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Foreword
The LAPOP Insights series was developed in 2008 as a means to disseminate short
reports on key findings from the AmericasBarometer to audiences across the
Americas and beyond.
The series publishes original research by LAPOP team members and affiliates on
various topics such as crime, corruption, civic engagement, gender violence, and
tolerance.
The series also serves as a capacity-building platform: while working with
LAPOP faculty and senior staff through the report production process,
contributors hone skills related to the application of rigorous approaches to the
analysis of survey data and to writing reports that are accessible to non-experts
in the methods used or subjects covered.
The Insights series contains two main types of reports: “standard” reports (2008present), which act as policy and/or issue briefs on a particular topic, and
“topical” reports (2013-present), which are short analyses that dialogue with a
current event or development in the region. Each report is published in Spanish
and English, and when appropriate, Portuguese.
LAPOP distributes e-versions of the Insights reports via Twitter, Facebook, its
website, and an opt-in subscriber email listserv. The opt-in Insights listserv
distribution list consists of over 2,000 individuals; LAPOP’s Twitter account is
followed by over 3,000 individuals, and LAPOP’s Insights webpages are viewed
approximately 10,000 times per year. The reports are frequently cited in the news
and are used as a resource by scholars, analysts, practitioners, and policymakers
throughout the hemisphere.
In this volume we offer a compilation of the LAPOP Insights reports that were
published from 2012 to 2013.
Liz Zechmeister, Ph.D.
Director of LAPOP
Vanderbilt University
Nashville, TN
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WhoȱConsumesȱNewsȱMediaȱinȱ
LatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbean?ȱ
ByȱArturoȱMaldonadoȱ
arturo.maldonado@vanderbilt.eduȱ
VanderbiltȱUniversityȱ
Executive Summary. This Insights report addresses the question of who
in the Americas consumes more news. Drawing on literature in political
psychology, I suggest that there is an important role for economic and
security threats in stimulating information-seeking, and therefore raising
the consumption of news. I assess this framework using the most recent
round of the AmericasBarometer surveys and find, as expected, that
these threats, particularly ones related to crime, are associated with
news consumption. The more people perceive crime and economic crisis
as threats, the more they consume news in the media. Finally, this report
also shows that certain socioeconomic groups—the less educated, the
poorer, those living in rural areas, younger people and women—
consume less news while people with a particular personality trait,
openness to experience, are more likely to follow the news.

The Insights Series is co-edited by Mitchell A. Seligson, Amy Erica Smith, and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister
with administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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Who Consumes News Media?
Arturo Maldonado

M

assȱ mediaȱ isȱ increasinglyȱ beingȱ
studiedȱ byȱ scholarsȱ ofȱ politicsȱ
becauseȱ
“politicsȱ
hasȱ
increasinglyȱbecomeȱmediated”ȱ(Strömbäckȱ
andȱ Shehataȱ 2010).ȱ Researchersȱ haveȱ
examinedȱ theȱ effectȱ ofȱ newsȱ consumptionȱ
onȱ politicalȱ outcomes,ȱ withȱ someȱ arguingȱ
thatȱ theȱ mediaȱ exertsȱ aȱ corrosiveȱ effectȱ onȱ
people’sȱ politicalȱ interestȱ andȱ partisanshipȱ
(Strömbäckȱ andȱ Shehataȱ 2010,ȱ PérezȬLiñánȱ
2002)ȱandȱothersȱarguingȱtheȱmediaȱinformsȱ
andȱ empowersȱ individualsȱ (Newtonȱ 1999).ȱ
Butȱ beforeȱ weȱ determineȱ whatȱ impactȱ theȱ
mediaȱareȱhavingȱonȱpolitics,ȱitȱisȱimportantȱ
toȱ knowȱ whoȱ consumesȱ theȱ news.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ
Insightsȱ report,ȱ Iȱ answerȱ thisȱ questionȱ byȱ
showingȱ averageȱ levelsȱ ofȱ dailyȱ mediaȱ
consumptionȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ theȱ
Caribbean.1ȱ Iȱ thenȱ developȱ aȱ modelȱ ofȱ
mediaȱ
consumptionȱ
thatȱ
includesȱ
individualȱ characteristics,ȱ attitudes,ȱ andȱ
perceptionsȱasȱexplanatoryȱfactors.ȱȱ
Twoȱ keyȱ findingsȱ emergeȱ fromȱ thisȱ study.ȱ
First,ȱ inȱ accordȱ withȱ aȱ growingȱ bodyȱ ofȱ
researchȱ thatȱ connectsȱ threatȱ toȱ
informationȬseekingȱ behavior,ȱ Iȱ findȱ aȱ
significantȱ associationȱ betweenȱ expressingȱ
concernȱ aboutȱ ratesȱ ofȱ crimeȱ inȱ one’sȱ
neighborhoodȱ andȱ levelsȱ ofȱ newsȱ
consumption,ȱ controllingȱ forȱ otherȱ socioȬ
demographicȱ variables.ȱ Second,ȱ Iȱ findȱ thatȱ
certainȱsociodemographicȱgroupsȱconsumeȱlessȱ
news,ȱ especiallyȱ theȱ poorer,ȱ theȱ lessȱ wellȬ
educated,ȱ thoseȱ livingȱ inȱ ruralȱ areas,ȱ youngerȱ
peopleȱandȱwomen.ȱȱ
Thisȱ reportȱ focusesȱ onȱ theȱ followingȱ questionȱ
fromȱtheȱ2010ȱroundȱofȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱ
surveyȱbyȱLAPOP:2ȱ

Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php

Figure 1. News Consumption in Latin America and the
Caribbean

GI0.ȱ“Aboutȱhowȱoftenȱdoȱyouȱpayȱattentionȱtoȱ
theȱ news,ȱ whetherȱ onȱ TV,ȱ theȱ radio,ȱ
newspapers,ȱorȱtheȱinternet?”3ȱ
Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ peopleȱ whoȱ
respondȱ thatȱ theyȱ consumeȱ newsȱ inȱ theȱ mediaȱ
dailyȱ (withȱ confidenceȱ intervals)ȱ byȱ country.ȱȱ
Responsesȱ toȱ theȱ originalȱ questionȱ ranȱ fromȱ
daily,ȱ “1,”ȱ toȱ never,ȱ “5,”ȱ andȱ theyȱ wereȱ
recalibratedȱtoȱcaptureȱthisȱpercentage.4ȱ

1

Funding for the 2010 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
2

The non-response rate for this question was 6.5%. This
report excludes the USA and Canada in order to focus on
Latin America and the Caribbean.

3

All analyses were conducted with STATA v11 and results
were adjusted for the complex sample design employed.

4
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Thereȱ isȱ considerableȱ variationȱ inȱ theȱ
percentageȱofȱpeopleȱwhoȱconsumeȱnewsȱdailyȱ
acrossȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ theȱ Caribbean.ȱ Theȱ
differenceȱ betweenȱ theȱ countryȱ atȱ theȱ top—
Uruguay—andȱ theȱ countryȱ atȱ theȱ bottom—
Haiti—isȱ30.5%.ȱItȱisȱimportantȱtoȱhighlightȱthatȱ
manyȱ countriesȱ inȱ theȱ bottomȱ tierȱ areȱ Centralȱ
Americanȱ andȱ Caribbeanȱ countries,ȱ suchȱ asȱ
Haiti,ȱ Guatemala,ȱ Honduras,ȱ Elȱ Salvador,ȱ andȱ
Belize.ȱThus,ȱweȱseeȱevidenceȱthatȱtheseȱregionsȱ
registerȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ mediaȱ consumptionȱ
thanȱSouthȱAmerica.ȱ
Inȱ theȱ nextȱ section,ȱ Iȱ assessȱ individualȱ
characteristicsȱ thatȱ mayȱ helpȱ toȱ explainȱ theȱ
differingȱ levelsȱ ofȱ newsȱ consumption.ȱ Inȱ theȱ
lastȱ section,ȱ Iȱ willȱ presentȱ myȱ conclusionsȱ andȱ
provideȱideasȱforȱavenuesȱforȱfutureȱresearch.ȱ

Crimeȱ andȱ Economicȱ Threatsȱ asȱ
TriggersȱofȱNewsȱConsumption
Followingȱ priorȱ researchȱ (Marcusȱ andȱ
MacKuenȱ 1993;ȱ Bucyȱ 2003;ȱ Valentinoȱ etȱ al.ȱ
2008),ȱ Iȱ proposeȱ thatȱ politicalȱ threatsȱ boostȱ
citizens’ȱ anxiety,ȱ andȱ inȱ turnȱ informationȱ
seeking.ȱ Thus,ȱ peopleȱ facingȱ threatsȱ wouldȱ beȱ
moreȱlikelyȱtoȱconsumeȱnewsȱmedia.ȱ
Hereȱ Iȱ testȱ theȱ associationȱ betweenȱ mediaȱ useȱ
andȱ economicȱ andȱ securityȱ threats,ȱ arguablyȱ
twoȱ mainȱ threatsȱ forȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ citizens,ȱ
whileȱcontrollingȱforȱotherȱfactorsȱthatȱexistingȱ
scholarshipȱ hasȱ associatedȱ withȱ mediaȱ
consumption.ȱ Toȱ measureȱ economicȱ threat,ȱ Iȱ
useȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ economicȱ crisis.5ȱ Iȱ expectȱ
thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ perceiveȱ aȱ moreȱ seriousȱ
economicȱ crisisȱ areȱ moreȱ threatened,ȱ andȱ
consequentlyȱ theyȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ seekȱ
informationȱinȱtheȱmedia.ȱ

This variable is worded as: CRISIS1. Some say that our
country is suffering a very serious economic crisis; others
say that we are suffering a crisis but it is not very serious;
while others say that there is not any economic crisis. What
do you think? This variable was recalibrated to a 0-100
scale.

5

Iȱ useȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ crimeȱ toȱ measureȱ securityȱ
threat.6ȱInȱthisȱcaseȱtheȱexpectationȱisȱthatȱthoseȱ
whoȱ perceiveȱ aȱ higherȱ levelȱ ofȱ threatȱ fromȱ
crimeȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ feelȱ anxiety,ȱ andȱ
thereforeȱconsumeȱmoreȱnewsȱinȱtheȱmedia.ȱ
Iȱ includeȱ asȱ additionalȱ predictorsȱ age,ȱ gender,ȱ
educationȱ level,ȱ andȱ wealthȱ becauseȱ previousȱ
researchȱ showsȱ thatȱ theseȱ variablesȱ explainȱ
differentȱlevelsȱofȱnewspaperȱreadingȱ(Elvestadȱ
andȱBlekesauneȱ2008;ȱSalzmanȱandȱAloisiȱ2009).ȱ
Strömbäckȱ andȱ Shehataȱ (2010)ȱ findȱ thatȱ
politicalȱ interestȱ predictsȱ levelsȱ ofȱ newsȱ
consumptionȱ inȱ Sweden.7ȱ So,ȱ Iȱ expectȱ thatȱ
peopleȱ whoȱ reportȱ beingȱ moreȱ interestedȱ inȱ
politicsȱareȱlikelyȱtoȱconsumeȱmoreȱnews.ȱȱ
Salzmanȱ (2011)ȱ statesȱ thatȱ accessibilityȱ isȱ aȱ
factorȱ thatȱ explainsȱ mediaȱ consumption.ȱ Iȱ
includeȱtheȱsizeȱofȱtheȱplaceȱofȱresidenceȱasȱanȱ
indicatorȱ ofȱ accessibility.ȱ Iȱ hypothesizeȱ thatȱ
peopleȱ livingȱ inȱ urbanȱ areasȱ areȱ moreȱ ableȱ toȱ
consumeȱnewsȱmediaȱthanȱthoseȱlivingȱinȱruralȱ
areasȱ becauseȱ ofȱ theȱ availabilityȱ ofȱ newsȱ
sources.ȱ Indeed,ȱ inȱ aȱ previousȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ
Batistaȱ Pereiraȱ (2011)ȱ findsȱ thatȱ citizensȱ livingȱ
inȱ ruralȱ areasȱ tendȱ toȱ beȱ lessȱ informedȱ inȱ partȱ
becauseȱofȱlackȱofȱaccessȱtoȱmedia.ȱȱȱ
Iȱ alsoȱ includeȱ trustȱ inȱ mediaȱ asȱ aȱ controlȱ
because,ȱasȱSalzmanȱ(2011)ȱaffirms,ȱpeopleȱwhoȱ
haveȱmoreȱtrustȱinȱtheȱmediaȱmayȱperceiveȱthatȱ
mediaȱ isȱ achievingȱ itsȱ societalȱ roleȱ asȱ aȱ
marketplaceȱ ofȱ ideasȱ orȱ asȱ aȱ ‘watchdog,’ȱ andȱ
consequentlyȱmayȱconsumeȱmoreȱnews.8ȱ

This variable is worded as: AOJ11A. And speaking of the
country in general, how much do you think that the level of
crime that we have now represents a threat to our future
well-being? It was original coded from, 1 ‘Very much’ to 4
‘None’ and here was recalibrated from 0 to 100.

6

7 In this Insights this dimension is measured by POL1. How
much interest do you have in politics: a lot, some, little or
none? This variable was recalibrated to a 0-100 scale.

This variable is worded as: B37. To what extent do you
trust the mass media? It is measured on a 1-7 scale
recalibrated here into a 0-100 scale.

8
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Further,ȱ Iȱ includeȱ aȱ measureȱ ofȱ
satisfactionȱ withȱ theȱ performanceȱ ofȱ
theȱ currentȱ president.9ȱ Thoseȱ whoȱ
supportȱtheȱcurrentȱpresidentȱmayȱbeȱ
moreȱlikelyȱtoȱseekȱinformationȱinȱtheȱ
newsȱ givenȱ thatȱ theyȱ areȱ moreȱ
interestedȱ
inȱ
theȱ
policiesȱ
implemented,ȱ orȱ thatȱ theyȱ likeȱ theȱ
leader.ȱ Simplyȱ put,ȱ theyȱ areȱ onȱ theȱ
‘winning’ȱ sideȱ andȱ haveȱ moreȱ
incentivesȱ toȱ followȱ newsȱ regardingȱ
theȱgovernment.ȱ

Figure 2. The Impacts of Threats and Individual Factors on
News Consumption, 2010

Finally,ȱ Iȱ includeȱ aȱ personalityȱ trait,ȱ
opennessȱ toȱ experience.ȱ Thisȱ isȱ
measuredȱ usingȱ aȱ questionȱ regardingȱ
whetherȱaȱpersonȱconsidersȱherselfȱtoȱ
beȱ openȱ andȱ intellectual.10ȱ Followingȱ
priorȱ researchȱ (Gerberȱ etȱ al.ȱ 2010)ȱ Iȱ
hypothesizeȱ thatȱ anȱ openȱ andȱ
intellectualȱ personȱ isȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
consumeȱnewsȱinȱtheȱmedia.ȱȱ
Beforeȱdiscussingȱtheȱresults,ȱitȱisȱimportantȱtoȱ
recognizeȱ thatȱ theȱ associationsȱ amongȱ threats,ȱ
trustȱinȱtheȱmedia,ȱandȱnewsȱconsumptionȱmayȱ
runȱ inȱ complexȱ directions.ȱ Theȱ moreȱ peopleȱ
consumeȱnewsȱinȱtheȱmedia,ȱtheȱmoreȱtheyȱmayȱ
feelȱ threatened,ȱ theȱ moreȱ theyȱ mayȱ beȱ
interestedȱ inȱ politics,ȱ andȱ theȱ moreȱ theyȱ mayȱ
trustȱtheȱmedia.ȱGivenȱthisȱpotentialȱproblem,ȱIȱ
doȱ notȱ makeȱ aȱ claimȱ forȱ causation,ȱ butȱ forȱ
association.11ȱ Asȱ anȱ alternativeȱ measurementȱ
strategy,ȱ Iȱ testȱ twoȱ otherȱ variablesȱ tappingȱ
economicȱ andȱ securityȱ threats:ȱ crimeȱ
victimizationȱ andȱ whetherȱ aȱ respondentȱ orȱ
familyȱ memberȱ lostȱ aȱ job;ȱ andȱ Iȱ getȱ theȱ sameȱ

9 This variable is worded as: M1. Speaking in general of the
current administration/government, how would you rate
the job performance of the president? This variable runs
from 1 ‘Very good’ to 5 ‘Very bad’ and here was
recalibrated to a 0-100 scale.
10 Unfortunately this variable was not asked in Honduras.
Thus, this country is excluded in the following analysis. I
run the same model excluding this variable (so, the model
includes Honduran data) and get the same results.
11 One possibility is to run a two-stage least square model
or to include an instrumental variable. Given the
intentionally limited scope of this Insights report, I do not
run this sophisticated model.

results.12ȱ Thisȱ supportsȱ theȱ causalȱ directionȱ
theorizedȱinȱthisȱreport,ȱsinceȱweȱcannotȱargueȱ
thatȱ newsȱ consumptionȱ hasȱ anȱ impactȱ onȱ
whetherȱ aȱ personȱ lostȱ aȱ jobȱ orȱ wasȱ victimȱ ofȱ aȱ
crime.ȱȱ
Figureȱ 2ȱ presentsȱ theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ thisȱ OLSȱ
regressionȱ analysisȱ ofȱ newsȱ consumption.ȱ Theȱ
dependentȱ variableȱ GI0,ȱ whichȱ runsȱ fromȱ 1ȱ toȱ
5,ȱ wasȱ recalibratedȱ onȱ aȱ 0Ȭ100ȱ scale.ȱ Eachȱ
independentȱ variableȱ includedȱ isȱ listedȱ onȱ theȱ
verticalȱ axis.ȱ Theȱ impactȱ ofȱ eachȱ ofȱ theseȱ
variablesȱ onȱ levelsȱ ofȱ newsȱ consumptionȱ isȱ
shownȱbyȱaȱdot,ȱwhichȱifȱlocatedȱtoȱtheȱrightȱofȱ
theȱ verticalȱ “0”ȱ lineȱ indicatesȱ aȱ positiveȱ effect,ȱ
andȱ ifȱ toȱ theȱ leftȱ aȱ negativeȱ impact.ȱ Theȱ
horizontalȱ barsȱ representȱ 95%ȱ confidenceȱ
intervalsȱ forȱ theseȱ effects.ȱ Weȱ canȱ beȱ atȱ leastȱ
95%ȱconfidentȱthatȱaȱgivenȱeffectȱisȱstatisticallyȱ
significantȱ ifȱ itsȱ confidenceȱ intervalȱ doesȱ notȱ
crossȱ theȱ verticalȱ axisȱ atȱ 0.ȱ Allȱ coefficientsȱ areȱ
standardizedȱ forȱ easeȱ ofȱ comparison,ȱ andȱ thisȱ
modelȱincludesȱcountryȬfixedȱeffectsȱnotȱshownȱ
inȱthisȱfigureȱforȱeaseȱofȱpresentation.ȱ
12 VIC1EXT asks people whether they have been victim of
any type of crime in the past 12 months. I also use a
variable that taps whether a family member has lost his or
her job in the past two years.
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Theȱresultsȱsupportȱtheȱmainȱexpectations.ȱTheȱ
coefficientȱforȱcrimeȱvictimizationȱisȱstatisticallyȱ
significant,ȱ andȱ inȱ theȱ expectedȱ direction.ȱ Theȱ
moreȱpeopleȱperceiveȱcrimeȱasȱaȱthreatȱforȱtheirȱ
wellȬbeing,ȱ theȱ moreȱ theyȱ seekȱ informationȱ inȱ
theȱ media.ȱ So,ȱ crimeȱ asȱ aȱ threatȱ mayȱ triggerȱ
anxietyȱ andȱ thereforeȱ greaterȱ consumptionȱ ofȱ
newsȱinȱtheȱmedia. ȱ
Theȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ economicȱ crisisȱ isȱ notȱ
statisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱtheȱpȱ<ȱ.05ȱlevel,ȱbutȱitȱ
isȱ nearlyȱ so,ȱ andȱ inȱ theȱ expectedȱ direction.ȱ
Usingȱaȱbroaderȱconfidenceȱinterval,ȱitȱbecomesȱ
clearȱ thatȱ theȱ moreȱ seriousȱ peopleȱ feelȱ theȱ
economicȱ crisisȱ is,ȱ theȱ moreȱ theyȱ seekȱ
informationȱinȱtheȱmedia.
Inȱ sum,ȱ inȱ accordȱ withȱ recentȱ studiesȱ inȱ
politicalȱ psychology,ȱ Iȱ presentȱ someȱ evidenceȱ
thatȱ threatsȱ areȱ associatedȱ withȱ informationȱ
seeking.ȱ
Theȱ variableȱ forȱ satisfactionȱ withȱ theȱ
performanceȱ ofȱ theȱ presidentȱ isȱ notȱ significantȱ
atȱ theȱ pȱ <ȱ .05ȱ level,ȱ butȱ isȱ inȱ theȱ expectedȱ
direction.ȱ Usingȱ aȱ broaderȱ confidenceȱ interval,ȱ
theȱresultsȱindicateȱthatȱthoseȱwhoȱsupportȱtheȱ
presidentȱ haveȱ moreȱ incentiveȱ toȱ followȱ theȱ
newsȱ inȱ theȱ mediaȱ toȱ getȱ informationȱ aboutȱ
expectedȱpoliciesȱorȱaboutȱtheirȱleader.ȱȱ
Further,ȱIȱfindȱthatȱtheȱmoreȱaȱpersonȱconsidersȱ
herselfȱ toȱ beȱ openȱ andȱ intellectual,ȱ theȱ higherȱ
theȱlevelȱofȱnewsȱconsumption.ȱȱ
Finally,ȱ theȱ remainingȱ variablesȱ areȱ alsoȱ
statisticallyȱ significantȱ andȱ coefficientsȱ areȱ inȱ
theȱexpectedȱdirection.ȱTheȱresultsȱindicateȱthatȱ
theȱricher,ȱtheȱmoreȱeducated,ȱthoseȱwhoȱliveȱinȱ
urbanȱ areas,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ older,ȱ men,ȱ thoseȱ
whoȱ areȱ moreȱ interestedȱ inȱ politics,ȱ andȱ thoseȱ
whoȱtrustȱtheȱmediaȱmoreȱconsumeȱmoreȱnews.ȱ
Conversely,ȱ theyȱ alsoȱ indicateȱ thatȱ otherȱ
individualsȱ consumeȱ lessȱ newsȱ inȱ theȱ media.ȱ
Thisȱmayȱbeȱbecauseȱgroupsȱsuchȱasȱtheȱpoorȱorȱ
thoseȱlivingȱinȱruralȱareasȱfaceȱbarriersȱtoȱaccessȱ
theȱ media;ȱ orȱ itȱ mayȱ beȱ becauseȱ theyȱ areȱ notȱ
interestedȱinȱorȱmotivatedȱtoȱconsumeȱnationalȱ
andȱ internationalȱ eventsȱ inȱ theȱ news.ȱ Itȱ isȱ

