh beloW, but it is not the soie lcomponent of a particulaf women’s culture.
This culﬁ;fé_ is reflected in attitudinal differences which persist despite controls for socio-
demographic differehces and the liberalizing impei_ct of feminism. This cultural difference.

is also found in the influence of various social and economic factors that shape attitudes
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generally, even. on issues thatl}d(.) not revéal 'gevnder difféfences n supp'ort, and it 1s found
in the importance of gender in the shaping of_ women’s belief systems. | In an effort to
explain this cultural difference one mayv -looi< tb biologic_él or phy;iological differences.

In terms of a women’s political culture based oﬁ their distinct values and opinions, |
Bashevkin (1993) suggests just such a poséiblility based on wo'men’bs and men’s
differences in opinién on political interest, efficacy, party support and selected political
issues. Her account, however, was brief in_ itﬂs iﬁvestigation of womenfs gtti’tudés. This
study builds on this earlier work and éoﬁtinUes gathering evidence on the existencé ofa
women’s political culture.

~ The .opilﬁ(éns of woinen and men sﬁrvcyéd in the 1988 CNES suggest an emphasis
that differentiates women from men. Consistent with a number of earlier studies on
gender and opinions, women are found to be leSS ‘hawkish’ 'in their support of defeﬁce
spending and membership in international defénce organizations. This difference. in
belief is perhaps the most longétandmg and the most persistent of those found between - -
women’s and men’s opinions.

Evidence is also provided that women exhibit opinions that conform to a broad; ‘
gauged_humanitarianism, or ‘agape ethoé’ (Bernard, 1981: Chapter 21). Their weaker
conservatism on a number of issues suggests a greater concern for the .well-being of B
individuals than is generally true of men: women are less supportive of the capitalist
system in general; they endorse a greater degree of govemmént involvement in thé .
econbmy; they ﬁre less supportive of increasing economic tieé with the United States; and

once the influence of religious belief is removed, women are more egalitarian in their
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support for the proteétion df civil liberties. This gender gap in opinions is comparable to
many of the gaps on these issues found at differeﬁt ﬁﬁes and in different countries.' It
suggestsrthét Gilligan’s insight that moral decision-making in women épnstitutes an ethic
of care Iﬁay have validity with _respéét to tﬁeir‘p‘olitical opinibns as well. ‘A‘ccofding to |
Gilligan,

The morality of rights is predicaféd on equality.and centred on the

understanding of fairness, while the ethic of responsibility relies on the

concept of equity, the recognition of differences in need. While the ethics

of rights is a manifestation of equal respect, balancing the claims of other

and self, the ethic of responsibility rests on an understanding that gives rise

to compassion and care. (1982: 164-165) '

Th'j.s ethic of responsibility, rooted in women’s psychological development, seems ;
to pervade women’»s political opinions at.a. certain lével,'despite ’the overall i)aucity of
women’s participation‘in formal politics aﬁd women’s relative _inabiljty to see thejr values
embodied in that poliﬁcal afena. The differences in opinion extant, regardless 'of their
size, provide evidence of this particular focus or ethic.

On the remaining, often less generally:measured indexes, fhe evidence of gendér
gaps 1n opinion varies. No significant differences are found in defence of ofﬁéial
? bilmgualism. And stereotypes notwithsfanding, women afe not ﬁore reformist than men,
Neither are women fouﬁd to be any more cyﬁical ..ofl politicians and governments. |
Wofnen are, however, moré likely to support equélity .er womeﬂ, both 1n their career
choices and in government support of women asAa group.

Intriguingly, in one of the strongest attitudinal differences recorded, men are found

to be less likely to support efforts to maintain ties with Britain. Women it seems are .

-269-




fnore likely to be Monérchist than ﬁlen. These in-ternationalijsAt ties do not, however,
extend to a support of increased immigration nor to :s'upport of continentalism. Women
are no more likely to endorse policieS whose airﬁ is to increase the number of immigrants.

| coming into Canada and are less likély, by a fairly wider margin, to endorse incréased ties
with‘the Uﬁited States. The pattern that exists am‘ong._thesAe various issués suggests that
women are generally (mi)re liberal vthlan men.