noteworthyȱ thatȱ similarȱ resultsȱ haveȱ beenȱ
foundȱ inȱ otherȱ regionsȱ inȱ theȱ world,ȱ suchȱ asȱ
Europeȱ (Chanȱ andȱ Godthorpeȱ 2007,ȱ Elvestadȱ
andȱBlekesauneȱ2008).ȱThus,ȱthisȱpatternȱisȱnotȱ
exclusiveȱtoȱLatinȱAmerica.ȱ

Conclusion
Inȱ sum,ȱ thisȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ shows,ȱ first,ȱ thatȱ
thereȱ isȱ aȱ wideȱ variationȱ inȱ averageȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
dailyȱnewsȱconsumption,ȱwithȱSouthȱAmericanȱ
countriesȱ generallyȱ beingȱ higherȱ onȱ theȱ scaleȱ
developedȱ hereȱ thanȱ thoseȱ inȱ Centralȱ Americaȱ
andȱtheȱCaribbean.ȱSecond,ȱtheȱreportȱsupportsȱ
theȱ argumentȱ thatȱ threatsȱ mayȱ triggerȱ mediaȱ
consumptionȱ forȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ citizens.ȱ Asȱ
such,ȱ theseȱ findingsȱ supportȱ priorȱ researchȱ
doneȱ inȱ politicalȱ psychologyȱ onȱ theȱ roleȱ ofȱ
threats,ȱ emotions,ȱ andȱ behavior.ȱ Thisȱ researchȱ
emphasizesȱtheȱroleȱofȱaȱnegativeȱemotion,ȱsuchȱ
asȱ anxiety,ȱ inȱ informationȱ seeking.ȱ Here,ȱ Iȱ
assumeȱ thatȱ economicȱ andȱ securityȱ threatsȱ
activateȱ thisȱ negativeȱ emotion,ȱ whichȱ inȱ turnȱ
triggersȱ newsȱ consumption.ȱ Futureȱ researchȱ
shouldȱdirectlyȱassessȱtheȱextentȱtoȱwhichȱthoseȱ
whoȱ perceiveȱ anȱ economicȱ crisisȱ orȱ aȱ securityȱ
crisisȱ developȱ negativeȱ emotionsȱ and,ȱ moreȱ
interestingly,ȱ whatȱ kindȱ ofȱ emotions,ȱ ifȱ any,ȱ
distinguishȱ betweenȱ thoseȱ whoȱ perceiveȱ andȱ
thoseȱwhoȱdoȱnotȱperceiveȱthreats.ȱ
Third,ȱ thisȱ reportȱ exploresȱ aȱ personalityȱ traitȱ
relatedȱtoȱnewsȱconsumption.ȱInȱaȱstudyȱofȱtheȱ
US,ȱ Gerberȱ etȱ al.ȱ (2010)ȱ findȱ thatȱ anȱ openȱ
personȱ isȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ consumeȱ news,ȱ
particularlyȱ throughȱ internetȱ andȱ television.ȱ
Theyȱdoȱnotȱfindȱevidenceȱthatȱthisȱtraitȱhasȱanȱ
effectȱ onȱ levelsȱ ofȱ newspaperȱ reading.ȱ Thisȱ
Insightsȱ reportȱ alsoȱ findsȱ theȱ effectȱ ofȱ thisȱ traitȱ
onȱ newsȱ consumption,ȱ butȱ Iȱ couldȱ notȱ specifyȱ
theȱ effectȱ ofȱ aȱ specificȱ medium.ȱ Nextȱ stepsȱ
shouldȱ focusȱ onȱ testingȱ theȱ specificȱ impactȱ ofȱ
personalityȱonȱconsumptionȱofȱeachȱmediumȱinȱ
Latinȱ America,ȱ asȱ wellȱ asȱ theȱ effectȱ ofȱ otherȱ
personalityȱtraits.ȱ
Thisȱreportȱalsoȱshowsȱthatȱnewsȱconsumptionȱ
inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ followsȱ theȱ sameȱ patternsȱ asȱ
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inȱ otherȱ regionsȱ inȱ theȱ world:ȱ someȱ particularȱ
groupsȱconsumeȱlessȱnewsȱinȱtheȱmedia.ȱItȱmayȱ
beȱ becauseȱ theyȱ faceȱ barriers,ȱ suchȱ asȱ lackȱ ofȱ
moneyȱ toȱ buyȱ newspapersȱ orȱ timeȱ toȱ watchȱ
newsȱonȱtelevision;ȱor,ȱitȱcouldȱbeȱbecauseȱthoseȱ
livingȱinȱruralȱareasȱareȱunableȱtoȱaccessȱmedia.ȱ
Moreȱresearchȱisȱneededȱtoȱidentifyȱasȱpreciselyȱ
asȱ possibleȱ theȱ factorsȱ thatȱ explainȱ whyȱ theseȱ
particularȱ groupsȱ doȱ notȱ consumeȱ newsȱ inȱ theȱ
media.ȱȱ
AsȱIȱmentionedȱatȱtheȱbeginning,ȱmostȱresearchȱ
onȱ newsȱ consumptionȱ hasȱ focusedȱ onȱ theȱ
implicationsȱ ofȱ newsȱ consumptionȱ forȱ politicalȱ
outcomesȱ suchȱ asȱ politicalȱ interestȱ orȱ
participation.ȱ Here,ȱ Iȱ putȱ theȱ emphasisȱ onȱ theȱ
determinantsȱ ofȱ thisȱ consumption,ȱ aȱ questionȱ

thatȱ hasȱ recentlyȱ caughtȱ theȱ attentionȱ ofȱ
scholars.ȱ Thatȱ threatsȱ triggerȱ newsȱ
consumptionȱ
andȱ
thatȱ
certainȱ
sociodemographicȱgroupsȱconfrontȱobstaclesȱtoȱ
becomingȱinformedȱareȱimportantȱinsightsȱthatȱ
canȱ beȱ usedȱ toȱ addressȱ questionsȱ aboutȱ theȱ
politicalȱoutcomesȱofȱnewsȱconsumption.ȱ
Otherȱ futureȱ avenuesȱ ofȱ researchȱ mayȱ includeȱ
studiesȱthatȱfocusȱonȱtheȱdifferencesȱinȱaverageȱ
consumptionȱ acrossȱ countries.ȱ Iȱ findȱ thatȱ
Centralȱ Americanȱ andȱ Caribbeanȱ countriesȱ
appearȱ toȱ haveȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ newsȱ
consumptionȱthanȱSouthȱAmericanȱones.ȱWhatȱ
explainsȱthisȱregionalȱdifference?ȱInȱshort,ȱthereȱ
isȱmoreȱresearchȱthatȱcanȱbeȱdoneȱtoȱstrengthenȱ
ourȱunderstandingȱofȱthisȱtopic.ȱ
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Appendix
Appendixȱ Tableȱ 1.ȱ Ordinaryȱ Leastȱ Squaresȱ Modelȱ ofȱ Newsȱ Consumptionȱ (Designȱ Effectȱ
Adjusted)13ȱ
PerceptionȱofȱCrimeȱasȱaȱThreatȱ

Coefficientȱ

tȬvalueȱ

0.044*ȱ

6.24ȱ

PerceptionȱofȱEconomicȱCrisisȱ

0.010ȱ

1.63ȱ

Open/IntellectualȱPersonalityȱ

0.057*ȱ

9.58ȱ

SatisfactionȱwithȱtheȱPerformanceȱofȱtheȱCurrentȱPresidentȱ

0.012ȱ

1.88ȱ

TrustȱinȱMassȱMediaȱ

0.059*ȱ

9.58ȱ

PoliticalȱInterestȱ

0.078*ȱ

12.35ȱ

Female

Ȭ0.028*

Ȭ5.48ȱ

Ageȱ

0.082*ȱ

13.61ȱ

SizeȱofȱPlaceȱofȱResidenceȱ

0.065*ȱ

7.69ȱ

EducationȱLevelȱ

0.097*ȱ

13.25ȱ

QuintilesȱofȱWealthȱ

0.063*ȱ

8.69ȱ

Mexico

Ȭ0.052*

Ȭ6.27ȱ

Guatemala

Ȭ0.068*

Ȭ7.55ȱ

ElȱSalvador

Ȭ0.064*

Ȭ8.32ȱ

Nicaragua

Ȭ0.081*

Ȭ6.78ȱ

CostaȱRicaȱ

0.007ȱ

0.93ȱ

Panamaȱ

0.002ȱ

0.20ȱ

Colombia

Ȭ0.019*

Ȭ2.70ȱ

Ecuador

Ȭ0.010

Ȭ0.99ȱ

Bolivia

Ȭ0.045*

Ȭ3.74ȱ

Peru

Ȭ0.020*

Ȭ2.33ȱ

Paraguay

Ȭ0.000

Ȭ0.06ȱ

Chile

Ȭ0.023*

Ȭ3.02ȱ

Brazil

Ȭ0.104*

Ȭ6.89ȱ

Venezuela

Ȭ0.049*

Ȭ4.04ȱ

Argentina

Ȭ0.035*

Ȭ3.83ȱ

DominicanȱRepublic

Ȭ0.023*

Ȭ3.53ȱ

Jamaicaȱ

0.008ȱ

1.13ȱ

Guyana

Ȭ0.024*

Ȭ2.08ȱ

Trinidadȱ&ȱTobago

Ȭ0.019*

Ȭ2.64ȱ

Belize

Ȭ0.037*

Ȭ4.28ȱ
Ȭ3.40ȱ

Suriname

Ȭ0.026*

NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ

33622ȱ

RȬsquaredȱ

0.082ȱ

Fȱ

46.34ȱ

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱfromȱweightedȱlinearȱregressionȱareȱsignificantȱatȱ*p<0.05.ȱ

13

Uruguay is the country of reference.
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Executive Summary. This Insights report attempts to understand why some
citizens, but not others, are attached to political parties across the Americas.
Using data from the 2010 round of the AmericasBarometer surveys, the analysis
tests the hypothesis that less complex political environments foster partisanship
by helping voters assign responsibility for outcomes to political parties. Less
complex political environments have a smaller number of parties and individuals
competing for power, and also tend to display more concentration of
responsibility for political and economic outcomes among groups. After taking
into account some individual level factors that could explain variation in
partisanship, the analysis tests the relevance of four different indicators of clarity
of responsibility. Interestingly, the results indicate that none of those four
measures helps to explain the different proportion of partisans across countries in
Latin America and the Caribbean. The conclusion can be stated quite simply: less
complex political systems do not have more partisans than more complex ones.

The Insights Series is co-edited by Mitchell A. Seligson, Amy Erica Smith, and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister with
administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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arty identification – or simply
partisanship – refers to “people’s
psychological association to parties”
(Campbell et al, 1954, p. 90; Campbell et al,
1960). The extent to which people are attached to
political parties is important for a variety of
reasons. Dalton (2007) argues that public
attachment to parties is an indicator of party
system development; similarly, Jones (2005)
builds on research by Mainwaring and Scully
(1995) to argue that partisan ties reflect the
extent to which a party system is
institutionalized. Downs (1957), followed by
many others, stresses the importance of
partisanship as a heuristic that helps citizens to
organize and simplify information relevant to
electoral competition. Dalton and Wattenberg
(2000) present evidence that partisanship
stimulates participation and voting behavior.
For these and other reasons, the examination of
partisanship in comparative perspective is a
relevant topic in the study of democracy.

P

Why do some citizens declare a preference for a
political party, while others do not? At least
three sets of individual factors may help answer
this question. First, factors such as political
interest and knowledge may help citizens to
better understand the role of parties in politics,
and also to distinguish the positions of different
parties on relevant issues. So, more interested
and knowledgeable citizens are more likely to be
partisans (Delli Carpini & Keeter, 1996; Huber et
al, 2005). Second, socialization over the life
course seems to be one of the most important
reasons people like parties (Converse & Pierce,
1992; Dalton & Weldon, 2007), and so
partisanship may vary by age cohorts.1 Third,
individuals may acquire partisanship from a
“running tally” of retrospective assessments,
which is a series of evaluations they make
concerning party performance (Fiorina, 1981).
Even though many individuals learn to like
parties in their earlier socialization, they may
update their partisanship based on the
performance of parties in office. While testing
the latter expectation is outside the scope of this
ȱ Inȱ addition,ȱ thoughȱ notȱ testedȱ here,ȱ extantȱ scholarshipȱ
suggestsȱthatȱindividualsȱinȱolderȱpartyȱsystemsȱmayȱlearnȱtoȱ
likeȱaȱspecificȱpartyȱbecauseȱtheirȱparentsȱtransmitȱtheirȱownȱ
longȬstandingȱattachmentsȱtoȱtheirȱchildren.

1

Figure 1. Percentage of Citizens who are Partisans by
Country in the Americas, 2010

paper, in this Insights report I assess the extent to
which factors such as an individual’s age,
political interest, and political knowledge help
predict partisanship.
In addition, it is possible that context plays a
role. In what follows I test, but fail to find
evidence for, the argument that the degree to
which institutions are structured so that political
responsibility is comparatively clearer may
affect the extent of partisan ties in a country.
The Latin American Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP) asked 43,990 respondents the question
at the center of this study in the 2010 round of
the AmericasBarometer:2

2ȱ Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2010ȱroundȱ mainlyȱ cameȱ fromȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
Importantȱ sourcesȱ ofȱ supportȱ wereȱ alsoȱ theȱ InterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
Developmentȱ Programȱ (UNDP),ȱ andȱ Vanderbiltȱ University.ȱȱ
PriorȱissuesȱinȱtheȱInsightsȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:ȱ
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VB10. Do you currently identify with a
political party?

Figure 2. Weighted Standardized Effects of Individual Level
Variables on Partisanship, 2010

Positive answers to the question were coded
as one, while negative answers were coded
as zero.3 Figure 1 shows the proportion of
partisans with confidence intervals among
citizens in all 26 countries in the
AmericasBarometer surveys.4
Figure 1 shows that there is a lot of variation
in the proportion of partisans across the
Americas. Uruguay and United States
appear in the top of the graph as the only
countries in which more than 60% of the
respondents have preference for a party. At
the bottom, four countries have partisanship
levels lower than 20%: Argentina (19.5%),
Guatemala (18.3%), Ecuador (16.1%), and
Chile (11.6%).
Why there is so much variation in the
proportion of partisans across those countries?
One can argue that those differences are
exclusively due to individual factors. According
to this line of reasoning, some countries have
more partisans because citizens have higher
values on the individual level factors that cause
partisanship. However, one can argue that there
may be differences across countries that do not
relate directly to individual level factors. Factors
such as electoral rules and party system
complexity could facilitate the psychological
attachment in some countries, while they could
undermine those attachments in other countries.
The next section explores the extent to which
selected individual and contextual factors
predict partisanship.

http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.ȱ Theȱ dataȱ onȱ
whichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱatȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveyȬdata.php.ȱ
3 Item non-response was 2.5% excluding the United States
and Canada, and 2.4% excluding the United States, Canada,
and Haiti.
4 All analyses presented here were conducted using STATA
v11.1.

IndividualȱTraits,ȱKnowledge,ȱandȱ
InterestȱasȱPredictorsȱofȱ
Partisanshipȱ
Figure 2 displays the results of a logistic
regression model that assesses the determinants
of the likelihood an individual reports being a
partisan. The analysis does not include the
United States and Canada. The model includes
seven independent variables. Political interest
and political knowledge indicate respondents’
involvement with politics and are expected to
have positive effects.5,6 I also test the relevance
of age with an index of 6 age categories.7 Four
additional socioeconomic and demographic
variables are included as control variables:
5 The question about political interest (POL1) asked: “How
much interest do you have in politics: a lot, some, little or
none?” Item non-response on the question was about 1%.
6 A battery of factual political information questions
measured political knowledge. The questions were about the
number of provinces/departments/states in the country
(GI1), the name of the US President (GI3), and the length of
the presidential/prime ministerial term in the respondent’s
country (GI4). The questions were coded 1 if correct and 0 if
incorrect. Missing values were coded as 0. The final variable
was the sum of the three items.
7 Item non-response on this question (Q2S) was 0.5% with
and without Haiti.
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female, education, wealth, and urban. Wealth is
an index comprising 5 quintiles and is based on
an analysis of household assets.8 Education is
measured in years of schooling.9 Female and
Urban are binary variables.10 The model also
includes a binary variable for each country
(except for Uruguay, which was the country of
reference); these country fixed effects are not
shown in the figure.
In Figure 2, the dot indicates the standardized
regression coefficient. If the dot is to the right of
the vertical line, the effect is positive; if it is to
the left, the effect is negative. The horizontal
lines extending from the dot are confidence
intervals and, if they do not pass through the
vertical line, the effect is statistically
distinguishable from zero. Figure 2 shows that,
as
expected,
the
associations
between
partisanship and political interest and
knowledge are positive and statistically
significant. The effect of political interest is very
strong, indicating that motivational attachment
to politics may be even more important than
cognitive factors such as knowledge in
explaining partisanship. Age has a positive and
statistically significant association, so that those
who are older are more likely to express a
partisan attachment.11 The measures of sex
(female), wealth, and urban residence have no
association with partisan ties. Interestingly,
education has a surprising negative association
when interest and knowledge are included in
the analysis.12 This result deserves further
treatment, beyond this report.
In general, some important individual level
factors explain the probability of a respondent
reporting to be a partisan. However, those
factors do not account for all the country level
8 Item non-response in this question (QUINTALL) was 0.3%
and 0.2% without Haiti. More details about the construction
of this variable can be found in a previous number of the
Insights series (Córdova, 2009).
9 Item non-response in this question (ED) was 0.5% and 0.4%
without Haiti.
10 These variables had no missing values.
11 A parallel model tested and confirmed the linearity of this
relationship by including binary indicators of each age
category.
12 Education has a positive impact on partisanship when
political interest and knowledge are not included in the
analysis.

variation. The binary variables for each country
still have strong and statistically significant
effects, meaning that the country level
differences remain when the individual level
factors are included in the analysis (see
Appendix Model 1). Therefore, the next section
uses country level variables to test if the
complexity of the political system helps to
explain the different proportion of partisans
across Latin America and the Caribbean.