What nxight éppear to bé. the existence of gaps on more broadly worded questions
(e.g. government involvement versus extra billing) 1S in mény cases simply an artifact of
the coﬁpositibn and labelling of ind(;xes. The only index composed of quesﬁons that are
very general in their wording is the capitaliém index. The remaining indexes contéin
precisely worded questions. Thﬁs it seeins unlikely that greatér precision in the wording .
of surVéy questions, for instémpe in fhe likely beneficiaries of a pérticular policy change
or prograim, is responsible for the absence of gaps on some issues. )
On the separate question of differences in cofe values, religious belief and

‘ femjnism, gaps are also found t(b)‘\ex‘ist bc;tween WOmen and men. 'Wo'men are more
convs‘ervati'vve m their‘ religious 'béljiéﬁ n othér wofds; women are more réligiously
committéd. This greater religibﬁs conservatism-has beeﬁ reported elsewhere (Conover
1988; Poole and Zeigler, 19855. The. cevnt»ra.l role of religion jand the Church in female
cultu_ré_ includeé its use as an arena for commﬁnity»..part'icﬁ.ipation, an avenue f.or‘ | |
community : good works’ includihg visiting the sick‘a.nd .carir‘lg for the poor, and, given - |
the role of the family in teaching faith to childreﬁ, W»ofnen’s role as mother insures 1n part

their commitment to religion and religious faith (Bernard, 1981: 496-497). Thus religion
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plays a greater role in many women’s daily lives, dnd in turn, a greater vrole.in the

determination of their values and hence political opinions. As an example, the initial
impression that men were significantly @ore ﬁberai in their support of the availability of
“abortion services disappeared when the impact of religious belief was removed.

Women are also more likely to support feminism than are men, although by a |
smaller margin than that found in religious belief. The lidnted difference in support of
feminism may stem paﬁially from the linﬁtations of the measure employed in this study.
The difference in both the social structure of support for feminism and its position
relative to other opinidns in belief eystems sugg‘est's that despite such limitatiens; some of
the difference in this core value is picked up. There is litde that is new in this finding.
The suggestion that feminism in men and womeﬁ is different has been made. by a number
of researchers (Klein, 1984; Fulenwider, 1980)._ The debate has centred on the distinct
roots of women’s and men’s ferhihism. Klein argues that women’s feminism is rooted in
their gender consciousness and self-mtereet but that feminist belief for men is part of a
more general ideological framework. The evidence presented in this study ‘contradicts
this hypothesis. It euggests, in support of F ulenWider’s ﬁndings, that femimém is

- centrally rooted among wemen’s attitddee but that it is less dependent on self-interest Va.nd
social status than is the case for men. ‘Tt appears to be rooted in women’s existence as
‘Womeﬁ. Feminism forms a central element of many women’s politicai ideology. For
men, support of feminis;n 1S dependen_t on self—interest and social status; it 1s very miuch
.shaped by their social circumstances. Feminism at times forms an element of menfs

ideology but generally only for men who are more politically sophisticated. Feminism -
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becomes part of men’s world view only when self-interest becomes a secondary concern.

‘Whevlt then are the mcst relevant ﬁndiﬁgs in the gender gap stage of the analysis?
First, the existence of gender gaps on issues fhat have consistently been found to be gap
issues suggests that the phenomeﬁa of gender gaps is not fleeting. Their persistence
discounts the possibility that changes in'.women’s situational experiences, €.g. increasing
educational and income levels and workplace activify, which might be hypothesized to
 bring their attitudes closer to those of men, have brought ebout signiﬁcant changes in
their attitudes. Thus, like the results found by Bashevkin (1993), women’s politicalv
integration seems unlikely to significantly reduce the size and significance of gender
gaps. |

Seccnd, the inability to explain away the liberal gender gap through social and

economic factors provides support fof ihé existence of a distinct women’s political
culture. The limited size of these difference should not be taken as grounds fo.r
discountiﬁg the jmportancevof that distinction since the fact that women and men éhere |
many of the same experiences alone is likely to ensure a correspondence in their
opinions. The fact that any difference exists at alln suggests that unique experiences of a
particular viewpoint contribute scmeﬂﬁng distinctive fo each gender’s opinions.

The ability to conclude with some measure of conﬁdence thaf divergent cultures
 eﬁﬁMM%nmmmmﬂ@mmmpmMWQMw%mwm&mmeMWMmMI
sources of attitudinal diffe'rence. That a number of competing hypotheses could noc Ifully
account fo_r. gender gaps in olpinions‘ increases the likelihood that gehder 1s a fundamental
consideration for opiniohs and for their structure more generally.
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Paft of the gép story 1s to be fouﬁd in the socio;econonljc differences that exist |
between women and men. Women’s lower incomes and their lower levels of education
partially éxplaiﬁ their greater support of government in_volvement in the econémy.
Obviously, itis a raﬁonéil response to their ecoﬁdmic’: SimatiOns. Anofher ‘part‘of the
geﬁder gap story lies in theldifferential support for and influence of feminism oﬂ
woinen’s opinions. | Generational differences in opinion also .fonn part éf the stiory:. many
gaps across the youngest and oldest women in the survey were lafger than those found. |
across similar age _differences in men. These generational differen_;:e‘s across women help
explain their unique political thinking.
| Tile finding of distinctibns in the social structure of women’s and mén’s opinions
lends further support to the existence bf gendered cultures. The results'suggest that there
is no one general answer to tﬁe question of what fundainental difference drives women’s

and men’s opinions in such a way as to result in gaps on some opinions and a similarity

of opinion on others. Nevertheless the evaluation was not undertaken for naught. Some

preliminary conclusions can be drawn from the findings.

First, it seems fairly certain that women’s adult gender roles are not the primary

factor in the formation of their 6pinions. Being a homemaker appears to have very little -

inﬂuence;on women’s opinions. The only case 1n which homemaker’s opinions were» _
found to di_ffer from those of other woineﬁ was in the vcase of attitudes on fémim'sm and
~ women’s equality. On these issues homemakers aré more conservative in"the‘i_r attitudes
than other women. The relevance of gender role to these issues seems clear. Yet net of
ali 6thef effects; these differences between homf;makers and other wbmen'are smalli.
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That homemakers are significantly more religious than all other women links
gender role socializatien and religious belief in the detennination of women’s attitudes
and may partially ec_count for the absence of £aps on Some issues. Religious belief is in
facta key element in the shaping oi women’s attitudes that has been overlooked in
previous research on women’s opinions. While early research on diff_ereiices in men’s
and wormien’s political attitudes suggested that women’s gieater secial isolation accounts
in part for their more ‘parochial outlooks’, the evidence here suggests that despite their
isolation, homemakers are not different from otlier 'women m many of their opinions (see
Bashevkin, 1993:41-42). |

Religion does; however, aecount in part for the unique structuring of women’s.

attitudes. Women are moie religious than men due only partially to their lower avefage
incomes,. their loi)vei‘ edlicational attainment and age differences between women and
men: after coiitrolling for these factors .a signiﬁcant. gap in religious belief remains. This
‘traditionalism” is not then simply an ei‘tifaet of women’s weaker socio-economic status;
it rests in part on nothing less than gender. This stronger religieus belief is connected
with a number of factors among women; in particular, there existsl a positive association
between religious'commi_tment aiid the number of children in the home and homemakers
are ‘signiﬁcantly more religiously coinmitted ,than. other women. Thus absent of the
impact of religiori, neither homemaker statué nor children in .the home have significant
~ connections to women’s opinions. Religieus belief ’appeais to shape women’s pelitical
opinions to a greater extent than gender role socializatioxi or the care of children.

Second, this traditionalism is very much offset by the importance of feminism in the
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detenninetidn of many of ‘v'\tomen’s .ol;)inion_s..f As aA'liberalts‘ource o:f:'opin‘i‘on,'feminism ‘
' gees_dnectly ag‘ain_stthettﬁditienaiism embodied in .the ‘stereet‘ype of 'the‘:lilc‘)memabker':
o ~women should tae free to choose their tolee. And femlmsm aeconnt; in part fotthe |
' gteater liberalism'exnjbited m many more of women’s opinions. ' The e'viden'ce suggested :

that the relevance of feminism in the determination of 'op_mion depended in part 'on the