Simplerȱ Politicalȱ Systemsȱ Doȱ Notȱ
ProduceȱMoreȱPartisansȱ
Among the many possible answers to the
question about cross-national variation of
partisanship, one approach focuses on the
complexity of the political system (Powell and
Whitten, 1993; Huber et al, 2005). In this view
voters’ attachments towards political parties
operate as “running tallies” of retrospective
assessments (Fiorina, 1981). Voters use new
information about political and economic
outcomes to update their orientations towards
the parties and other relevant political actors.
Arguably, the nature of the political system
could facilitate or stymie voters’ task of
attributing responsibility for outcomes to parties
and other political actors. In less complex
contexts, it is thought to be easier for voters to
punish or reward parties and candidates
according to their performances. Thus,
according to this argument, in less complex
political systems the availability and clarity of
information about the political process make it
easier for voters to update their running tallies
about the parties and, possibly, make it more
likely that voters report a partisan attachment.
To assess this expectation, I use four indicators
of clarity of responsibility. It is often said that
federal systems disperse power in comparison
with unitarian systems, and hence make it more
complicated for voters to identify to what extent
incumbents from national and sub-national
levels are responsible for outcomes (Gerring &
Thacker, 2004). Also, Powell and Whitten (1993)
argue that bicameralism may contribute to the
dispersion of power and the complexity of the
distribution of responsibility that voters
perceive. Another common indicator of clarity
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of responsibility is the number of effective
parliamentary parties (Laakso & Taagepera,
1979). This number indicates the extent of
legislative fractionalization and also relates
to how difficult it is for voters to find out
which political actors are responsible for
which outcomes (Huber et al, 2005, p. 372).
Finally, the electoral formula is usually seen
as relevant. In proportional systems, the
number of parliamentary candidates tends
to be higher, which could make the
environment much more complex than in
majoritarian systems (“first-past-the-post”).
Figure 3 displays the results from a
hierarchical
logit
model
in
which
partisanship is the dependent variable. Once
again the model does not include the US
and Canada, and includes the same
individual level independent variables as in
the model presented in Figure 2.13 As
indicated, four country level variables
represent clarity of responsibility. “First-pastthe-post” and unicameralism are binary
variables expected to enhance clarity of
responsibility and increase the probability of a
respondent being a partisan. If complexity
matters to partisanship, they should have
positive effects. By contrast, the binary variable
indicating that the country is a federal system
should have a negative effect. The effective
number of parties is a continuous variable and
should also have a negative effect.14
The results in Figure 3 show that clarity of
responsibility does not seem to be the answer to
the question of what causes cross-national
variation in partisanship in Latin America and
the Caribbean. None of the four variables has
statistically significant effects. Further, the signs
on the coefficients for the electoral formula
(“First-past-the-post”)
and
unicameralism
measures are contrary to what was the expected.
These null results are robust to analyses in
which just one measure of clarity of

Figure 3. Weighted Standardized Effects of Individual and
Country Level Variables on Partisanship, 2010

responsibility/system complexity is included at
a time.15

Discussionȱ
This Insights report asked what predicts varying
levels of partisanship at both the individual and
country levels. The analysis focused on
countries from Latin America and the
Caribbean. Several individual characteristics
were shown to predict partisanship, including
political interest, political knowledge, and age.
According to some scholarly perspectives,
different levels of partisanship across countries
might be explained by the complexity of the
political system. However, after controlling for
individual level determinants of partisanship,
the analysis did not support the hypothesis that
political environments in which it is easier for
voters to assign responsibility for outcomes have
more partisans.
So, since clarity of responsibility does not seem
to explain the variation in partisanship across

13 In addition, Haiti was excluded in this analysis because
the information about the country level variables is either
not available or not reliable.
14 Data for this variable were collected from Gallagher and
Mitchell (2008).

15 One could be concerned that the null results in Figure 3
are due to a problem of collinearity among indicators of
clarity of responsibility; however, none has a statistically
significant effect when included one at a time.
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the countries analyzed in this report, other
factors should be considered in further
examinations. The age of the party system and
the salience of social and ethnic divisions inside
the
countries
are
common
alternative
explanations (Huber et al, 2005), and these
might be examined by future research on this
topic in the Americas. Other types of citizenparty linkages in Latin America and the
Caribbean may also constitute interesting
avenues of research on the topic, such as how
some parties connect to voters through
clientelistic practices (Vidal et al., 2010).
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Appendix.ȱPredictorsȱofȱPartisanshipȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbean,ȱ
2010
Model 1
Unstandardizedȱ
Coefficientȱ
(StandardȱError)ȱ

Female
Age
Education
Quintiles of Wealth
Urban
Political Knowledge
Political Interest

Model 2

Standardizedȱ
Coefficientȱ

-0.001
(0.025)
0.161*
(0.009)
-0.015*
(0.004)
0.009
(0.012)
0.045
(0.039)
0.095
(0.017)
0.835
(0.015)

0.000
(0.013)
0.246*
(0.014)
-0.065*
(0.018)
0.013
(0.017)
0.022
(0.019)
0.091
(0.017)
0.807
(0.015)

-1.449
(0.114)
-1.925
(0.110)
-1.143
(0.094)
-0.754
(0.095)
-0.519
(0.110)
-0.341
(0.105)
-1.275
(0.101)
-0.933
(0.108)

-0.277
(0.022)
-0.362
(0.021)
-0.218
(0.018)
-0.146
(0.018)
-0.099
(0.021)
-0.064
(0.020)
-0.242
(0.019)
-0.175
(0.020)

First-past-the-post
Unicameral System
Federal System
Effective Number of Parties
Mexico
Guatemala
El Salvador
Honduras
Nicaragua
Costa Rica
Panama
Colombia

Unstandardizedȱ
Coefficientȱ
(StandardȱError)ȱ

0.006
(0.025)
0.171*
(0.009)
-0.010*
(0.004)
-0.020*
(0.010)
0.066*
(0.029)
0.107*
(0.016)
0.840*
(0.014)
-0.165
(0.435)
-0.146
(0.283)
-0.342
(0.356)
-0.030
(0.075)
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Standardizedȱ
Coefficientȱ

0.003
(0.012)
0.264*
(0.013)
-0.044*
(0.016)
-0.029*
(0.014)
0.032*
(0.014)
0.103*
(0.015)
0.815*
(0.013)
-0.053
(0.139)
-0.073
(0.141)
-0.131
(0.136)
-0.061
(0.151)
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Model 1
Unstandardizedȱ
Coefficientȱ
(StandardȱError)ȱ

Ecuador
Bolivia
Peru
Paraguay
Chile
Brazil
Venezuela
Argentina
Dominican Republic
Haiti
Jamaica
Guyana
Trinidad and Tobago
Belize
Suriname
Constant
NumberȱofȱObs.ȱ
*p<0.05

Model 2

Standardizedȱ
Coefficientȱ

-2.037
(0.118)
-1.345
(0.115)
-1.736
(0.103)
-0.769
(0.104)
-2.432
(0.122)
-1.178
(0.115)
-1.167
(0.134)
-2.067
(0.117)
-0.333
(0.095)
-1.170
(0.095)
-0.703
(0.127)
-1.249
(0.132)
-1.463
(0.100)
-1.214
(0.106)
-0.926
(0.101)
-1.173*
(0.110)

-0.531
(0.031)
-0.351
(0.030)
-0.326
(0.019)
-0.145
(0.020)
-0.520
(0.026)
-0.281
(0.027)
-0.219
(0.025)
-0.377
(0.021)
-0.062
(0.018)
-0.237
(0.019)
-0.132
(0.024)
-0.237
(0.025)
-0.275
(0.019)
-0.228
(0.020)
-0.175
(0.019)
-0.873*
(0.018)
39,213ȱ

Unstandardizedȱ
Coefficientȱ
(StandardȱError)ȱ

Standardizedȱ
Coefficientȱ

-2.137*
(0.372)

-0.810*
(0.122)
37,701ȱ

Note: Coefficients are statistically significant at *p<0.05, two-tailed
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Executiveȱ Summary.ȱ Thisȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ exploresȱ publicȱ opinionȱ inȱ Latinȱ
AmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbeanȱregardingȱwhetherȱbriberyȱisȱjustifiable.ȱInitialȱ
analysisȱ revealsȱ thatȱ male,ȱ wealthy,ȱ youngȱ andȱ urbanȱ citizensȱ areȱ moreȱ
likelyȱtoȱreportȱthatȱpayingȱaȱbribeȱsometimesȱisȱjustified.ȱInȱaȱsecondȱsetȱofȱ
analyses,ȱ threeȱ possibleȱ motivationsȱ forȱ thisȱ attitudeȱ areȱ explored.ȱ First,ȱ Iȱ
argueȱ thatȱ ifȱ peopleȱ haveȱ negativeȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ theȱ politicalȱ andȱ
economicȱ contextȱ (lowerȱ evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ economy,ȱ concernȱ aboutȱ theȱ
impactȱ ofȱ crime,ȱ andȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ asȱ widespread),ȱ theyȱ willȱ
haveȱ aȱ pessimisticȱ viewȱ ofȱ governmentȱ andȱ thusȱ findȱ briberyȱ toȱ beȱ aȱ
comparativelyȱappropriateȱwayȱtoȱinteractȱwithȱpublicȱauthorities.ȱSecond,ȱ
ifȱ peopleȱ haveȱ lowȱ trustȱ inȱ publicȱ authorities,ȱ Iȱ suggestȱ theyȱ willȱ beȱ moreȱ
proneȱtoȱusingȱbribesȱinȱorderȱtoȱsecureȱmoreȱcertainȱoutcomes.ȱȱAnd,ȱthird,ȱ
peopleȱ interestedȱ inȱ politicsȱ shouldȱ beȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ gatherȱ informationȱ
aboutȱtheȱpublicȱsectorȱandȱtheȱbestȱmeansȱtoȱdealȱwithȱit;ȱthisȱknowledgeȱ
givesȱ themȱ anȱ advantageȱ ifȱ theyȱ tryȱ briberyȱ andȱ aȱ senseȱ thatȱ itȱ isȱ nothingȱ
moreȱthanȱ“politicsȱasȱusual.”ȱȱȱȱ

The Insights Series is co-edited by Mitchell A. Seligson, Amy Erica Smith, and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister with
administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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Bȱ

ribery,ȱ asȱ aȱ formȱ ofȱ corruption,ȱ
distortsȱ
interactionsȱ
betweenȱ
citizensȱandȱtheȱstate.ȱWhenȱaȱpublicȱ
bureaucratȱ takesȱ aȱ bribe,ȱ heȱ isȱ usingȱ hisȱ
controlȱ overȱ publicȱ resourcesȱ forȱ privateȱ
gainȱ (Warrenȱ 2004).ȱ Whileȱ anyȱ particularȱ
instanceȱ ofȱ briberyȱ isȱ localized,ȱ pervasiveȱ
bribeȬtakingȱ canȱ haveȱ broaderȱ negativeȱ
impactsȱonȱsocietyȱandȱpolitics.ȱForȱexample,ȱ
itȱ canȱ negativelyȱ affectȱ nationalȱ economiesȱ
andȱ investmentȱ levelsȱ (Mauroȱ 1995)ȱ andȱ
erodeȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ fairnessȱ ofȱ institutionsȱ
(Seligsonȱ 2006).ȱ Andȱ finally,ȱ itȱ canȱ reduceȱ
levelsȱofȱdiffuseȱsupportȱforȱtheȱgovernmentȱ
andȱ levelsȱ ofȱ interpersonalȱ trustȱ (Seligsonȱ
2002).ȱ

Figure 1. Percentage of people thinking that
given the way things are, sometimes
paying a bribe is justified
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Inȱ thisȱ Insightsȱ report1ȱ Iȱ exploreȱ whoȱ acrossȱ
theȱ Americasȱ findsȱ itȱ sometimesȱ justifiableȱ
toȱpayȱaȱbribe,ȱandȱwhy.ȱIȱfocusȱtheȱanalysisȱ
onȱ theȱ followingȱ questionȱ fromȱ theȱ 2010ȱ
AmericasBarometer2ȱ surveyȱ byȱ LAPOP,ȱ inȱ
whichȱ 40,990ȱ surveyȱ respondentsȱ fromȱ 24ȱ
countriesȱ wereȱ askedȱ toȱ respondȱ “Yes”ȱ orȱ
“No”ȱtoȱtheȱfollowingȱstatement:ȱȱ
EXC18.ȱ Doȱ youȱ thinkȱ givenȱ theȱ wayȱ thingsȱ
are,ȱsometimesȱpayingȱaȱbribeȱisȱjustified?3
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Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ
respondentsȱ answeringȱ “Yes”ȱ toȱ theȱ
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
questionȱ inȱ eachȱ country.ȱ Ratesȱ ofȱ agreeingȱ
thatȱ briberyȱ canȱ beȱ justifiedȱ underȱ currentȱ
circumstancesȱ rangeȱ fromȱ betweenȱ 7.6%ȱ andȱ
Tobagoȱ respondȱ affirmatively.ȱ Aboutȱ 15ȱ ofȱ theȱ
7.8%ȱ inȱ Guatemala,ȱ Chileȱ andȱ Brazil,ȱ toȱ moreȱ
24ȱ countriesȱ haveȱ ȱ betweenȱ 10ȱ toȱ 20%ȱ ofȱ theȱ
thanȱ 30%ȱ inȱ Haitiȱ andȱ Guyana.ȱ Moreȱ thanȱ 20%ȱ
populationȱ agreeingȱ thatȱ briberyȱ isȱ sometimesȱ
ofȱindividualsȱinȱMexico,ȱBelize,ȱandȱTrinidadȱ&ȱ
acceptable.ȱȱ

ȱPriorȱissuesȱinȱtheȱInsightsȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.phpȱ
Theȱdataȱonȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱatȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapopȱ
2ȱ Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2010ȱroundȱ mainlyȱ cameȱ fromȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
Importantȱ sourcesȱ ofȱ supportȱ wereȱ alsoȱ theȱ InterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
DevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱȱ
3ȱ Thisȱ particularȱ questionȱ wasȱ leftȱ unansweredȱ byȱ 3.46%ȱ ofȱ
respondentsȱ(consideringȱtheȱpooledȱdataset).ȱȱ
1

Theȱ variationȱ presentedȱ aboveȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ
attitudesȱ towardȱ briberyȱ varyȱ dependingȱ onȱ
nationalȱ context.ȱ Yet,ȱ whileȱ explainingȱ thisȱ
crossȬnationalȱ variationȱ isȱ worthyȱ ofȱ additionalȱ
study,ȱthisȱInsightsȱreportȱfocusesȱonȱindividualȬ
levelȱpredictorsȱofȱthisȱattitude.ȱInȱwhatȱfollows,ȱ
usingȱsociodemographicȱvariables,ȱIȱfirstȱexploreȱ
ifȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ findingȱ briberyȱ justifiedȱ isȱ
relatedȱtoȱbeingȱpartȱofȱparticularȱsectorsȱwithinȱ
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theȱ population.ȱ Next,ȱ Iȱ testȱ threeȱ additional,ȱ
nonȬrivalȱ expectations.ȱ First,ȱ peopleȱ evaluatingȱ
theȱ socialȱ andȱ economicȱ contextȱ poorlyȱ willȱ beȱ
moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ acceptȱ thatȱ itȱ mayȱ beȱ justifiedȱ toȱ
payȱ aȱ bribe.ȱ Second,ȱ peopleȱ lackingȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
publicȱ authoritiesȱ willȱ agreeȱ thatȱ briberyȱ isȱ
justifiableȱ toȱ compensateȱ forȱ theȱ associatedȱ
uncertainty.ȱ And,ȱ third,ȱ peopleȱ interestedȱ inȱ
politicsȱ willȱ beȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ findȱ briberyȱ
justifiable.4ȱ Iȱ willȱ furtherȱ explainȱ theȱ logicȱ ofȱ
eachȱofȱtheseȱthreeȱexpectationsȱinȱwhatȱfollows,ȱ
butȱ firstȱ Iȱ examineȱ aȱ veryȱ basicȱ modelȱ forȱ bribeȱ
justification.ȱ

Aȱ Simpleȱ Profileȱ ofȱ Bribeȱ
Justifiersȱ
Extantȱ researchȱ supportsȱ theȱ expectationȱ thatȱ
someȱ variationȱ inȱ responsesȱ toȱ theȱ questionȱ ofȱ
whetherȱbribesȱareȱjustifiedȱcanȱbeȱattributedȱtoȱ
sociodemographicȱ factorsȱ (e.g.,ȱ Redlawskȱ andȱ
McCannȱ2005).5ȱIȱassessȱtheȱpredictiveȱpowerȱofȱ
socioeconomicȱ andȱ demographicȱ factorsȱ inȱ aȱ
simpleȱ model,ȱ inȱ whichȱ theȱ dependentȱ variableȱ
isȱ respondents’ȱ yesȱ (1)ȱ /ȱ noȱ (0)ȱ answersȱ toȱ aȱ
questionȱ aboutȱ whether,ȱ givenȱ theȱ currentȱ
circumstances,ȱ payingȱ aȱ bribeȱ isȱ sometimesȱ
justified.6ȱ Givenȱ theȱ dichotomousȱ natureȱ ofȱ theȱ
4ȱ Previousȱ researchȱ hasȱ alsoȱ shownȱ thatȱ bribery’sȱ
acceptabilityȱisȱconditionedȱonȱbeingȱaȱlocalȱcitizen,ȱwhereasȱ
briberyȱ byȱ foreignersȱ isȱ condemnedȱ (Tsalikisȱ andȱ
Nwachukwuȱ 1991).ȱ Thisȱ lineȱ ofȱ argumentȱ goesȱ beyondȱ theȱ
analysisȱpresentedȱinȱthisȱreport.ȱ
5ȱ Redlawskȱ andȱ McCannȱ (2005)ȱ find,ȱ forȱ theȱ U.S.,ȱ thatȱ
individualsȱwithȱhigherȱeducationȱandȱincome,ȱandȱwhoȱareȱ
white,ȱ female,ȱ conservativeȱ andȱ olderȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
considerȱ activitiesȱ involvingȱ clearȱ lawȬbreakingȱ toȱ beȱ
corrupt.ȱByȱcontrast,ȱconsideringȱpracticesȱofȱ“favoritism”ȱasȱ
corruptȱ isȱ negativelyȱ associatedȱ withȱ education,ȱ income,ȱ
beingȱ whiteȱ andȱ Republican,ȱ butȱ positivelyȱ relatedȱ toȱ beingȱ
female,ȱ older,ȱ aȱ Democratȱ and,ȱ althoughȱ onlyȱ slightly,ȱ toȱ
beingȱconservative.ȱ
6ȱTheȱquestionȱusedȱhereȱasksȱtheȱrespondentȱtoȱmakeȱaȱtwoȬ
partȱevaluation.ȱInitiallyȱtheyȱneedȱtoȱevaluateȱtheȱconditionsȱ
inȱtheirȱcountry,ȱandȱimmediately,ȱtheyȱassessȱtheȱrepertoireȱ
ofȱalternativesȱtoȱfaceȱ thatȱcontext.ȱOneȱofȱthemȱisȱpayingȱaȱ
bribe,ȱ whichȱ isȱ aȱ conceptȱ easilyȱ understandableȱ acrossȱ
countries,ȱ avoidingȱ severalȱ ofȱ theȱ comparabilityȱ problemsȱ
foundȱinȱstudiesȱaboutȱcorruptionȱ(AnderssonȱandȱHeywoodȱ
2009).ȱ