eonneetion betweenthe, issue ,and wemen;S'concems as a group; as the links between
‘V\"(‘)men’s fortunes and the partlcular isSue at hand increaéed, S0 too dtd the relenance of
' femlmsm te:vyomen"s' opinions. The fmdmgs in this study leave little doubt as to the | ’l
- nec’essity of further m\testigation ef feminivsm’.s‘ role in the ‘sl’t’a_lping: ef wemen’s bpmons. _
A titfference: in culture is also snggested by the eVidence- gathered on- a number of -
other factors teep,onSible ‘for. shaping wome_n"s and Imen’s opinipns._ ‘S‘elf-inte'rest seems t(;
' :have a‘differential‘i‘mpi';lct on opmlon _on §0me isSues; 'on economic fis‘sues,‘ self-interest
' -ealculations appear to mattet more ‘er_iwﬂomen, While ‘v(.)‘n non?econenne issues income
seems mOre'relevant as a determinant of men;s opiniens. In additiOn,- the lgenerational
| .gap that exists émé)ng ‘women on meny'iISSuesbi.s” eften greater than that found among the o
men; this hints, éts W_i_ll;be d.isc'us‘sedr ftll'ther on, at the peslsibility of a culture in _tretnsition;
Aleo intﬁguing 1s the»'difference fotind in'regienel-vari‘ati'on-ineopinion between
wome'n and men. Regional yariatien}in,ell)inien was usually gr'eater‘lamon;g men thém o
ainOng women. ’“Thj_s undQubtedly 'reﬂect’s women’s and men’s pattems of.m”embership in |
N sqeial organizatiens; thes,.e. orgam;etions, pfctrticulaﬂy polttic'al brganizatiens, are the - |
o \'/ehi_'clesthat allov§ for regional'political eu:ltures;to }t,hr’ive.‘ Differences m Women’s i
_ membersnjps in such groups might eXplem the absence of r.egi‘onal pattems'of opinion
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amoﬁgthem. Althoﬁgh the social groups examiﬁ@d m tﬁis study hint at the differénce(s
that membershi‘.p\ in stlch organizations brihg to op:inions; the lack of specificity in the
group Variables included in the CNES permitted only a preliminary investigation of this '
topic. Further research in this _tlre:a is tequired. ‘At the .very least, social group
yme;mber'ships provide avvehicle fot tl wotnen’s culture to .ﬂo'urish t>utside of the tratiitionél
_political arena, and as such both'reﬂect{vand feed this difference. |

| The argument that women’s political attitudes and behaviour reﬂept a particular
culture has been entertained by ‘othf.:rs, aithough it does not form av cornerstone of belief
'regatding women’s po.litical behaviour. Vtckeré-rt198,8) provides an account of women’s
distinctive political culture based on women’s accounts and views of their mvolvement in:
political life. According to Vickers, “A t:ulture%_—a set of ways of think'mg‘ about the
| wlolrld--means nothing, however, outside the matteriai éircumstattce's of its birth and
development and the social arrangements that keep it alive. [...] A people’.s.b culturé
reflects and guides the daily way of life.” (1988: 25). Women.’s participation in political
life, according to Vickets, takes pléce w1thm dual spheres and with double vision.
Formal politics, dominated by men, is bésed on conflict and the acquisition of power.
- That arena is dominated by men in part because they séek to ‘get ahead’, to share in that
power. Many more wonten, ltowever, choose to engage in local informal politics, ets
many. stated, ‘bécause they wtshéd to get things done.’ Moteqyer, many Women'choose
this less fonnal pélitical arena becatlse it 1s.community-oriented and located cloée-to-
thé. |

The difference in emphasis underscores a difference of values. It also means that
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women’s involvement m a separate arena reinforces the 'h'olding of a particular set of
values; there is a reciprocal relationship between value’s'and external envirohmen_t. To
understand women’s political ’thinki'ng more fully, Vicker’s emphasi_e needs to be
ekpanded in order to get a better sense ef hew, where and why women engage in
community activiﬁes. ConeSpond_ingly, women’s involverhent in the dominant political
world needs greater investigation m order to determine the contribﬁtion of women’s-
values and culture to that world. The development of social arrangemenfs that allow a
culture to thrive are as relevant as the study of the pafticular elements of that culture. The
decisien by many women to engage in political activity in a different arena and witha
“different set of guiding principles supports the notion of the existepce ofa panieular
ethic, or valuet Women’sv distinctive political priorities may explain 111 part women’s
perticipation in organizations outsjde of dominant politics. Thjsfis not a differenee n
wemen’s and men’s concern for reform. ’WOmen and men appear no different on this.
front. But in addition to concern for ‘getting tlﬁngs done’ rather than ‘getting ahead’,
women’s politicél culture empilasizes in part those particular tasks which must be

accomplished.

Sources of a Women’s Political Culture

Some help in understanding women’s political culture might come from some
speculation on the potential sources of this particular culture. While biological
determinism cannot be dismissed as a potential source of women’s and men’s distinctive

cultures, it is difficult to dismiss the influence of socialization processes particular to each
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gender. To cite Inglehart at length:
| The~political culture approach is distinctive in méumg that (1) people’s
responses to their situations are shaped by subjective orientations, which
vary cross-culturally and within subcultures; and (2) these variations in .
subjective orientations reflect differences in one’s socialization experience,
with early learning conditiopjng later learning, making the former more
difficult to undo. (1990: 19). -
Thus a women’s p'olitical culture is likely to be shaped by childhood learning
experiences, which are then conditioned and/or reinforced by learning later in life. It 1s
commonly accepted that the various agents of cultural learning, nam.ely the fam‘ﬂy, |
schools, the media, and social and peer groups, provide a different set of cues to women
-and men. In eaéh_ of these social institutions, the feminine is depictéd as distinct from the
masculine. |
Thus parf of the understanding of difference is to be found m the manner in which
society depict as proper masculine aﬁd feminine behaviour. Wherever ohe looks there are
clear signs of what being a women means, at least és it js culturally defined. - Schools
provide ._subtle and not so subtle cues to girlé’*and boys on their particular gender roles. |
Gilligan (1982) provides evidence that even?ts childreﬁ, girls and boys piay differeﬁt
' games aﬁd reSﬁbnd differently to conillict.within those games. The learning must theﬁ
: Begin ét a very young age. And a peek at employment patterns provides a clear indicaﬁon
of the distincti(;ns made.in societal definitions of women’s work and men’s Qork.
The cultural déﬁnition of motherhood articulates zi clear vision df the ferﬁinine

role: neither dominant nor aggréssive but emotional and sympathetic. This depiction of

the feminine, I would argue, shapes every girl’s and woman’s life and in such a manner
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that the actual beariﬁg of children may rﬁake littlé difference to the adoption of this
cultural definition. Women are in cons.tant foﬁch with society;s understanding of the key
1ole played by mothers. Thé three elements of thé myth‘of motherhood, according to
Oakley, are: first, children need mothers; second, mothers need children; and third,
~motherhood is the sole true means of self-realization (1974:186). Some women consider
‘such myths to be mhibiting for women and thus in need of challenge; others argue that
these are celebratory statements that éleVate women’s distinctive ethic of care. Such
nonhativé assessments are beyond the scope of this analysis. Whether these expectations
should be celebrated‘or dismissed, women, today, exist in a 'society that provides clear
| signdls on the importance of their role as pétential mofher. This may éxplain n péﬂ the \
_distinctiveness in women’s opinions that within thlS study is considered characteristié of -
a partjcular political culture. |
Chapfer 6 sﬁggeéted thét the presehce of children in the home had little effect on
wqmenfs opinions. dne could suggest that this downplays the relevance of the myths of
- motherhood to women’s 6piniqn. The failure of th¢ measure to tap into differences in
_ women’s opinionsAmay stem from the meésure itself: wofnen who ‘had children in the
‘home during Some earlier period would not have been tapped by the measure itself
because at the time of the study there wo_uld have been no children in the home. This
‘would have been true of many of the older respondenfs in the study. Thus the measurf;
~does not provide a vélid di'stincﬁon between women th heg/é cafed for children, and o o

‘those who have not. Differences in thinking between these two groups would therefore

not appear.



Alternatively, and paﬁ of the arg'ument made here, maternal thinking need not -
depend on having-actually cared for childreﬁ. The bresent—day myths and culture that
| suppbrt a particular vision of woman as mother are strdﬂg endugh fbr all women, not just
mothers, to feel their effects. According to psychoiogist Shari Thurer, “A sentimentalized
- image of the perfect mother 'ca'sts a ldng, guilt-irvlducil..lg shadow over réal mother’s lives”

(1994: xii). This shadow, I would argue, enters most women’s lives.

A Culture in Transition
If women’s ‘political'culture exists, 1t isﬁa nascent culture and one in transition. The
culture reflected in the attitudes of womenbshows a distinct pattern in belief: young
women are generally. more liberal than are blder ones. According to Inglehart, “central
| parts of culture may be transformed, but they are much more apt to chaﬁge through
intergeherational population replacement than by thé conversion of already socialized
adults” (1990: 19). Women’s greater egalifarianism, their weakervsqpport of defence
measures, their Weéker support of continentalism, and théir ‘weaker endorsement of
capitalism appear most strongly among youﬁger women. ‘Even on issues that revealed
little gender difference, intergenerational differences in atti'tud‘eS are still to be found
- among women, and often'these differehcés are greater than those found among Iﬁen.
The impact of bfeminism on the-attitﬁdes of younger cohorts of women, quite a};art
from whether these women consider themse.lves to be feminist, might explain this shift in
women’s attitudes. In endofsing greater freedom for women; and in providing women

with the confidence to speak in ‘a different voi'cé?, the feminist movement has influenced
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the atﬁtudes of many women. But feiniﬁism d~oes;.n(_)t Wholly explain this Shiﬁ; its failure
to account fully for gender_ gaps in attitudes Iﬁakes this clear.