dependentȱvariable,ȱIȱuseȱlogitȱanalysis.ȱAmongȱ
theȱindependentȱvariables,ȱIȱincludeȱwealth7ȱandȱ
educationȱ (codedȱ inȱ fourȱ categories:ȱ none,ȱ
primary,ȱsecondary,ȱandȱhigher).ȱAssumingȱthatȱ
thoseȱwhoȱareȱwealthierȱareȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱhaveȱ
theȱ means,ȱ motives,ȱ andȱ opportunityȱ toȱ offerȱ
bribes,ȱ Iȱ expectȱ thatȱ wealthierȱ peopleȱ willȱ beȱ
moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ condoneȱ briberyȱ (seeȱ alsoȱ
Redlawskȱ andȱ McCannȱ 2005).ȱ Additionally,ȱ Iȱ
suggestȱ thatȱ theȱ moreȱ educatedȱ knowȱ betterȱ
howȱ politicsȱ actuallyȱ worksȱ andȱ abandonȱ
“naïve”ȱ visionsȱ ofȱ altruisticȱ politicians,ȱ
perceivingȱ moreȱ benignlyȱ publicȱ “favoritism,”ȱ
includingȱbriberyȱ(Johnstonȱ1986:ȱ385Ȭ387;ȱJongȬ
SungȱandȱKhagramȱ2005).ȱȱ
Iȱ alsoȱ includeȱ anȱ urbanȱ versusȱ ruralȱ localeȱ
variableȱ (codedȱ 0ȱ forȱ ruralȱ andȱ 1ȱ forȱ urban).ȱ
Seligsonȱ (2006)ȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ theȱ urbanȱ milieuȱ
mayȱbeȱrelatedȱtoȱaȱhigherȱacceptanceȱofȱpayingȱ
aȱ bribe;ȱ stateȱ officesȱ areȱ moreȱ commonȱ inȱ thoseȱ
contexts,ȱ thusȱ creatingȱ moreȱ opportunitiesȱ forȱ
briberyȱ and,ȱ byȱ extension,ȱ greaterȱ toleranceȱ forȱ
thisȱ act.ȱ Ageȱ (codedȱ inȱ years)ȱ isȱ expectedȱ toȱ beȱ
relatedȱtoȱbribery.ȱSeligsonȱ(2006)ȱfindsȱthatȱtheȱ
relationshipȱ betweenȱ ageȱ andȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱ isȱ notȱ linear,ȱ suggestingȱ itȱ isȱ
associatedȱ toȱ theȱ lifeȱ cycleȱ andȱ theȱ needȱ toȱ dealȱ
withȱ stateȱ institutions;ȱ Iȱ tested,ȱ butȱ foundȱ noȱ
evidenceȱ forȱ aȱ nonȬlinearȱ relationshipȱ betweenȱ
ageȱandȱperceivedȱacceptabilityȱofȱbribeȬpaying.ȱ
Andȱ finally,ȱ Iȱ includeȱ aȱ measureȱ ofȱ genderȱ
(codedȱ 0ȱ forȱ maleȱ andȱ 1ȱ forȱ female).ȱ Theȱ
rationaleȱ forȱ includingȱ thisȱ variableȱ isȱ researchȱ
onȱ genderȱ roleȱ differences,ȱ whichȱ findsȱ thatȱ
womenȱtendȱtoȱcondemnȱtheȱviolationȱofȱpublicȱ
normsȱ thanȱ menȱ (Redlawskȱ andȱ McCannȱ 2005:ȱ
265).ȱȱ
Figureȱ2ȱshowsȱtheȱresultsȱofȱtheȱlogitȱregressionȱ
analysisȱ byȱ reportingȱ theȱ effectsȱ ofȱ eachȱ
predictorȱ inȱ theȱ modelȱ usingȱ standardizedȱ
ȱ Seeȱ Abbyȱ Córdova,ȱ 2009,ȱ “Methodologicalȱ Note:ȱ
Measuringȱ Relativeȱ Wealthȱ usingȱ Householdȱ Assetȱ
Indicators”ȱ forȱ aȱ descriptionȱ ofȱ theȱ constructionȱ ofȱ theȱ
wealthȱindex:ȱȱ
ȱhttp://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights/I0806en.pdfȱ
7
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whichȱtheyȱareȱdeeplyȱinvested.ȱNonetheless,ȱ
ifȱ thatȱ wereȱ theȱ case,ȱ wealthȱ levelȱ shouldȱ
captureȱsomeȱofȱthisȱeffect.ȱSomeȱofȱthisȱmayȱ
beȱ relatedȱ toȱ anȱ individual’sȱ decreasedȱ
tendency,ȱ overȱ time,ȱ toȱ interactȱ withȱ publicȱ
officialsȱ inȱ arenasȱ whereȱ bribeȬtakingȱ isȱ
common,ȱ thoughȱ itȱ isȱ unclearȱ ifȱ thisȱ wouldȱ
explainȱ completelyȱ whatȱ isȱ aȱ veryȱ strongȱ
effect.ȱTheȱnextȱsectionȱexploresȱtheȱimpactȱofȱ
additionalȱ factorsȱ toȱ developȱ aȱ moreȱ
extensiveȱ explanationȱ ofȱ whenȱ andȱ whyȱ
briberyȱisȱlikelyȱtoȱbeȱconsideredȱjustified.ȱȱ

Figure 2. Logistic model predicting who considers
paying a bribe justified
F=37.281
N =39134

Higher Education
Secondary Education
Primary Education
Female
Age
Urban
Wealth
-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
Note: Country fixed effects and intercept included but not shown here

0.2

Whyȱ
Mightȱ
Individualsȱ
CondoneȱBribery?ȱ

coefficients,ȱsoȱthatȱtheȱrelativeȱeffectȱofȱeachȱcanȱ
beȱmoreȱeasilyȱdiscerned.ȱTheȱestimatedȱeffectȱofȱ
eachȱ independentȱ variableȱ onȱ theȱ dependentȱ
variableȱ isȱ representedȱ byȱ aȱ dot.ȱ Ifȱ theȱ dotȱ andȱ
itsȱ correspondingȱ bars,ȱ whichȱ indicateȱ theȱ 95%ȱ
confidenceȱ interval,ȱ fallȱ toȱ theȱ leftȱ ofȱ theȱ 0ȱ line,ȱ
thenȱtheȱrelationshipȱisȱconsideredȱbothȱnegativeȱ
andȱ statisticallyȱ significant;ȱ ifȱ theȱ dotȱ andȱ barsȱ
fallȱ toȱ theȱ rightȱ ofȱ theȱ 0ȱ line,ȱ theȱ relationshipȱ isȱ
consideredȱpositiveȱandȱstatisticallyȱsignificant.ȱ

Whileȱtheȱaboveȱtellsȱusȱsomethingȱaboutȱwhoȱisȱ
moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ reportȱ thatȱ payingȱ aȱ bribeȱ isȱ
justified,ȱ itȱ doesȱ notȱ tellȱ usȱ muchȱ aboutȱ why.ȱ Iȱ
assertȱthatȱtoȱunderstandȱwhenȱindividualsȱfindȱ
payingȱ aȱ bribeȱ justified,ȱ oneȱ needsȱ toȱ takeȱ intoȱ
considerationȱ threeȱ generalȱ setsȱ ofȱ criteria:ȱ
perceptionsȱ ofȱ socialȱ andȱ economicȱ conditions;ȱ
perceptionsȱrelatedȱtoȱuncertaintyȱwhenȱdealingȱ
withȱ publicȱ officialsȱ (measuredȱ viaȱ trustȱ inȱ
politicalȱinstitutions);ȱand,ȱawarenessȱofȱ“politicsȱ
asȱusual”ȱ(measuredȱviaȱpoliticalȱinterest).ȱȱ

TheȱresultsȱinȱFigureȱ2ȱshowȱthatȱeducationȱdoesȱ
notȱsignificantlyȱpredictȱone’sȱtendencyȱtoȱjustifyȱ
bribery,ȱ consideringȱ currentȱ conditions.ȱ Asȱ
expected,ȱ however,ȱ womenȱ areȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ
condoneȱpayingȱbribes.ȱAlsoȱasȱexpected,ȱwealthȱ
andȱ livingȱ inȱ anȱ urbanȱ settingȱ areȱ positivelyȱ
associatedȱ withȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ consideringȱ
payingȱaȱbribeȱjustified.ȱFinally,ȱasȱageȱincreases,ȱ
theȱ probabilityȱ thatȱ someoneȱ willȱ agreeȱ thatȱ
briberyȱ isȱ sometimesȱ justifiedȱ decreases.8ȱ
Interestingly,ȱ theȱ effectȱ ofȱ ageȱ isȱ quiteȱ strong.ȱ
Someȱ (Torglerȱ andȱ Valevȱ 2006)ȱ suggestȱ thisȱ
effectȱ canȱ beȱ attributedȱ toȱ theȱ increasingȱ stakesȱ
ofȱ olderȱ peopleȱ inȱ maintainingȱ aȱ fairȱ systemȱ inȱ

Withȱ respectȱ toȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ economicȱ andȱ
socialȱconditions,ȱtheȱexpectationȱisȱthatȱnegativeȱ
assessmentsȱ willȱ makeȱ individualsȱ moreȱ likelyȱ
toȱ findȱ briberyȱ appropriate;ȱ theȱ reasonȱ isȱ thatȱ
poorȱcircumstancesȱwillȱmotivateȱindividualsȱtoȱ
acceptȱ unattractiveȱ meansȱ inȱ orderȱ toȱ secureȱ
betterȱ outcomesȱ (Mocanȱ 2008).ȱ Thisȱ mechanismȱ
isȱ consistentȱ withȱ whatȱ othersȱ haveȱ argued:ȱ
opinionsȱ aboutȱ corruptionȱ areȱ informedȱ byȱ
perceptionsȱ ofȱ otherȱ salientȱ issuesȱ inȱ aȱ givenȱ
country,ȱsuchȱasȱviolence,ȱpoverty,ȱorȱprotectionȱ
ofȱrightsȱ(Abramoȱ2007).ȱȱ

8ȱ Forȱ age,ȱ Iȱ alsoȱ testedȱ aȱ squaredȱ valueȱ toȱ takeȱ intoȱ
considerationȱ theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ Seligsonȱ (2006),ȱ whoȱ findsȱ thatȱ
thereȱisȱaȱpeakȱinȱtheȱchancesȱofȱexperiencingȱcorruption,ȱbutȱ
thenȱ itȱ decreases.ȱ However,ȱ Iȱ didȱ notȱ findȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ
similarȱnonȬlinearȱrelationshipȱinȱthisȱmodel.ȱȱ

Respondents’ȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
economicȱ andȱ socialȱ conditionsȱ areȱ assessedȱ
throughȱretrospectiveȱevaluationsȱofȱtheȱnationalȱ
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economy,9ȱperceptionsȱofȱtheȱimpactȱofȱcrimeȱonȱ
theȱ country’sȱ future,10ȱ andȱ beliefsȱ thatȱ
corruptionȱ isȱ widespreadȱ amongȱ publicȱ
officials.11ȱ

theȱ expectationȱ isȱ thatȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ trustȱ willȱ
beȱ associatedȱ withȱ aȱ higherȱ propensityȱ toȱ findȱ
bribeȬtakingȱ sometimesȱ justifiable,ȱ underȱ theȱ
circumstances.ȱ

Uncertaintyȱ inȱ theȱ interactionȱ withȱ publicȱ
employeesȱ shouldȱ alsoȱ helpȱ explainȱ whoȱ findsȱ
briberyȱ justified.ȱ Hustedȱ (1999)ȱ foundȱ that,ȱ atȱ
leastȱ forȱ riskȬaverseȱ people,ȱ payingȱ aȱ bribeȱ isȱ aȱ
meansȱ forȱ producingȱ moreȱ certainȱ resultsȱ inȱ
environmentsȱ whereȱ theȱ arbitrarinessȱ ofȱ justiceȱ
andȱ badȱ economicȱ conditionsȱ leadȱ toȱ
uncertainty.ȱ Theȱ sameȱ reasoningȱ couldȱ beȱ
extendedȱifȱweȱassumeȱthatȱlowȱlevelsȱofȱtrustȱinȱ
publicȱ authoritiesȱ produceȱ uncertaintyȱ whenȱ
dealingȱwithȱthem.ȱTherefore,ȱwhenȱinstitutionalȱ
trustȱisȱlow,ȱtheȱlikelihoodȱofȱfindingȱtheȱuseȱofȱ
corruptionȱjustifiedȱtoȱcompensateȱforȱuncertainȱȱ
outcomesȱ willȱ beȱ higher.ȱ Thisȱ expectationȱ isȱ
consistentȱ withȱ theȱ findingsȱ ofȱ Morrisȱ andȱ
Klesnerȱ (2010:ȱ 1273),ȱ accordingȱ toȱ whomȱ
toleranceȱ ofȱ corruptionȱisȱassociatedȱ withȱ lowerȱ
levelsȱofȱtrustȱinȱpoliticalȱinstitutions.ȱȱ

Finally,ȱ dealingȱ withȱ theȱ stateȱ isȱ costly.ȱ Inȱ
additionȱ toȱ theȱ economicȱ costs,ȱ itȱ requiresȱ
havingȱinformationȱaboutȱpublicȱproceduresȱandȱ
motivationȱ toȱ dealȱ withȱ itȱ inȱ spiteȱ ofȱ itsȱ
rigidities.ȱ Peopleȱ interestedȱ inȱ politicsȱ haveȱ anȱ
advantageȱ inȱ thisȱ realmȱ becauseȱ theyȱ monitorȱ
moreȱcloselyȱtheȱpublicȱworld,ȱlearningȱaboutȱitsȱ
processes,ȱ itsȱ timing,ȱ andȱ theȱ mostȱ effectiveȱ
meansȱ toȱ dealȱ withȱ it.16ȱ Theseȱ areȱ allȱ importantȱ
skillsȱ whenȱ negotiatingȱ withȱ stateȱ officialsȱ andȱ
securingȱ theirȱ complicityȱ inȱ illegalȱ transactionsȱ
(Collinsȱ etȱ al.ȱ 2009:ȱ 93).ȱ Alongȱ theseȱ lines,ȱ Iȱ
expectȱthatȱpeopleȱareȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱfindȱpayingȱ
aȱ bribeȱ justifiedȱ ifȱ theyȱ areȱ interestedȱ inȱ
politics,17ȱ becauseȱ theyȱ haveȱ aȱ betterȱ
understandingȱofȱtheȱpublicȱsectorȱandȱtheyȱareȱ
moreȱalertȱtoȱtheȱbestȱmeansȱtoȱgetȱthingsȱdone,ȱ
evenȱ ifȱ thatȱ impliesȱ payingȱ bribesȱ (Huntingtonȱ
2006).ȱȱ

Theȱ followingȱ variablesȱ areȱ includedȱ toȱ captureȱ
theȱeffectȱofȱtrustȱinȱinstitutionsȱonȱtheȱbeliefȱthatȱ
itȱ isȱ justifiableȱ toȱ payȱ aȱ bribe:ȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
municipalȱ government12ȱ andȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
nationalȱpolice.13ȱIȱselectedȱtheseȱtrustȱmeasuresȱ
becauseȱ theyȱ referȱ toȱ comparativelyȱ proximateȱ
interactionsȱ withȱ publicȱ officials.ȱ However,ȱ toȱ
gaugeȱtheȱrelevanceȱofȱmoreȱdistantȱtiesȱasȱwell,ȱ
Iȱincludeȱtrustȱinȱtheȱnationalȱgovernment14ȱandȱ
trustȱinȱtheȱjusticeȱsystem.15ȱGenerallyȱspeaking,ȱ
ȱSOCT2.ȱDoȱyouȱthinkȱthatȱtheȱcountry’sȱcurrentȱeconomicȱ
situationȱisȱbetterȱthan,ȱtheȱsameȱasȱorȱworseȱthanȱitȱwasȱ12ȱ
monthsȱago?:ȱBetter,ȱSame,ȱWorse.ȱȱ
10ȱ AOJ11A.ȱ Andȱ speakingȱ ofȱ theȱ countryȱ inȱ general,ȱ howȱ
muchȱdoȱyouȱthinkȱthatȱtheȱlevelȱofȱcrimeȱthatȱweȱhaveȱnowȱ
representsȱ aȱ threatȱ toȱ ourȱ futureȱ wellȬbeing?ȱ None,ȱ Little,ȱ
Somewhat,ȱVeryȱMuch.ȱȱȱȱ
11ȱ EXC7.ȱ Takingȱ intoȱ accountȱ yourȱ ownȱ experienceȱ orȱ whatȱ
youȱ haveȱ heard,ȱ corruptionȱ amongȱ publicȱ officialsȱ is:ȱ Veryȱ
uncommon,ȱUncommon,ȱCommon,ȱVeryȱCommon.ȱȱ
12ȱ B32.ȱ Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ doȱ youȱ trustȱ theȱ localȱ orȱ municipalȱ
government?ȱ
13ȱB18.ȱToȱwhatȱextentȱdoȱyouȱtrustȱtheȱNationalȱPolice?ȱ
14ȱB14.ȱToȱwhatȱextentȱdoȱyouȱtrustȱtheȱnationalȱgovernment?ȱ
15ȱB10A.ȱToȱwhatȱextentȱdoȱyouȱtrustȱtheȱjusticeȱsystem?ȱ
9

Theȱ resultsȱ inȱ Figureȱ 3ȱ supportȱ expectationsȱ
regardingȱ theȱ relationshipsȱ betweenȱ negativeȱ
perceptionsȱofȱone’sȱcontextȱandȱfindingȱpayingȱ
bribesȱtoȱbeȱaȱjustifiableȱbehavior.ȱIfȱrespondentsȱ
perceiveȱ thatȱ theȱ nationalȱ economyȱ hasȱ gottenȱ
worseȱ inȱ theȱ pastȱ 12ȱ months,ȱ thatȱ crimeȱ isȱ aȱ
threatȱforȱtheirȱfuture,ȱorȱthatȱcorruptionȱisȱveryȱ
commonȱ amongȱ publicȱ officials,ȱ theyȱ areȱ moreȱ
likelyȱtoȱreportȱthatȱpayingȱaȱbribeȱisȱjustified.ȱ
Additionally,ȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ moreȱ immediateȱ
authoritiesȱ (policeȱ andȱ theȱ municipalȱ
government)ȱ isȱ negativelyȱ relatedȱ toȱ theȱ
likelihoodȱ ofȱ believingȱ thatȱ payingȱ bribesȱ isȱ
justifiedȱ ifȱ theseȱ variablesȱ areȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ

ȱTheȱpotentialȱeconomicȱbenefitsȱofȱdealingȱeffectivelyȱwithȱ
theȱ stateȱ canȱ beȱ anȱ importantȱ incentiveȱ forȱ bribery.ȱ Itȱ hasȱ
beenȱ shownȱ thatȱ inȱ contextsȱ withȱ windfallȱ rentsȱ thereȱ areȱ
highȱ incentivesȱ forȱ payingȱ bribesȱ toȱ secureȱ accessȱ toȱ thoseȱ
resourcesȱ(AdesȱandȱDiȱTellaȱ1999).ȱȱ
17ȱ ȱ POL1.ȱ Howȱ muchȱ interestȱ doȱ youȱ haveȱ inȱ politics:ȱ aȱ lot,ȱ
some,ȱlittleȱorȱnone?ȱȱ
16
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Figure 3. Logistic model predicting when is
justified paying a bribe
F=26.872
N =34194
Worsening of the National Economy
Crime is a Threat for the Future
Perception of Corruption
Political Interest
Trust in the National Government
Trust in the Municipal Government
Trust National Police
Trust in the Justice System
Higher Education
Secondary Education
Primary Education
Female
Age
Urban
Wealth

favorsȱ theȱ acquisitionȱ ofȱ
informationȱrelevantȱwhenȱ
consideringȱ payingȱ aȱ
bribe.ȱ