Part of this culturalv shift émoﬂg womeﬁ 1s also to bé explained ‘by the
intergenerétipnal differences found 1n women’s religious éommitment. . Younger women
are less religious than older Women. Although thlS difference is also apparent 'am‘ong
men, the shift in beliefs among women dllows for a greater liberalization in many of their
atﬁtudes. As such, the sh1ft should fes‘ult“in larger gender. gaps 6§ér time. The movement
away from religion, combined with the salience of gender brought on 1n part through

feminism, may very well result in the discovery of larger gaps in the future.

Future”Research Directionvs N
The ability to conclude with a degee of certainty that a women’s culture exists is
“weakened by the faét that the data evaluated in this study are only from one point in ﬁme.
Political cultures are assumed to be enduring and tran‘smitted from generation to
generation. The 1988 CNES does not provide a means of determining women’s opinions
prior fo 1988, orla means of determining how such a culture 1s changing over -time. The
‘Synchrom'c approach’, using dataj collected at one point m time, ignofes how opinions.
change with the passage of timéf An alterﬁative, -and certainly one to be suggested'for the
- study of 'a women’s cultufe, is the ‘diachronic or historical approach’, emplqying surveys
taken at different points in time or othéf kinds of dafa (Bell, 1992: 12). -

Surveys can provide little help in determining the existence of a women’s political
culture prior to the 1960s; surveys have only since then become part of the tools of
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politiéal science. In order to investigate the existencer of differencés priér to thé- 1960s,
researéhefs havé to look fof visible signs of a yvomen’s culture in language, symbols,
myths, and discourse. Much of this Work is.culrentlly underway, and some __already exists.
Linking it to women’s political cﬁlture, and accounting for changes' in that cultqre isa
step yet to be taken.

But the visibility of culture in wbmen’_s symbols, language, ir_lyths a_hd discourse
should not be the exclusive purvi‘ew of historical research; these elements of cu_lture
should be very much part of current investigations as well. Such investigations;
combined with surveys designed specifically to address women’s péliﬁ;al lopinions,
would bring us closér to understahding tﬁe existence of a women’s political culture.
Qualitative fesea.rch would bripg ué a step closer to detennjning Women’s i)oliticél-

priorities; such research would also help in determining the questions which need to be

asked on political surveys. Investigations of women’s participation in organizations not

- traditionally considered to be engaged in politics should. also be undertaken to assess their

part in the shaping of women’s particular value frameworks. And it seems clear that |
more work needs to be done on women and their patterns of itegration in local political
communities. This study has shown that women’s engagement in some organizations,

namely service and business groups, can bring women’s opinions closer to those of men.

But their involvement in other organizations, ethnic and issue groups for example, can

have the very opposite effect on their opinions perhaps by providing vehicles for the
legitimation of their paﬁicular priorities. Future research must investigate th.ese‘patt'erns
of participation and ascertain their role in the development of women’s political culture.
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Conclusion
Woﬁen’s political beliefs cén \only bg characterized as parochial in the limited sense that
changes 1n social and economic fac;cors will bring those belie‘fs somewhat cléser to those
~ of men. Such cHanges will not, howgver, make gender irrelevant to political thinking. A
women’s political cultufé is distinctive in its political priorities, exiéts by virtue of gender
alone., and gqntinues to exist perhaps asa resﬁlt of women’s le'ss_er parﬁcipatioﬁ in the
dominant political arena. It seems ceﬁain that women’s involvleme‘nt in non-traditional
political arenas allows it t; flourish: - |

The evidénce is accﬁmulating that women"s political behaviour is not properly
portrayed by traditional political science.- This invéstigation has'docume'nted that the
uniqueness of wbmen’s political thinking can be added to the many accounts of political

behaviour. All that remains is to have this distinction recognized in the wider political

science community.
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