Conclusionsȱ

Payingȱ aȱ bribeȱ isȱ believedȱ
toȱ beȱ justifiedȱ whenȱ thereȱ
areȱ negativeȱ expectationsȱ
aboutȱ one’sȱ context.ȱ Thus,ȱ
ifȱ crimeȱ isȱ perceivedȱ asȱ aȱ
threatȱ forȱ one’sȱ future,ȱ ifȱ
theȱ economyȱ isȱ perceivedȱ
asȱ havingȱ gottenȱ worseȱ inȱ
-0.3
-0.2
-0.1
0.0
0.1
0.2
recentȱ
months,ȱ
ifȱ
corruptionȱisȱthoughtȱtoȱbeȱ
95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
commonȱ amongȱ publicȱ
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
officials,ȱ orȱ ifȱ publicȱ
Note: Country fixed effects and intercept included but not shown here
institutionsȱ
areȱ
notȱ
perceivedȱasȱtrustworthy,ȱitȱisȱunderstoodȱthatȱaȱ
modelȱ independentlyȱ ofȱ theȱ otherȱ trustȱ
reasonableȱ wayȱ toȱ attemptȱ toȱ secureȱ aȱ betterȱ
measuresȱ (inȱ analysesȱ notȱ presentedȱ here).ȱ But,ȱ
outcomeȱisȱthroughȱbribery.ȱAdditionally,ȱwhenȱ
whenȱtrustȱinȱtheȱjusticeȱsystemȱandȱtheȱnationalȱ
thereȱisȱaȱhighȱinterestȱinȱpoliticalȱaffairsȱpeopleȱ
governmentȱareȱadded,ȱasȱisȱtheȱcaseȱinȱFigureȱ3,ȱ
haveȱaȱbetterȱunderstandingȱofȱtheȱpublicȱsectorȱ
thoseȱ variablesȱ areȱ statisticallyȱ significantȱ andȱ
andȱ areȱ moreȱ alertȱ toȱ theȱ bestȱ meansȱ toȱ getȱ
trustȱinȱtheȱpoliceȱandȱtheȱmunicipalȱauthoritiesȱ
thingsȱdone,ȱevenȱifȱthatȱimpliesȱpayingȱbribes.19ȱȱȱ
ceaseȱ beingȱ statisticallyȱ significant.ȱ Thisȱ findingȱ
suggestsȱ theȱ underlyingȱ dimensionȱ behindȱ theȱ
Althoughȱ corruptionȱ mightȱ beȱ seenȱ asȱ anȱ
initialȱresultsȱisȱnotȱtheȱinstitutions’ȱproximityȱtoȱ
appropriateȱ responseȱ toȱ overcomeȱ badȱ
individuals,ȱbutȱratherȱtheirȱassociationȱȱwithȱtheȱ
conditionsȱ inȱ aȱ country,ȱ weȱ mustȱ considerȱ
Stateȱmoreȱgenerally.ȱIfȱtheȱnationalȱgovernmentȱ
possibleȱ waysȱ toȱ circumventȱ thisȱ logic.ȱ
orȱ theȱ justiceȱ systemȱ areȱ notȱ perceivedȱ asȱ
Increasingȱtheȱgeneralȱpublic’sȱinterestȱinȱpublicȱ
trustworthy,ȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ findingȱ payingȱ aȱ
affairsȱsoȱthatȱoneȱparticularȱgroupȱisȱnoȱlongerȱ
bribeȱappropriateȱincreases.18ȱȱ
advantagedȱ whenȱ dealingȱ withȱ theȱ stateȱ mayȱ
haveȱ theȱ desirableȱ propertiesȱ ofȱ promotingȱ aȱ
Finally,ȱ theȱ moreȱ interestedȱ inȱ politicsȱ someoneȱ
moreȱ realisticȱ evaluationȱ ofȱ howȱ commonȱ
is,ȱ theȱ moreȱ likelyȱ sheȱ isȱ toȱ findȱ payingȱ aȱ bribeȱ
corruptionȱ isȱ (Allisonȱ andȱ Canacheȱ 2005)ȱ andȱ
justifiable.ȱAlthoughȱtheȱmodelȱdoesȱnotȱincludeȱ
increasingȱpublicȱoversight.ȱAdditionally,ȱhigherȱ
aȱ directȱ measureȱ ofȱ theȱ contextsȱ whereȱ briberyȱ
couldȱbeȱused,ȱinterestȱinȱpublicȱaffairsȱcertainlyȱ

18ȱItȱisȱimportantȱtoȱdistinguishȱbetweenȱperceivingȱthatȱtheseȱ
institutionsȱ areȱ fightingȱ corruptionȱ andȱ theirȱ
trustworthiness.ȱ Initialȱ analysesȱ (notȱ shown)ȱ demonstratedȱ
thatȱ theȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ whichȱ theȱ currentȱ
administrationȱ isȱ fightingȱ corruptionȱ hasȱ noȱ relationshipȱ toȱ
theȱlikelihoodȱofȱcondoningȱbribery.ȱȱȱ

19ȱ Theyȱ may,ȱ inȱ addition,ȱ beȱ moreȱ cynical,ȱ asȱ theyȱ areȱ moreȱ
tunedȱinȱtoȱ“politicsȱasȱusual”;ȱofȱcourse,ȱhowever,ȱtheȱtrustȱ
inȱ institutionsȱ variablesȱ shouldȱ pickȱ upȱ someȱ ofȱ thatȱ effect.ȱ
Anȱavenueȱforȱfutureȱresearchȱisȱanalyzingȱifȱtheseȱeffectsȱareȱ
conditionedȱ underȱ specificȱ circumstances.ȱ Initialȱ analysesȱ
showȱthatȱtheȱeffectȱofȱinterestȱinȱpoliticsȱisȱlowerȱifȱcrimeȱorȱ
corruptionȱ areȱ perceivedȱ toȱ beȱ pervasive,ȱ thusȱ dilutingȱ theȱ
advantageȱofȱknowingȱhowȱtoȱdealȱwithȱtheȱpublicȱsector.ȱ
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interestȱ inȱ politicsȱ andȱ betterȱ oversightȱ mightȱ
increaseȱtheȱlevelsȱofȱtrustȱinȱpublicȱinstitutions,ȱ
alsoȱ leadingȱ toȱ greaterȱ disapprovalȱ ofȱ bribery.ȱ
However,ȱ itȱ mayȱ beȱ anȱ uphillȱ battleȱ toȱ instillȱ
highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ interestȱ inȱ allȱ citizens;ȱ
and,ȱ moreover,ȱ itȱ couldȱ haveȱ theȱ reverseȱ andȱ
unfortunateȱconsequenceȱofȱspreadingȱtoleranceȱ
ofȱ briberyȱ andȱ distrustȱ ofȱ institutions.ȱ Aȱ moreȱ
directȱroute,ȱthen,ȱwouldȱbeȱtoȱworkȱtoȱincreaseȱ
trustȱ inȱ institutions;ȱ theȱ moreȱ thatȱ peopleȱ
perceiveȱ theȱ authoritiesȱ asȱ playingȱ aȱ fairȱ game,ȱ

theȱmoreȱlikelyȱtheyȱwillȱbeȱtoȱapproachȱpoliticsȱ
withȱnormsȱofȱfairness.ȱ
Inȱconclusion,ȱcorruptionȱisȱnotȱjustȱtheȱproductȱ
ofȱ unscrupulousȱ people,ȱ butȱ forȱ manyȱ citizensȱ
briberyȱisȱaȱrationalȱadaptationȱtoȱtheirȱsituationȱ
andȱ theȱ availableȱ means.ȱ Therefore,ȱ solutionsȱ
alsoȱ oughtȱ toȱ beȱ foundȱ inȱ theȱ improvementȱ ofȱ
people’sȱ livingȱ conditionsȱ andȱ inȱ facilitatingȱ
effectiveȱ andȱ bribeȬfreeȱ interactionsȱ withȱ theirȱ
state.ȱȱ
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Appendixȱ 1.ȱ Logitȱ modelȱ explainingȱ agreementȱ withȱ theȱ statementȱ thatȱ
givenȱhowȱthingsȱare,ȱitȱisȱsometimesȱjustifiedȱtoȱpayȱaȱbribeȱ
WorseningȱofȱtheȱNationalȱEconomyȱ
CrimeȱisȱaȱThreatȱforȱtheȱFutureȱ
PerceptionȱofȱCorruptionȱ
PoliticalȱInterestȱ
TrustȱinȱtheȱNationalȱGovernment
TrustȱinȱtheȱMunicipalȱGovernmentȱ
TrustȱinȱtheȱNationalȱPolice
TrustȱinȱtheȱJusticeȱSystem
PrimaryȱEducation
SecondaryȱEducationȱ
HigherȱEducation
Female
Age
Urbanȱ
Wealthȱ
Mexicoȱ
Guatemala
ElȱSalvadorȱ
Honduras
Nicaraguaȱ
CostaȱRica
Panamaȱ
Colombiaȱ
Ecuadorȱ
Boliviaȱ
Peruȱ
Paraguay
Chile
Brazil
Venezuela
Argentina
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
Haitiȱ
Jamaicaȱ
Guyanaȱ
Trinidadȱ&ȱTobagoȱ
Belizeȱ
Surinameȱ
Constant
F(38,ȱ2097)ȱ
Observationsȱ

StandardizedȱCoefficientȱ
0.0407ȱ
0.0556ȱ
0.0666ȱ
0.0555ȱ
Ȭ0.0596ȱ
0.0160ȱ
Ȭ0.0217ȱ
Ȭ0.0739ȱ
Ȭ0.0162ȱ
0.0337ȱ
Ȭ0.0281ȱ
Ȭ0.1585ȱ
Ȭ0.3037ȱ
0.1309ȱ
0.0724ȱ
0.1365ȱ
Ȭ0.0841ȱ
0.0269ȱ
Ȭ0.0352ȱ
0.0448ȱ
Ȭ0.0205ȱ
0.0240ȱ
0.1212ȱ
0.0972ȱ
0.0893ȱ
0.0768ȱ
Ȭ0.0148ȱ
Ȭ0.0612ȱ
Ȭ0.1025ȱ
Ȭ0.0250ȱ
Ȭ0.0300ȱ
0.1063ȱ
0.2594ȱ
0.1269ȱ
0.2804ȱ
0.1830ȱ
0.2074ȱ
0.0983ȱ
Ȭ1.8132ȱ
26.87ȱ
34194ȱ

StandardȱErrorȱ
0.0183ȱ
0.0198ȱ
0.0184ȱ
0.0173ȱ
0.0225ȱ
0.0197ȱ
0.0226ȱ
0.0222ȱ
0.0473ȱ
0.0637ȱ
0.0630ȱ
0.0157ȱ
0.0185ȱ
0.0245ȱ
0.0198ȱ
0.0262ȱ
0.0297ȱ
0.0259ȱ
0.0272ȱ
0.0253ȱ
0.0296ȱ
0.0379ȱ
0.0251ȱ
0.0375ȱ
0.0431ȱ
0.0290ȱ
0.0284ȱ
0.0353ȱ
0.0427ȱ
0.0320ȱ
0.0314ȱ
0.0279ȱ
0.0291ȱ
0.0290ȱ
0.0312ȱ
0.0259ȱ
0.0262ȱ
0.0290ȱ
0.0243ȱ

Noȱeducationȱisȱtheȱreferenceȱcategoryȱforȱeducation,ȱandȱUruguayȱforȱcountryȱfixedȱeffects.ȱȱ

ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
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Executive Summary. This Insights report addresses the question of whether
educational attainment, a key indicator of socioeconomic status, is related to skin
color in Latin America and the Caribbean. Based on data from the 2010
AmericasBarometer, our analysis shows that persons with lighter skin color tend
to have higher levels of schooling than those with dark skin color throughout the
region, with few exceptions. Moreover, these differences are statistically
significant in most cases and, as we show in a test of several multiracial countries,
the negative relation between skin color and educational attainment occurs
independently of class origin and other variables known to affect socioeconomic
status. Thus, we find that skin color, a central measure of race, is an important
source of social stratification throughout the Americas today.

The Insights Series is co-edited by Mitchell A. Seligson, Amy Erica Smith, and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister with
administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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Sȱ

cholars of Latin America have recently
increased their attention to issues of
race and ethnicity. Challenging long
held narratives that Latin American nations
have avoided the racial and ethnic divisions
that have plagued the rest of the world through
race mixture (mestizaje), several of the region’s
nations
have
constitutionally
declared
themselves as multicultural. Most national
censuses in Latin America, for example, now
ask questions about whether respondents selfidentify as indigenous or black/Afrodescendant. A handful of countries, such as
Brazil and Colombia, have gone as far as
instituting race-based affirmative action
programs, while Bolivia has elected a president
who asserts his indigenous (Aymara) identity.
These changes have been largely in response to
growing black and indigenous social
movements throughout the region.

which others place them (Harris 1963; Telles
and Lim 1998). For various reasons, persons
that are perceived as black, mulatto, or
indigenous may choose to identify themselves
as mestizo, or even white (Wade 1997; Telles
and Flores forthcoming).

Social and economic inequalities by race and
ethnicity are also beginning to be recognized.
As early as 1944, Alejandro Lipschutz, a
Chilean anthropologist, coined the idea of Latin
America as a pigmentocracy where the region’s
social hierarchies are ethnic or color-based.
However, that idea has been largely ignored
until recently, when research has begun to
document racial inequalities based on the new
census data on racial identification (Flórez et
al 2001, Telles 2004, 2007, Ñopo et al 2007).

Self-identification
may
largely
reflect
classification by others but it may also be
conditioned by people’s experiences and how
they want to be understood. Moreover,
individuals of different skin colors but who

Therefore, persons with the same color and
physical appearance might choose to identify in
distinct ethnoracial categories from each other.
Moreover, ethnoracial identification also often
hides considerable physical variation. For
example, persons who identify as mestizo
comprise population majorities in countries like
Ecuador, Mexico and Peru, but that category
may include a full spectrum of people ranging
from fair-appearing persons with light hair to
those who appear indigenous and have a dark
brown skin tone (Telles and Flores
forthcoming).

Figure 1. Skin Color Palette Used in the 2010
AmericasBarometer

New research on racial and ethnic inequality
in Latin America often relies on new census or
survey data, which determines one’s
ethnoracial classification according to selfidentification. These data require that
respondents identify themselves among a
number of categories including white, negro
(black), mulatto, mestizo or indigenous. These
studies often show that Afro-descendant and
indigenous people occupy the lowest rungs of
the income, educational and occupational
ladder in the multiracial countries of Latin
America.
However, racial identification in Latin
America—where the categories themselves
are context dependent and have fuzzy
boundaries—is often more ambiguous and
fluid than in the United States. Respondents
often identify themselves as belonging to
categories that are different from the ones into
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identify in the same ethnoracial category might
be treated differently because of their skin tone,
leading to differences in their life chances. Thus
ethnoracial identification may be inadequate
for
capturing
racial
differences
in
socioeconomic status (Telles and Lim 1998).

developed and sponsored by Princeton
University’s Project on Ethnicity and Race in
Latin America (PERLA) (the PERLA website
may be found at perla.princeton.edu). To
measure skin color, interviewers rated the
facial skin color of each respondent according
to colors on a skin color palette, which was not
shown to the respondent. The palette, found in
For this reason, we use actual skin color in this
Figure 1, included eleven skin tones, with “1”
study. As an outward measure of race, we
believe that skin color is relatively objective
being the lightest and “11” being the darkest.2
and better reflects classification by others. A
The colors of the palette came from internet
study of five Latin American countries has
photographs and the palette was extensively
shown that skin color is more closely correlated
pre-tested in several countries in the region for
with occupation and education than is the
ease of use by interviewers and to see if it
ethnoracial self-identification used in the
covered the range of colors found in the field.
censuses, perhaps reflecting that social
The resulting variable, COLORR, is available
treatment in labor and educational markets is
for 39,238 respondents in 23 of the 26 countries
based more on how others
of the AmericasBarometer
perceive a person than how
(excluding Haiti, the United
Theȱskinȱcolorȱpaletteȱ
that person defines himself or
States,
and
Canada),
herself (Telles, Flores and
providing
a
unique
providesȱaȱuniqueȱ
Urrea 2011).
perspective on race across the
perspectiveȱonȱraceȱinȱ23ȱ
Americas.3
In this study, we ask: To what
countriesȱofȱtheȱAmericas.ȱȱ
extent are years of schooling
In Figure 2, we show the
related to skin color? Skin
relation between skin color
color ratings have been used in several surveys
and schooling for 23 countries in the 2010
about racial discrimination and racial attitudes
AmericasBarometer.4 Our dependent variable
in the United States, but we know of no
is educational attainment, which is based on
research on the effect of skin color specifically
the grade level completed by the respondent.
in Latin America. We then ask whether
color/racial inequalities, if they exist, are
Figure 2 graphically represents the relation
simply coterminous with class or whether they
between educational attainment and skin color
also act independently of class. Unfortunately,
in four regions, where the lightest persons are
there is little empirical research in Latin
near 1 and the darkest near 11. We present data
America and the Caribbean that examines the
points only where there are at least 30 persons
effect of both race and class simultaneously,
from the survey. Categories with fewer than 30
outside of Brazil (Telles 2008).
respondents are combined with contiguous
In the 2010 round of the AmericasBarometer,
the Latin American Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP) at Vanderbilt University incorporated
a new measure of skin color.1 This measure was

groups (for example, 1’s are combined with 2’s
in many countries, in which case the combined
category is reported as a 2). Thus the lines
never span the entire color spectrum. As a rule
of
thumb,
self-identified
whites
are

1

Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2010ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ
mainlyȱ cameȱ fromȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ
Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ Importantȱ sourcesȱ ofȱ
supportȱ wereȱ alsoȱ theȱ InterȬAmericanȱ Developmentȱ Bankȱ
(IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ Developmentȱ Programȱ
(UNDP),ȱ andȱ Vanderbiltȱ University.ȱ ȱ Priorȱ issuesȱ inȱ theȱ
Insightsȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.ȱ Theȱ dataȱ
onȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱatȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveyȬdata.php.

Interviewers were also asked to code their own skin color
at the end of the interview using the same color palette;
these data are not reported on in this Insights report, but are
available in the 2010 AmericasBarometer survey data.

2

Across the countries where this variable was included,
only 62 respondents, or 0.16% of the sample, could not be
classified.

3

The authors thank Dominique Zéphyr for help
developing the figures presented in this report.

4
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Figure 2. Relation between Skin Color and Educational Attainment
in Latin America and the Caribbean

concentrated in the 1-4 skin color categories,
mestizos are 3-5, indigenous peoples and
mulattos in 4-6, mulattos and blacks in 6 and
higher (Telles, Flores and Urrea 2011), but as
these values show, there is much overlap by
skin color among persons identifying in
distinct ethnoracial categories.
Most of the lines reveal a downward trend
from the lightest persons having the highest
mean educational attainment to the darkest
persons having the lowest. This trend is
especially clear and steep in the Andean region,
where the mean usually decreases from about
12 years for the lightest persons to about 9
years for the darkest persons; the fall is steepest
in Bolivia, where it goes from 13 to 8 years of
schooling.

The negative relation between color and
schooling is also apparent throughout the color
spectrum in four of the seven countries
(Mexico, Guatemala, El Salvador and
Nicaragua) in the Mexico/Central American
region. At the extreme, schooling decreases
from a mean of about 10 years for the lightest
Guatemalans to about 5 years for the darkest.
However, Panama is a clear exception where
the mean dips for persons with skin colors of 4
and then trends upward from there to the point
that the darkest Panamanians have equivalent
levels of schooling as the lightest. This may
reflect the especially low status of a sizeable
indigenous and mestizo population in that
country, while Afro-descendants, primarily
those of West Indian background, seem to have
a relatively high status in that country, similar
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to those at the light end of the color spectrum.
There are somewhat similar trends in
Honduras and Costa Rica, though the upward
trends begin at a darker color point.

though the former shows when differences are
statistically significant between persons on the
two ends of the color continuum.

Interestingly, the largest national differences
are in Guatemala and Bolivia, the two countries
The negative trend is also apparent in the
with the largest proportion of indigenous
Southern Cone and Brazil, though it tends to be
peoples and with only tiny Afro-descendant
less steep than in the Andean and
populations. This seems to reflect the especially
Mexico/Central America regions. Also, the
darkest ends tend to rise slightly in Brazil,
Uruguay and Chile, though they never
reach the levels of the lightest population,
Figure 3. Average Educational Attainment for Persons with
as they do in some Central American
Darkest and Lightest Skin Colors in the Americas, 2010
countries. Moreover, because of the small
number of respondents in these categories
Bolivia
Uruguay
in the Southern Cone and Brazil, the
12.5 Light Skin
10.1
Light Skin
values may not be statistically different
9.0
8.8
Dark Skin
Dark Skin
from those of the adjacent categories.
Peru
Guatemala
Finally, countries in the Caribbean show
the widest variation in the relation
between color and education. Perhaps the
clearest evidence of a pigmentocracy in
the Caribbean is for the Dominican
Republic, the one Spanish speaking
country in the region. In contrast, the
trend for Guyana is fairly flat while Belize
trends in the opposite direction to all
other countries, though only slightly.
Figure 3 shows the mean levels of
schooling for the residents with the
lightest skin (1-3) compared to those with
darkest skin (6+) in all 23 countries,
ordered by the size of the average
difference between the two. Figure 3 also
presents confidence intervals around
these means, given that there is a margin
of error for these population samples, as
there is in all survey samples of large
populations.
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Figure 3 reveals that we can be 95%
confident that in the national population,
persons with light skin have more years
of schooling than their dark skin
counterparts in almost every country. The
exceptions are Panama, Suriname, Belize
and Guyana, where there are no
statistically significant differences in
educational attainment between their
lightest and darkest citizens. The findings in
Figure 3 largely reflect those in Figure 2,
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10.4
8.7
0

5
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15

Years of Schooling
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effect Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

low socioeconomic status of indigenous people
in the region, even when compared to Afro-
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descendants. Trinidad and Tobago, Colombia
and Peru also have sizeable differences in
educational inequality.
In most other countries, actual mean
differences, although high in some cases, often
have large margins of error. For example, since
Argentina has few persons with dark skin and
Jamaica has few persons with light skin, the
margin of sampling error around the means for
those categories is large. Surprisingly, racial
educational inequality in Brazil, the country
with the most developed scholarly tradition of
studying race, is relatively low, and the
margins of error are relatively small.
We now turn to the important question of
whether the relation between color and
education that we have found is simply a
reflection of class and other inequalities or
whether race has an independent relation with
education. The dominant scholarly tradition on
socioeconomic inequalities and social mobility
in Latin America often ignores issues of race,
arguing that racial differences are merely an
epiphenomenon of class or that class origins
are more important than race or color
(González Casanova 1965; Portes and Hoffman
2003; Atria 2004; Filgueira 2001). According to
Gonzalez
Casanova’s
(1965)
influential
sociological text, class is the most important
cleavage; ethnicity, especially indigenous
ethnicity, is important but transitory; and race
is mostly insignificant.
Since other factors besides color may affect
years of schooling, we run a regression analysis
predicting years of education by skin color, as
well as class origin, age, sex, urban/rural
residence and country of residence. We run the
regression model only for the eight countries
(Bolivia,
Brazil,
Colombia,
Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, Mexico and
Peru) in which the class origin data are
available.
We are particularly interested in the effect of
class origins since the traditional scholarly
approach in Latin America expects that class
origins are able to explain racial/color
inequalities. To model class origins we follow
the standard approach of using a status ranked
set of parental occupational groups. These are

Figure 4. Effects of Skin Color and Other Factors on
Educational Attainment in Select Latin American
Countries
R-Squared =0.339
F=413.813
N =14747

Color of the Face
of the Respondent

Parental Occupation

Urban

Age

Female
-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

based on the occupations of the heads of
household when the respondents were 14 years
old (see Telles, Flores and Urrea 2011 for more
information on methods). The results of the
OLS regression analysis are shown in the first
column of the Appendix and are summarized
graphically in Figure 4. In order to compare the
relative sizes of the effects, the figure presents
standardized coefficients.
For reasons of space, we do not show the
country controls in Figure 4. As the confidence
interval bars reveal in the graph, all of the
variables in our model are statistically
significant and thus they are all independently
associated with educational attainment. While
darker skin color, older age and being female
are associated with lower educational
attainment, having parents in occupations of
higher status and living in an urban area are
associated with having more schooling. In
particular, the color effect is about half the size
of the class origins effect and about twice as
large as the effect of sex, based on the
standardized regression coefficients. (The
unstandardized regression coefficient, which
we do not show, reveals a decrease of about
one-third (0.34) of a year, on average, for each
darker shade along our 11-point skin color
continuum.)
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suggesting that racial differences are also being
Finally, the second OLS regression model
reproduced within the current generation.
reported in the Appendix includes interactions
between skin color and an indicator variable
These findings on the importance of race run
for each country, using Brazil as the country of
against much of the traditional thinking about
reference. Importantly, that model reveals that
skin color has a statistically significant effect on
social stratification south of the U.S. border.
educational attainment in all eight countries, even
Race has been surprisingly ignored by many
after controlling for factors such as social class,
leading social scientists in the region, in favor
gender, and urban/rural residence. The
of
primarily
class-based
explanations.
relation between color and education in
However, because of their theoretical prisms or
Mexico, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, and the
because of the unavailability of race data,
Dominican Republic is similar
analysts
have
rarely
to that in Brazil, while dark
empirically tested whether
skin
color
penalizes
race--especially skin color--is
Darkȱskinȱcolorȱpenalizesȱ
Guatemalans and Bolivians
to socioeconomic
GuatemalansȱandȱBoliviansȱ related
even more than nationals of
status in the region.
the
other
countries.
evenȱmoreȱthanȱnationalsȱofȱ
Guatemala and Bolivia are
Not
that
class
is
theȱotherȱcountries.ȱȱ
therefore
particularly
unimportant. Race and class
pigmentocratic,
confirming
operate together to shape
the
descriptive
findings
stratification
in
the
shown in Figures 1 and 2. This is consistent
Americas, though the effect of race has been
with findings from related research that
underestimated in previous research. In
indigenous persons are the poorest ethnoracial
addition, it is important to note that class
group in several Latin American countries
origins themselves are also the result of
(Telles, Flores and Urrea 2011).
accumulated
racial
privileges
and
disadvantages acquired in the past, including
through formal institutions such as casta
Conclusion
systems, slavery and other forced labor systems
that indigenous people, blacks and mulattos
In sum, we show that the bulk of countries in
were regularly subjected to, as well as through
Latin America and the Caribbean may be safely
informal racial discrimination.
characterized as pigmentocracies. The most
educated persons tend to have the lightest skin
color while those with the least education tend
to have the darkest. In another study, we have
shown that color is a better predictor of
education and income than ethnoracial
identification for a handful of countries (Telles,
Flores and Urrea 2011) and here we have
shown that color predicts educational
attainment in the large majority of countries in
Latin America and the Caribbean. Moreover,
inequalities by skin color do not appear to be
mere results of historical processes; rather, they
occur independently of parental occupation,

Finally, the extent to which race is correlated
with education varies substantially in the
region. The most notable pigmentocracies are
Guatemala and Bolivia, the two countries with
the
proportionately
largest
indigenous
populations. This is even in comparison to
Brazil, where most research on race has
concentrated, and to several other racially
diverse countries. This finding largely reflects
the especially low status of the indigenous
population. On the other hand, we find a Ushaped relation between color and education in
Panama and the complete lack of a
pigmentocracy in Belize and Guyana.
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Appendix: Ordinary Least Squares Models Predicting Years of Schooling in
Select Latin American Countries, 2010

Skin color
Parental occupation

Model 1
Standardized Standard
Coefficient
Error
-0.151*
0.012
0.295*
0.009

Model 2
Standardized Standard
Coefficient
Error
-0.116*
0.017
0.293*
0.009

Female
Age
Urban

-0.080*
-0.326*
0.179*

0.008
0.010
0.014

-0.082*
-0.325*
0.176*

0.008
0.010
0.014

Mexico

0.042*

0.008

0.049*

0.016

Guatemala
Colombia
Ecuador
Bolivia
Peru
Dominican Republic

0.018*
0.076*
0.135*
0.145*
0.122*
0.056*

0.008
0.009
0.009
0.010
0.007
0.009

0.102*
0.075*
0.150*
0.210*
0.117*
0.073*

0.020
0.017
0.025
0.024
0.017
0.019

Interaction: Mexico X skin color

-0.006

0.016

Interaction: Guatemala X skin color

-0.095*

0.021

Interaction: Colombia X skin color

0.001

0.018

Interaction: Ecuador X skin color

-0.016

0.026

Interaction: Bolivia X skin color

-0.073*

0.027

Interaction: Peru X skin color

0.006

0.017

Interaction: Dominican Republic X skin color
Constant

-0.021
-0.288*

0.018
0.021

-0.289*

0.020

R-Squared

0.339

0.341

Number of Observations

14,747

14,747

Note: Coefficients are standardized, and are statistically significant at * p < .05, two-tailed. Brazil is the
country of reference.
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Executive Summary. Thisȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ focusesȱ onȱ andȱ assessesȱ selectedȱ
explanationsȱ ofȱ levelsȱ ofȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ massȱ mediaȱ amongȱ citizensȱ ofȱ Latinȱ
Americaȱ andȱ theȱ Caribbean.ȱ Onȱ average,ȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ mediaȱ isȱ evidentȱ inȱ theȱ
region;ȱ yet,ȱ manyȱ citizensȱ remainȱ unconvinced.ȱ Toȱ explainȱ varyingȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
trust,ȱ Iȱ focusȱ onȱ aȱ rangeȱ ofȱ indicatorsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ awareness.ȱ Interestingly,ȱ theȱ
resultsȱsuggestȱthatȱthereȱareȱsystematicȱdifferencesȱinȱhowȱdifferentȱdimensionsȱ
ofȱ politicalȱ awarenessȱ relateȱ toȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ media.ȱ ȱ Thus,ȱ theȱ reportȱ paintsȱ aȱ
nuancedȱportraitȱofȱtheȱcorrelatesȱofȱtrustȱinȱtheȱmediaȱinȱtheȱregionȱandȱraisesȱ
manyȱ importantȱ questionsȱ thatȱ meritȱ furtherȱ studyȱ inȱ theȱ contextȱ ofȱ theȱ
Americas.
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I

nȱ democracies,ȱ theȱ mediaȱ playsȱ anȱ
intermediaryȱ roleȱ betweenȱ elitesȱ andȱ theȱ
massȱ public.ȱ Whenȱ aȱ societyȱ allowsȱ andȱ
protectsȱ theȱ freeȱ exchangeȱ ofȱ ideasȱ andȱ whenȱ
theȱmediaȱmakeȱuseȱofȱthatȱfreedom,ȱbothȱelitesȱ
andȱtheȱmassȱpublicȱcanȱbenefit.ȱIndeed,ȱunderȱ
theseȱ conditions,ȱ theȱ mediaȱ canȱ beȱ bothȱ anȱ
effectiveȱ vehicleȱ forȱ criticismȱ ofȱ rulingȱ elitesȱ
andȱ aȱ vitalȱ mediumȱ throughȱ whichȱ elitesȱ seekȱ
supportȱforȱtheirȱelectoralȱambitionsȱ(Senȱ1999,ȱ
152).ȱAtȱtheȱindividualȱlevel,ȱtheȱavailabilityȱofȱ
politicalȱ news,ȱ itsȱ content,ȱ andȱ theȱ wayȱ inȱ
whichȱ anȱ individualȱ allocatesȱ attentionȱ toȱ thatȱ
newsȱ significantlyȱ determineȱ theȱ politicalȱ
opinionsȱ ofȱ citizensȱ (Zallerȱ 1992)ȱ andȱ canȱ
determineȱtheȱextentȱofȱindividualȱexposureȱtoȱ
crossȬcuttingȱ worldȱ viewsȱ (Mutzȱ andȱ Martinȱ
2001).ȱ Still,ȱ itȱ isȱ unlikelyȱ thatȱ theȱ messagesȱ
presentedȱ inȱ theȱ mediaȱ willȱ beȱ persuasiveȱ toȱ
individualsȱ unlessȱ theyȱ firstȱ trustȱ theȱ
“messenger”ȱ (Boudreauȱ 2009;ȱ Lupiaȱ andȱ
McCubbinsȱ1998;ȱMillerȱandȱKrosnickȱ2000).ȱ

Figure 1. Average Level of Trust in Mass Media across
Latin America and the Caribbean
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Inȱ thisȱ Insightsȱ report1,ȱ Iȱ focusȱ onȱ andȱ assessȱ
selectedȱ explanationsȱ ofȱ levelsȱ ofȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
massȱ mediaȱ amongȱ citizensȱ ofȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ
andȱ theȱ Caribbean.ȱ Onȱ average,ȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
mediaȱ isȱ evidentȱ inȱ theȱ region;ȱ yet,ȱ manyȱ
citizensȱ remainȱ unconvinced.ȱ Toȱ explainȱ
varyingȱ levelsȱ ofȱ trust,ȱ Iȱ focusȱ onȱ aȱ rangeȱ ofȱ
indicatorsȱofȱpoliticalȱawareness.ȱInterestingly,ȱ
Iȱ findȱ thatȱ thereȱ areȱ systematicȱ differencesȱ inȱ
howȱ differentȱ dimensionsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ
awarenessȱrelateȱtoȱtrustȱinȱtheȱmedia.ȱȱ
Thisȱ reportȱ focusesȱ onȱ theȱ followingȱ questionȱ
fromȱtheȱ2010ȱroundȱofȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱ
surveyȱbyȱLAPOP:2ȱ

53.6

Trinidad & Tobago

48.7
0

20

40
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80

Trust in Mass Media
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

B37.ȱ “Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ doȱ youȱ trustȱ theȱ massȱ
media?”3ȱ
Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ meanȱ responsesȱ (withȱ
confidenceȱ intervals)ȱ byȱ country,ȱ withȱ
responsesȱrecalibratedȱfromȱtheȱoriginalȱsevenȬ
pointȱscaleȱ(onȱwhichȱresponsesȱranȱfromȱnotȱatȱ
all,ȱ “1”,ȱ toȱ aȱ lot,ȱ “7”)ȱ toȱ aȱ 0Ȭ100ȱ scaleȱ whereȱ
The non-response rate for this question was 1.94%. This
report excludes the USA and Canada because its emphasis
is on Latin America and the Caribbean. Additionally, this
report excludes Haiti and Honduras given the exceptional
events leading up to the survey fieldwork, which may have
altered citizen trust in media in unique ways. Moreover,
these countries lack key measures for the models presented
in the analysis to follow. After excluding these countries,
non-response was 2.21%. For purposes of comparison,
mean trust in the media in the excluded countries was:
USA=28.3; Haiti=43.5; Canada=45.4; Honduras=59.8.

3

Prior issues of the Insights series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php. The data
on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveyǦdata.php.
1

2 Funding for the 2010 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
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higherȱ valuesȱ indicateȱ moreȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ massȱ
media.4ȱ
InȱFigureȱ1,ȱmeanȱlevelsȱofȱtrustȱvaryȱbetweenȱaȱ
lowȱofȱ48.7ȱinȱTrinidadȱ&ȱTobagoȱandȱaȱhighȱofȱ
72.8ȱ inȱ theȱ Dominicanȱ Republic.ȱ Inȱ short,ȱ
averageȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ massȱ mediaȱ rangesȱ fromȱ
ambivalentȱ levelsȱ (nearȱ theȱ midpointȱ ofȱ 50)ȱ toȱ
fairlyȱ trustingȱ levelsȱ acrossȱ theȱ countriesȱ
examinedȱ here.ȱ Still,ȱ itȱ isȱ interestingȱ toȱ noteȱ
thatȱlessȱthanȱ5%ȱofȱtheȱvarianceȱinȱtheȱmeasureȱ
ofȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ massȱ mediaȱ isȱ atȱ theȱ countryȱ
level;ȱ theȱ bulkȱ ofȱ theȱ varianceȱ isȱ atȱ theȱ
individualȱlevel.5ȱGivenȱtheȱrelativeȱinvarianceȱ
inȱ trustȱ atȱ theȱ nationalȱ level,ȱ theȱ remainderȱ ofȱ
thisȱ reportȱ willȱ focusȱ onȱ individualȬlevelȱ
determinantsȱ ofȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ massȱ mediaȱ afterȱ
controllingȱ forȱ theȱ “fixedȱ effects,”ȱ orȱ meanȱ
levelsȱofȱtrust,ȱatȱtheȱnationalȱlevel.ȱȱ

Socioeconomicȱ andȱ Demographicȱ
PredictorsȱofȱMediaȱTrustȱȱ
Theȱ massȱ mediaȱ provideȱ anȱ importantȱ sourceȱ
ofȱ informationȱ forȱ citizens,ȱ althoughȱ asȱ Zallerȱ
(1992,ȱ22)ȱnotes,ȱcitizensȱ“areȱmoreȱthanȱpassiveȱ
receiversȱ ofȱ whateverȱ mediaȱ communicationsȱ
theyȱ encounter.”ȱ Thisȱ raisesȱ theȱ questionȱ ofȱ
whetherȱthereȱareȱanyȱsystematicȱpatternsȱasȱtoȱ
whoȱreportsȱhigherȱtrustȱinȱtheȱmedia.ȱȱ
Inȱ thisȱ sectionȱ Iȱ examineȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ whichȱ aȱ
simpleȱ batteryȱ ofȱ socioeconomicȱ andȱ
demographicȱ variablesȱ relatesȱ toȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
media.ȱ Specifically,ȱ Iȱ includeȱ ageȱ(dividedȱ intoȱ
sixȱcategories),ȱgender,ȱquintileȱofȱwealth6,ȱlevelȱ
ofȱ education,ȱ sizeȱ ofȱ theȱ respondent’sȱ cityȱ
(town)ȱ ofȱ residence,ȱ andȱ racialȱ selfȬ
All analyses were conducted with STATA v11 and results
were adjusted for the complex sample design employed.
4

Stated more precisely, after fitting a 3-level hierarchical
linear null model, with individuals at level 1, primary
sampling units (PSUs) at level 2 (to account for correlated
variance among respondents in the same cluster), and
country at level 3, 89.36% of the variance is found at the
individual level, 6.04% at the PSU level, and 4.59% at the
country level.
5

For details on the creation of the wealth measure see
Córdova (2009).
6

Figure 2. Socioeconomic and Demographic
Factors as Predictors of Trust in the Mass Media
F=40.471
N =35690
Female

Age

Quintiles of Wealth

Size of Place of Residence

Education Level

Self-Identified as White
Country fixed effects and
intercept included but
not shown here
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

identificationȱinȱtheȱmodelȱofȱtrustȱinȱtheȱmassȱ
media.ȱTheȱresultsȱfromȱthisȱanalysisȱappearȱinȱ
Figureȱ2.7ȱIndependentȱvariablesȱappearȱonȱtheȱ
verticalȱ axis.ȱ Theȱ impactȱ ofȱ eachȱ ofȱ theseȱ
variablesȱ onȱ levelsȱ ofȱ trustȱ inȱ massȱ mediaȱ isȱ
shownȱbyȱaȱdot,ȱwhichȱifȱlocatedȱtoȱtheȱrightȱofȱ
theȱ verticalȱ “0”ȱ lineȱ indicatesȱ aȱ positiveȱ effect,ȱ
andȱ ifȱ toȱ theȱ leftȱ aȱ negativeȱ impact.ȱ Theȱ
horizontalȱ barsȱ representȱ 95%ȱ confidenceȱ
intervalsȱ forȱ theseȱ effects.ȱ Weȱ canȱ beȱ atȱ leastȱ
95%ȱconfidentȱthatȱaȱgivenȱeffectȱisȱstatisticallyȱ
significantȱ ifȱ itsȱ confidenceȱ intervalȱ doesȱ notȱ
crossȱ theȱ verticalȱ axisȱ atȱ “0”.ȱ Allȱ variablesȱ areȱ
standardizedȱ forȱ easeȱ ofȱ comparisonȱ andȱ theȱ
modelȱincludesȱcountryȬfixedȱeffectsȱwhichȱareȱ
notȱshownȱinȱthisȱfigureȱforȱeaseȱofȱpresentationȱ
(seeȱAppendixȱforȱdetails).ȱ
Theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ thisȱ demographicȱ modelȱ showȱ
that,ȱonȱaverageȱandȱallȱelseȱequal,ȱwomenȱandȱ
thoseȱ whoȱ selfȬidentifyȱ asȱ whiteȱ areȱ moreȱ
trustingȱofȱtheȱmassȱmediaȱthanȱmenȱandȱnonȬ
whites,ȱ respectively.ȱ Moreover,ȱ older,ȱ
wealthier,ȱ andȱ moreȱ educatedȱ respondentsȱ areȱ
The model is run using ordered logistic regression with
parameter estimates corrected for the complex sample
design. Full results appear in the Appendix.

7

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

39

0.10

Trust in Mass Media
Matthew L. Layton
lessȱ trustingȱ ofȱ theȱ massȱ media,ȱ asȱ areȱ
respondentsȱ whoȱ liveȱ inȱ largerȱ cities.ȱ Ofȱ theseȱ
findings,ȱ theȱ correlationȱ betweenȱ educationȱ
andȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ massȱ mediaȱ isȱ theȱ strongest.ȱ
Thisȱ strongȱ findingȱ forȱ educationȱ raisesȱ theȱ
questionȱ ofȱ whetherȱ otherȱ measuresȱ ofȱ citizenȱ
awarenessȱ mightȱ explainȱ additionalȱ variationȱ
inȱindividualȱlevelsȱofȱtrustȱinȱtheȱmassȱmedia.ȱ

Informedȱ Citizensȱ andȱ Trustȱ inȱ
theȱMassȱMedia
Priorȱliteratureȱhasȱproposedȱmanyȱdimensionsȱ
ofȱ politicalȱ awareness.ȱ Zallerȱ (1992,ȱ 21)ȱ notesȱ
severalȱ ofȱ these:ȱ “mediaȱ exposure,ȱ politicalȱ
participation,ȱ education,ȱ andȱ selfȬdescribedȱ
interestȱ inȱ politics,”ȱ asȱ wellȱ asȱ “simpleȱ testsȱ ofȱ
neutralȱfactualȱinformationȱaboutȱpolitics”ȱ(i.e.,ȱ
politicalȱ knowledge).ȱ Anȱ individual’sȱ senseȱ ofȱ
internalȱefficacyȱ(Craig,ȱNiemi,ȱandȱSilverȱ1990;ȱ
Niemi,ȱCraig,ȱandȱMatteiȱ1991),ȱorȱtheȱdegreeȱtoȱ
whichȱ theyȱ claimȱ thatȱ theyȱ understandȱ theȱ
mostȱ importantȱ issuesȱ inȱ theȱ country,ȱ isȱ yetȱ
anotherȱcomponentȱofȱawareness.ȱ
Arguably,ȱeachȱofȱtheseȱisȱaȱdifferentȱdimensionȱ
ofȱ anȱ individual’sȱ politicalȱ exposureȱ andȱ
awareness.ȱ Theȱ dataȱ usedȱ hereȱ includeȱ
indicatorsȱ ofȱ allȱ ofȱ theseȱ dimensionsȱ ofȱ
awarenessȱandȱthusȱprovideȱaȱmeansȱtoȱtestȱtheȱ
effectȱ thatȱ beingȱ informedȱ inȱ eachȱ ofȱ theseȱ
differentȱwaysȱhasȱonȱlevelsȱofȱtrustȱinȱtheȱmassȱ
mediaȱ atȱ theȱ individualȱ level.8ȱ Someȱ formsȱ ofȱ

8 The items that measure each of these are as follows. Media
exposure is measured using question GI0, “About how often
do you pay attention to the news, whether on TV, the radio,
newspapers or the internet?” The response options are:
daily, a few times a week, a few times a month, rarely, or
never. Political participation is measured using two
indicators of campaign and party activism, which is
arguably the most awareness-intensive dimension of
political participation identified in the literature (for other
dimensions see Booth and Seligson 2009). Opinion leader is
measured using PP1, “During election times, some people
try to convince others to vote for a party or candidate. How
often have you tried to persuade others to vote for a party
or candidate?” Response options were “frequently,”
“occasionally,” “rarely,” “never.” Worked campaign is
measured using PP2, “There are people who work for
parties or candidates during electoral campaigns. Did you
work for any candidate or party in the last presidential

awarenessȱ mayȱ beȱ negativelyȱ associatedȱ withȱ
mediaȱ attention,ȱ whileȱ otherȱ formsȱ ofȱ
awarenessȱmayȱbeȱpositivelyȱassociatedȱwithȱit.ȱ
Afterȱcontrollingȱforȱtheȱdemographicȱvariablesȱ
examinedȱinȱtheȱpreviousȱsectionȱ(age,ȱgender,ȱ
quintileȱofȱwealth,ȱsizeȱofȱtheȱrespondent’sȱcityȱ
ofȱ residence,ȱ andȱ racialȱ selfȬidentification),ȱ theȱ
modelȱ ofȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ mediaȱ proposedȱ hereȱ
attemptsȱ toȱ isolateȱ theȱ effectsȱ ofȱ theȱ severalȱ
dimensionsȱ ofȱ beingȱ anȱ informedȱ citizenȱ byȱ
controllingȱ forȱ otherȱ indicatorsȱ thatȱ mightȱ
contributeȱ toȱ theȱ degreeȱ toȱ whichȱ respondentsȱ
areȱ exposedȱ toȱ information.ȱ Theseȱ controlsȱ
includeȱ selfȬreportedȱ measuresȱ ofȱ twoȱ
personalityȱ traits9:ȱ criticalȬquarrelsomeȱ andȱ
openȬintellectual.ȱ Theȱ modelȱ alsoȱ controlsȱ forȱ
interpersonalȱtrust10ȱandȱchurchȱattendance11ȱasȱ
indicatorsȱofȱtheȱrespondent’sȱinherentȱlevelȱofȱ
trust.ȱȱ
Respondentsȱ whoȱ selfȬreportȱ criticalȱ orȱ
quarrelsomeȱ personalitiesȱ shouldȱ beȱ lessȱ
trustingȱofȱtheȱmedia,ȱasȱtheyȱwouldȱbeȱofȱanyȱ
institution.ȱ Thoseȱ whoȱ reportȱ beingȱ openȱ andȱ

elections?” Response options were yes (1) and no (0).
Education is measured using the level of school completed,
as in the demographic model. Interest in politics is measured
using question POL1. “How much interest do you have in
politics: a lot, some, little or none?” Political knowledge is
measured as a four-point count (0 to 3) of the number of
factual political knowledge questions the respondent
answers successfully, using items GI1, GI3, and GI4.
Internal efficacy is measured using question EFF2, which
asks respondents to report how much they agree or
disagree with the following statement: “You feel that you
understand the most important political issues of this
country.” Admittedly, this is only one component of
internal efficacy as traditionally conceptualized (Morrell
2003); however, it is the only component available in the
2010 data.
Measured using PER2 and PER5 from the self-reported
personality battery included in the 2010 questionnaire.
There is an interesting literature that suggests that stable
and enduring personality traits can significantly influence
political outcomes including attitude change and
engagement in political behaviors (e.g. Haugtvedt and
Petty 1992; Mondak et al. 2010).

9

10 Measured using item IT1: “Now, speaking of the people
from around here, would you say that people in this
community are very trustworthy, somewhat trustworthy,
not very trustworthy or untrustworthy?”
11 Measured using item Q5A: “How often do you attend
religious services?”
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intellectualȱ shouldȱ beȱ moreȱ trustingȱ
overall.ȱ Thoseȱ respondentsȱ whoȱ haveȱ
higherȱ inherentȱ trustȱ (asȱ observedȱ byȱ
moreȱ frequentȱ churchȱ attendanceȱ andȱ
higherȱinterpersonalȱtrust)ȱshouldȱexpressȱ
higherȱlevelsȱofȱtrustȱinȱtheȱmedia.ȱȱ

Figure 3. Individual Factors as Correlates of Trust
in the Mass Media
F=40.676
N =31956
Education Level
Internal Efficacy

TheȱresultsȱofȱthisȱmodelȱappearȱinȱFigureȱ
3ȱinȱtheȱsameȱformatȱasȱthoseȱpresentedȱinȱ
Figureȱ 2.12ȱ Again,ȱ allȱ variablesȱ areȱ
standardizedȱ forȱ easeȱ ofȱ comparisonȱ andȱ
theȱ modelȱ includesȱ countryȬfixedȱ effectsȱ
whichȱ areȱ notȱ shownȱ inȱ thisȱ figureȱ forȱ
easeȱ ofȱ presentationȱ (seeȱ Appendixȱ forȱ
details).ȱȱ

News Exposure
Political Knowledge
Political Interest
Opinion Leader
Worked Campaign
Critical/Quarrelsome Personality
Open/Intellectual Personality
Church Attendance
Interpersonal Trust
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Consideringȱ theȱ socioeconomicȱ andȱ
demographicȱ variablesȱ first,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ
areȱnearlyȱtheȱsameȱasȱthoseȱpresentedȱinȱ
Figureȱ2.ȱWomenȱexpressȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱ
trustȱ inȱ theȱ massȱ mediaȱ thanȱ doȱ men;ȱ
olderȱ respondentsȱ expressȱ lowerȱ trust;ȱ
respondentsȱinȱ higherȱ wealthȱ quintilesȱexpressȱ
lowerȱ trust;ȱ residentsȱ ofȱ largerȱ citiesȱ areȱ lessȱ
trustingȱ thanȱ residentsȱ ofȱ smallerȱ cities,ȱ andȱ
selfȬidentifyingȱ whitesȱ expressȱ greaterȱ trustȱ inȱ
theȱmassȱmediaȱthanȱnonȬwhites.ȱIfȱthereȱisȱanyȱ
change,ȱitȱisȱthatȱtheȱeffectȱofȱlevelȱofȱeducationȱ
isȱ somewhatȱ moreȱ negativeȱ inȱ thisȱ modelȱ thanȱ
before.ȱ Thus,ȱ theseȱ results,ȱ withȱ theȱ exceptionȱ
ofȱ thoseȱ forȱ levelȱ ofȱ education,ȱ areȱ excludedȱ
fromȱ Figureȱ 3ȱ toȱ allowȱ forȱ moreȱ focusedȱ
attentionȱonȱtheȱnewȱvariablesȱintroducedȱhere.ȱ
Lookingȱ brieflyȱ atȱ theȱ controlȱ variables,ȱ bothȱ
personalityȱ typeȱ andȱ inherentȱ trustȱ inȱ othersȱ
haveȱ significantȱ effectsȱ onȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ massȱ
media.ȱ Asȱ expected,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ criticalȱ orȱ
quarrelsomeȱ expressȱ lowerȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ media;ȱ
thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ openȱ orȱ intellectualȱ expressȱ
higherȱ trust.ȱ Respondentsȱ whoȱ attendȱ churchȱ
servicesȱ moreȱ frequentlyȱ expressȱ moreȱ trustȱ inȱ
theȱ massȱ mediaȱ andȱ respondentsȱ whoȱ expressȱ
higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ interpersonalȱ trustȱ areȱ alsoȱ

12 As in the previous model, the model for Figure 3 is run
using ordered logistic regression with parameter estimates
corrected for the complex sample design. Full results
appear in the Appendix.

Country fixed effects, intercept, and
demographic variables included
but not shown here
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ expressȱ higherȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
media.ȱ
Finally,ȱ theȱ keyȱ resultsȱ hereȱ provideȱ evidenceȱ
ofȱsystematicȱdimensionalityȱwithinȱtheȱconceptȱ
ofȱ politicalȱ awareness.ȱ Asȱ withȱ levelȱ ofȱ
education,ȱ respondentsȱ withȱ moreȱ politicalȱ
knowledgeȱareȱ lessȱ trustingȱ ofȱ theȱ massȱ mediaȱ
thanȱ thoseȱ withȱ moreȱ limitedȱ politicalȱ
knowledge.ȱ Moreover,ȱ respondentsȱ whoȱ haveȱ
attemptedȱtoȱinfluenceȱtheȱpoliticalȱopinionsȱofȱ
fellowȬcitizensȱ areȱ lessȱ trustingȱ ofȱ theȱ massȱ
mediaȱ thanȱ thoseȱ whoȱ haveȱ not.ȱ Conversely,ȱ
respondentsȱ whoȱ expressȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
internalȱ efficacyȱ andȱ respondentsȱ whoȱ haveȱ
moreȱ frequentȱ contactȱ withȱ theȱ mediaȱ expressȱ
moreȱtrustȱinȱtheȱmassȱmediaȱthanȱotherwise.ȱȱ
Yet,ȱ thereȱ areȱ twoȱ insignificantȱ findings.ȱ First,ȱ
respondentsȱ whoȱ workedȱ forȱ aȱ campaignȱ
duringȱ theȱ previousȱ presidentialȱ electionsȱ areȱ
noȱ moreȱ orȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ trustȱ theȱ massȱ mediaȱ
thanȱ thoseȱ whoȱ haveȱ not.ȱSecond,ȱ respondentsȱ
whoȱ expressȱ moreȱ interestȱ inȱ politicsȱ areȱ notȱ
significantlyȱdifferentȱinȱtheirȱtrustȱofȱtheȱmediaȱ
fromȱthoseȱwhoȱareȱlessȱinterestedȱinȱpolitics.ȱȱ
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Conclusion
TheȱfindingsȱinȱthisȱInsightsȱreportȱsuggestȱthatȱ
theȱ massȱ mediaȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ theȱ
Caribbeanȱ currentlyȱ enjoysȱ atȱ leastȱ moderateȱ
trustȱacrossȱmuchȱofȱtheȱregion.ȱHowever,ȱthereȱ
areȱsignsȱthatȱnotȱeveryoneȱacceptsȱtheȱintegrityȱ
ofȱ theȱ mediaȱ unquestioningly.ȱ Indeed,ȱ theȱ
resultsȱ presentedȱ hereȱ showȱ thatȱ thereȱ isȱ anȱ
interestingȱ tensionȱ amongȱ theȱ factorsȱ thatȱ
explainȱ supportȱ forȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ mediaȱ inȱ theȱ
region.ȱ Opportunitiesȱ toȱ becomeȱ informed,ȱ inȱ
termsȱofȱpoliticalȱknowledgeȱandȱeducation,ȱasȱ
wellȱ asȱ effortsȱ toȱ shapeȱ others’ȱ politicalȱ
opinionsȱareȱallȱnegativelyȱcorrelatedȱwithȱtrustȱ
inȱ theȱ principalȱ meansȱ ofȱ communicationȱ inȱ
LatinȱAmericanȱandȱCaribbeanȱsocieties.ȱOnȱtheȱ
otherȱ sideȱ ofȱ thatȱ tension,ȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ massȱ
mediaȱ correlatesȱ positivelyȱ withȱ newsȱ mediaȱ
exposureȱandȱefficacy.ȱȱ
Someȱofȱthisȱtensionȱmayȱreflectȱtheȱambiguityȱ
inȱ theȱ dependentȱ variableȱ usedȱ here.ȱ Inȱ termsȱ
ofȱsocioȬeconomicȱposition,ȱdoȱtheȱrichȱandȱtheȱ
poorȱorȱtheȱeducatedȱandȱuneducatedȱconsumeȱ
theȱ sameȱ typeȱ ofȱ media?ȱ Moreover,ȱ whenȱ weȱ
askȱ politicallyȱ awareȱ individualsȱ aboutȱ theirȱ
trustȱinȱtheȱmedia,ȱdoȱtheyȱtakeȱintoȱaccountȱtheȱ
sameȱ considerationsȱ asȱ doȱ unsophisticatedȱ
respondents?ȱ Moreȱ specifically,ȱ doesȱ theȱ termȱ
“massȱ media”ȱ triggerȱ thoughtsȱ ofȱ “news”ȱ orȱ
“entertainment”ȱ forȱ respondents?ȱ Answeringȱ
theseȱquestionsȱinȱtheȱcontextȱofȱtheȱspanȱofȱtheȱ
Americasȱ isȱ wellȱ beyondȱ theȱ scopeȱ ofȱ thisȱ
Insightsȱ report,ȱ butȱ theyȱ areȱ importantȱ
questionsȱ toȱ considerȱ andȱ exploreȱ further;ȱ
dependingȱ onȱ howȱ weȱ answerȱ theseȱ questionsȱ
theȱ conclusionsȱ drawnȱ fromȱ theȱ findingsȱ
presentedȱ hereȱ mayȱ varyȱ considerably.ȱ Forȱ
instance,ȱitȱseemsȱthatȱitȱwouldȱbeȱnormativelyȱ
desirableȱ thatȱ citizensȱ beȱ ableȱ toȱ trustȱ theirȱ
newsȱ outletsȱ (evenȱ ifȱ citizensȱ areȱ selfȬselectiveȱ
inȱ theirȱ mediaȱ exposure),ȱ butȱ itȱ mayȱ beȱ lessȱ
hearteningȱ toȱ findȱ comparativelyȱ greaterȱ
“trust”ȱinȱmediumsȱofȱentertainment.ȱȱ
Still,ȱ ifȱ weȱ takeȱ theȱ findingsȱ presentedȱ hereȱ asȱ
representativeȱofȱanȱassessmentȱofȱtheȱintegrityȱ

ofȱ theȱ meansȱ ofȱ transmittingȱ factualȱ
informationȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ societies,ȱ theȱ
tensionȱinȱtheȱrelationshipsȱbetweenȱalternativeȱ
dimensionsȱofȱawarenessȱandȱtrustȱinȱtheȱmassȱ
mediaȱ mayȱ beȱ aȱ goodȱ sign.ȱ Theseȱ findingsȱ
certainlyȱ seemȱ toȱ speakȱ toȱ Zaller’sȱ declarationȱ
thatȱcitizensȱareȱmoreȱthanȱ“passiveȱrecipients.”ȱ
Inȱ fact,ȱ theseȱ resultsȱ tellȱ aȱ nuancedȱ storyȱ thatȱ
seemsȱtoȱsuggestȱthatȱcitizensȱofȱLatinȱAmericaȱ
andȱ theȱ Caribbeanȱ areȱ neitherȱ unquestioningȱ
neophytesȱofȱtheȱlatestȱinfluentialȱimpulseȱnor,ȱ
inȱ spiteȱ ofȱ someȱ turbulent,ȱ authoritarianȱ
histories,ȱ jadedȱ cynicsȱ inȱ relationȱ toȱ theȱ massȱ
media.ȱȱ
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Appendix
Tableȱ1.ȱOrderedȱLogisticȱModelsȱofȱTrustȱinȱMassȱMediaȱ(DesignȱEffectȱAdjusted)ȱ
Modelȱ1ȱ
Ȭ0.138*ȱ
(Ȭ10.79)ȱ
0.036*ȱ
(2.58)ȱ

Modelȱ2ȱ
Ȭ0.171*ȱ
(Ȭ12.31)ȱ
0.032*ȱ
(2.26)ȱ

Ȭ0.064*ȱ
Ȭ0.037*ȱ
Ȭ0.061*ȱ
0.035*ȱ
Ȭȱ
Ȭȱ

(Ȭ3.82)ȱ
(Ȭ2.89)ȱ
(Ȭ5.22)ȱ
(3.54)ȱ
Ȭȱ
Ȭȱ

Ȭ0.063*ȱ
Ȭ0.051*ȱ
Ȭ0.087*ȱ
0.042*ȱ
0.096*ȱ

(Ȭ3.71)ȱ
(Ȭ3.77)ȱ
(Ȭ6.92)ȱ
(3.89)ȱ
(7.04)ȱ

0.060*ȱ

(4.74)ȱ

Ȭȱ

Ȭȱ

Ȭȱ
Ȭ
Ȭȱ

Ȭ
Ȭȱ
Ȭȱ

0.091*ȱ
Ȭ0.068*ȱ
0.011ȱ

(6.16)ȱ
(Ȭ5.42)ȱ
(0.94)ȱ

Ȭȱ
Ȭȱ

Ȭ0.036*ȱ
Ȭ0.016ȱ

(Ȭ2.63)ȱ
(Ȭ1.19)ȱ

PoliticalȱKnowledgeȱ

Ȭ
Ȭȱ

Ȭ0.069*ȱ

(Ȭ4.79)ȱ

NewsȱExposureȱ

Ȭȱ

Ȭȱ

0.113*ȱ

(8.57)ȱ

EducationȱLevel
SelfȬIdentifiedȱasȱWhiteȱ
SizeȱofȱPlace
QuintilesȱofȱWealth
Age
Femaleȱ
InterpersonalȱTrust
ChurchȱAttendanceȱ
Open/IntellectualȱPersonalityȱ
Critical/QuarrelsomeȱPersonality
WorkedȱCampaign
OpinionȱLeaderȱ
PoliticalȱInterest

Ȭ

Ȭȱ

0.115*ȱ

(7.40)ȱ

Mexico

InternalȱEfficacy

Ȭ0.112*ȱ

(Ȭ5.72)ȱ

Ȭ0.127*ȱ

(Ȭ6.40)ȱ

Guatemala

Ȭ0.136*ȱ

(Ȭ7.47)ȱ

Ȭ0.149*ȱ

(Ȭ7.78)ȱ

ElȱSalvador

Ȭ0.138*ȱ

(Ȭ7.80)ȱ

Ȭ0.159*ȱ

(Ȭ8.60)ȱ

Nicaragua

Ȭ0.066*ȱ

(Ȭ3.68)ȱ

Ȭ0.086*ȱ

(Ȭ4.42)ȱ

CostaȱRica

Ȭ0.051ȱ

(Ȭ1.92)ȱ

Ȭ0.062*ȱ

(Ȭ2.31)ȱ

Panama

Ȭ0.058*ȱ

(Ȭ3.07)ȱ

Ȭ0.085*ȱ

(Ȭ4.43)ȱ

Colombia

Ȭ0.095*ȱ

(Ȭ4.42)ȱ

Ȭ0.119*ȱ

(Ȭ5.50)ȱ

Ecuador

Ȭ0.229*ȱ

(Ȭ9.44)ȱ

Ȭ0.253*ȱ

(Ȭ10.47)ȱ

Bolivia

Ȭ0.251*ȱ

(Ȭ9.17)ȱ

Ȭ0.260*ȱ

(Ȭ8.98)ȱ

Peru

Ȭ0.169*ȱ

(Ȭ8.67)ȱ

Ȭ0.166*ȱ

(Ȭ8.31)ȱ

Paraguay

Ȭ0.060*ȱ

(Ȭ3.25)ȱ

Ȭ0.075*ȱ

(Ȭ3.99)ȱ

Chile

Ȭ0.044*ȱ

(Ȭ2.25)ȱ

Ȭ0.054*ȱ

(Ȭ2.66)ȱ

Brazilȱ

0.023ȱ

(0.87)ȱ

0.028ȱ

(1.05)ȱ

Venezuela

Ȭ0.175*ȱ

(Ȭ7.93)ȱ

Ȭ0.196*ȱ

(Ȭ8.70)ȱ

Argentina

Ȭ0.194*ȱ

(Ȭ8.81)ȱ

Ȭ0.184*ȱ

(Ȭ7.66)ȱ

DominicanȱRepublicȱ

0.058*ȱ

(3.04)ȱ

0.042*ȱ

(2.13)ȱ

Jamaica

Ȭ0.097*ȱ

(Ȭ4.50)ȱ

Ȭ0.114*ȱ

(Ȭ5.04)ȱ

Guyana

Ȭ0.137*ȱ

(Ȭ5.47)ȱ

Ȭ0.158*ȱ

(Ȭ6.28)ȱ

Trinidadȱ&ȱTobago

Ȭ0.251*ȱ

(Ȭ13.24)ȱ

Ȭ0.278*ȱ

(Ȭ14.64)ȱ

Belize

Ȭ0.120*ȱ

(Ȭ6.13)ȱ

Ȭ0.129*ȱ

(Ȭ6.32)ȱ

Suriname
NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ
Fȱ

Ȭ0.02ȱ
35,690ȱ
40.471ȱ

(Ȭ1.06)ȱ

Ȭ0.037ȱ
31,956ȱ
40.676ȱ

(Ȭ1.88)ȱ

Note:ȱStandardizedȱcoefficientsȱfromȱorderedȱlogisticȱregressionȱareȱsignificantȱatȱ*p<0.05;ȱtȬscoresȱ
presentedȱinȱparentheses.ȱUruguayȱisȱtheȱreferenceȱcountry.ȱ
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ȱ
ȱ
ȱ“theȱRichȱCountries”ȱforȱtheȱRecentȱ
EconomicȱCrisis,ȱandȱWhy?ȱ
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ȱ
Executive
Summary. What explains variations in blame attribution for
economic
crisis? This Insights report investigates why some citizens of the
ȱ
Americas
blame
their own government while others blame “rich countries” for the
ȱ
economic crisis that began in 2008. Using data from the 2010 round of the
ȱ
AmericasBarometer surveys, I test whether, holding other economic
determinants constant, citizens who perceive the government to be effectively
ȱ
handling
the economy are less likely to blame the government for the economic
ȱ
crisis.
Further, building on the clarity of responsibility literature I test whether
incumbents
that have stayed in power for a longer amount of time and have
ȱ
more
control
over the legislature are blamed more for the crisis. Overall, the
ȱ
results show that citizens are less likely to blame their own government when
ȱ
they perceive it to be handling the economy effectively. Additionally, the results
show that governments that have been in power longer are blamed more for the
ȱ
crisis.
Yet, there is not sufficient evidence to conclude that executives with more
control
over the legislature are more likely to be blamed for the crisis than
ȱ
executives
whose parties make up a congressional minority.
ȱ

TheȱInsightsȱSeriesȱisȱcoȬeditedȱbyȱMitchellȱA.ȱSeligson,ȱAmyȱEricaȱSmith,ȱandȱElizabethȱJ.ȱZechmeisterȱwithȱ
administrative,ȱtechnical,ȱandȱintellectualȱsupportȱfromȱtheȱLAPOPȱgroupȱatȱVanderbilt.ȱ
www.AmericasBarometer.orgȱ
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Iȱ

nȱ 2008ȱ aȱ globalȱ financialȱ crisisȱ shookȱ manyȱ
CRISIS2.ȱ Whoȱ isȱ theȱ mostȱ toȱ blameȱ forȱ theȱ currentȱ
countriesȱ inȱ theȱ Westernȱ hemisphere.1ȱ
economicȱ crisisȱ inȱ ourȱ countryȱ fromȱ amongȱ theȱ
following:ȱ theȱ previousȱ administration;ȱ theȱ currentȱ
AccordingȱtoȱtheȱAmericasBarometer,ȱwhileȱ
administration;ȱ ourselves,ȱ weȱ [theȱ peopleȱ ofȱ theȱ
mostȱ individualsȱ inȱ theȱ Americasȱ perceivedȱ theȱ
country];ȱtheȱrichȱpeopleȱofȱourȱcountry;ȱtheȱproblemsȱ
existenceȱ ofȱ anȱ economicȱ downturn,ȱ notȱ
ofȱ democracy;ȱ theȱ richȱ
everyoneȱ agreedȱ onȱ
countries;ȱ theȱ economicȱ
whomȱ
toȱ
blame.ȱ
Figure 1. Allocation of Blame for the
systemȱ ofȱ theȱcountry;ȱ orȱ
Attributionsȱ
ofȱ
Economic Crisis in the Americas
haveȱ youȱ neverȱ thoughtȱ
responsibilityȱ areȱ anȱ
importantȱ determinantȱ
aboutȱit?4ȱ
ofȱ citizens’ȱ attitudesȱ
andȱ behaviorȱ withȱ
Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ theȱ
respectȱ toȱ politicalȱ
percentageȱ ofȱ Latinȱ
actorsȱ(see,ȱforȱexampleȱ
Americanȱ citizensȱ whoȱ
Iyengarȱ 1996).ȱ Itȱ isȱ
choseȱ eachȱ ofȱ theȱ
thereforeȱ crucialȱ toȱ
offeredȱ alternativesȱ (inȱ
understandȱ
orderȱ toȱ representȱ theȱ
whatȱ
fullȱ population,ȱ theȱ
factorsȱ
influencedȱ
figureȱalsoȱincludesȱtheȱ
individuals’ȱ varyingȱ
7.1%ȱ whoȱ wereȱ notȱ
allocationsȱ ofȱ blameȱ inȱ
askedȱ aboutȱ blameȱ
theȱ wakeȱ ofȱ theȱ recentȱ
attributionsȱ
becauseȱ
economicȱcrisis.ȱȱ
theyȱ reportedȱ thatȱ
thereȱwasȱnoȱeconomicȱ
Toȱ assessȱ attributionsȱ
crisisȱinȱresponseȱtoȱtheȱ
ofȱresponsibilityȱforȱtheȱ
previousȱ
question).ȱ
recentȱ economicȱ crisis,ȱ
inȱ
theȱ
2010ȱ
Theȱ
largestȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ surveyȱ byȱ LAPOP2ȱ
percentagesȱ choseȱ toȱ blameȱ eitherȱ theȱ previousȱ
orȱ currentȱ nationalȱ government:ȱ 20.6%ȱ ofȱ
respondentsȱ wereȱ firstȱ askedȱ whetherȱ theyȱ
citizensȱ inȱ theȱ Americasȱ blameȱ theȱ previousȱ
thoughtȱ thereȱ wasȱ anȱ economicȱ crisis.3ȱ Theȱ
administrationȱ forȱ theȱ crisis,ȱ whileȱ 19.1%ȱ
92.9%ȱwhoȱthoughtȱthereȱwasȱwereȱthenȱasked:ȱȱ
considerȱ theȱ crisisȱ toȱ beȱ theȱ faultȱ ofȱ theȱ
incumbentȱadministration.ȱȱ
1 Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
2ȱFundingȱforȱtheȱ2010ȱroundȱmainlyȱcameȱfromȱtheȱUnitedȱ

Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
Importantȱ sourcesȱ ofȱ supportȱ wereȱ alsoȱ theȱ InterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
DevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱȱ
Throughout this report Haitiȱ andȱ Chileȱ asȱ wellȱ asȱ theȱ
UnitedȱStatesȱandȱCanadaȱwereȱexcludedȱfromȱtheȱanalyses.ȱ
Theȱlastȱtwoȱcountriesȱwereȱexcludedȱbecauseȱofȱtheȱstudy’sȱ
focusȱ onȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ andȱ theȱ Caribbeanȱ asȱ wellȱ asȱ theȱ
ambiguityȱ thatȱ mightȱ haveȱ beenȱ introducedȱ inȱ theseȱ twoȱ
countriesȱ inȱ havingȱ theirȱ citizensȱ chooseȱ betweenȱ theȱ “richȱ
countries”ȱandȱ“theȱcurrentȱgovernment.”ȱȱHaiti,ȱforȱitsȱpart,ȱ
wasȱexcludedȱbecauseȱtheȱquestionȱwasȱnotȱincludedȱinȱthisȱ
waveȱ ofȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ andȱ Chileȱ wasȱ excludedȱ
3

Otherȱdomesticȱagentsȱalsoȱreceiveȱsomeȱblame.ȱ
Forȱ example,ȱ 12.1%ȱ ofȱ citizensȱ inȱ theȱ Americasȱ
blameȱ theȱ citizensȱ ofȱ theirȱ ownȱ countryȱ forȱ theȱ
crisis,ȱ andȱ 6.3%ȱ blameȱ theȱ richȱ peopleȱ ofȱ theirȱ
country.ȱ Inȱ addition,ȱ 11.9%ȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ
blameȱtheirȱcountry’sȱeconomicȱsystem,ȱbutȱonlyȱ
3.9%ȱ blameȱ theȱ “problemsȱ ofȱ democracy.”ȱ Thisȱ
latterȱresultȱisȱconsistentȱwithȱpreviousȱresearchȱ
(e.g.,ȱ Boothȱ andȱ Seligsonȱ 2009;ȱ Orcés,ȱ Seligson,ȱ
becauseȱ thereȱ wasȱ aȱ changeȱ ofȱ presidentȱ duringȱ theȱ
fieldwork.
4ȱ

Theȱ nonȬresponseȱ rateȱ forȱ thisȱ questionȱ averagedȱ 1.84%ȱ
acrossȱallȱcountries.ȱȱ
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Figure 2. Blame in Comparative Perspective
a. The Current Government

andȱ Smithȱ 2010;ȱ alsoȱ seeȱ Eastonȱ 1975),ȱ whichȱ
suggestsȱ thatȱ diffuseȱ supportȱ forȱ democracyȱ isȱ
highlyȱ resistantȱ toȱ economicȱ crisis.ȱ Finally,ȱ aȱ
smallȱproportionȱofȱcitizensȱ–ȱ7.1%ȱȬȱplaceȱblameȱ
outsideȱ theȱ confinesȱ ofȱ theirȱ ownȱ country;ȱ
specifically,ȱtheyȱblameȱ“theȱrichȱcountries.”ȱȱ
Inȱ thisȱ Insightsȱ report,ȱ Iȱ analyzeȱ whyȱ someȱ
citizensȱ inȱ theȱ Americasȱ blameȱ theirȱ currentȱ
governmentȱforȱtheȱeconomicȱcrisisȱwhileȱothersȱ
blameȱ “theȱ richȱ countries.”ȱ Iȱ testȱ twoȱ principalȱ
hypotheses:ȱfirst,ȱthatȱotherȱthingsȱheldȱconstant,ȱ
citizensȱ areȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ blameȱ theȱ currentȱ
governmentȱforȱtheȱcrisisȱwhenȱtheyȱbelieveȱthatȱ
itȱ hasȱ handledȱ theȱ economyȱ effectively;ȱ andȱ
second,ȱ thatȱ administrationsȱ thatȱ haveȱ beenȱ inȱ
powerȱ longerȱ andȱ thatȱ haveȱ strongerȱ controlȱ
overȱ policyȱ receiveȱ moreȱ blameȱ thanȱ weakȱ andȱ
newȱ administrations.ȱ Thisȱ latterȱ expectationȱ
drawsȱ onȱscholarshipȱ thatȱproposesȱ thatȱ certainȱ
contextualȱ andȱ institutionalȱ featuresȱ ofȱ theȱ
politicalȱ systemȱ makeȱ citizensȱ moreȱ proneȱ toȱ
blameȱ theȱ incumbentȱ governmentȱ forȱ politicalȱ

b. The Rich Countries

andȱ economicȱ outcomesȱ (Powellȱ andȱ Whittenȱ
1993;ȱDuchȱandȱStevensonȱ2008).ȱȱ
Aȱ firstȱ stepȱ inȱ narrowingȱ theȱ focusȱ toȱ onlyȱ twoȱ
responseȱ optionsȱ Ȭȱ blameȱ theȱ richȱ countriesȱ orȱ
theȱ currentȱ governmentȱ Ȭȱ isȱ toȱ examineȱ theȱ
percentageȱ ofȱ individualsȱ whoȱ placedȱ blameȱ inȱ
theseȱtwoȱcategoriesȱcrossȬnationally.ȱAsȱFiguresȱ
2aȱandȱ2bȱshow,ȱthereȱisȱsubstantialȱvariationȱinȱ
theȱpatternȱofȱattributionȱofȱresponsibilityȱforȱtheȱ
crisisȱacrossȱcountries. ȱ
Inȱ someȱ countries,ȱ suchȱ asȱ Guyanaȱ (45.2%),ȱ
Trinidadȱ &ȱ Tobagoȱ (38%)ȱ andȱ Venezuelaȱ
(37.6%),ȱ theȱ proportionȱ ofȱ citizensȱ whoȱ blameȱ
theȱ currentȱ administrationȱ forȱ theȱ economicȱ
crisisȱ isȱ relativelyȱ large.ȱ Yet,ȱ inȱ others,ȱ suchȱ asȱ
Hondurasȱ(2%),ȱUruguayȱ(2.1%)ȱandȱElȱSalvadorȱ
(4.5%),ȱ onlyȱ aȱ smallȱ minorityȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ
answeredȱ thatȱ theȱ currentȱ governmentȱ ofȱ theȱ
countryȱ wasȱ toȱ blameȱ forȱ theȱ currentȱ economicȱ
crisis.ȱȱ
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Similarly,ȱcountriesȱalsoȱareȱveryȱdifferentȱinȱtheȱ
proportionȱ ofȱ theirȱ citizensȱ thatȱ blameȱ theȱ richȱ
countriesȱ ofȱ theȱ world.ȱ Forȱ instance,ȱ inȱ Costaȱ
Ricaȱ(16.3%),ȱElȱSalvadorȱ(11.2%)ȱandȱGuatemalaȱ
(10.4%),ȱ relativelyȱ largeȱ proportionsȱ ofȱ theȱ
populationȱ blameȱ “richȱ countries.”ȱ Conversely,ȱ
inȱ countriesȱ suchȱ asȱ Guyana,ȱ Paraguayȱ andȱ
Belizeȱ onlyȱ aȱ fewȱ citizensȱ blameȱ richȱ countriesȱ
forȱtheȱcrisis.ȱȱ

Whyȱ Doȱ Individualsȱ Blameȱ theȱ
Currentȱ Administrationȱ Forȱ theȱ
EconomicȱCrisis?ȱ
Theȱ 2008ȱ collapseȱ ofȱ Lehmanȱ Brothersȱ wasȱ
widelyȱpublicized,ȱsuggestingȱtheȱimportantȱroleȱ
“richȱ countries”ȱ playedȱ inȱ triggeringȱ theȱ crisis.ȱ
Nonetheless,ȱaȱsizableȱnumberȱofȱcitizensȱinȱtheȱ
Americasȱ blamedȱ theirȱ currentȱ administrationȱ
forȱtheȱeconomicȱcrisis.ȱWhy?ȱ
IndividualȬLevelȱEconomicȱFactorsȱ
Althoughȱ Wallȱ Street’sȱ financialȱ collapseȱ hadȱ aȱ
broadȱandȱdeepȱimpactȱinȱtheȱcountriesȱofȱLatinȱ
America,5ȱ notȱ allȱ citizensȱ sufferedȱ economicallyȱ
toȱtheȱsameȱ degree.ȱOneȱlevelȱonȱwhichȱweȱcanȱ
evaluateȱ theȱ crisis’ȱ economicȱ impactsȱ isȱ thatȱ ofȱ
theȱ household.ȱ Whileȱ someȱ citizensȱ sawȱ theirȱ
householdȱincomeȱsubstantiallyȱreducedȱduringȱ
theȱeconomicȱcrisis,ȱothersȱexperiencedȱlessȱofȱanȱ
impact.6ȱ Drawingȱ onȱ basicȱ tenetsȱ ofȱ
retrospectiveȱ votingȱ theoryȱ (e.g.,ȱ Downsȱ 1957;ȱ
Fiorinaȱ 1981),ȱ weȱ mightȱ expectȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ
perceivedȱ aȱ negativeȱ changeȱ inȱ theirȱ householdȱ
incomeȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ blameȱ theirȱ currentȱ
governmentȱ forȱ theȱ crisis.ȱ Alongȱ theseȱ sameȱ
lines,ȱ Iȱ alsoȱ testȱ whetherȱ moreȱ generalȱ

5ȱAnnualȱGDPȱchangeȱforȱLatinȱAmericaȱinȱ2009ȱwasȱȬ2.09%ȱ
(seeȱIzquierdoȱandȱTalviȱ2010).ȱ
6ȱ Orces,ȱ Seligsonȱ andȱ Smithȱ (2010)ȱ reportȱ thatȱ 27.3%ȱ ofȱ theȱ

citizensȱ ofȱ theȱ Americasȱ indicatedȱ theirȱ incomeȱ decreasedȱ
andȱ22.8%ȱindicatedȱtheirȱincomeȱincreased.ȱ

evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ stateȱ ofȱ one’sȱ personalȱ
economicȱsituationȱhaveȱaȱsimilarȱeffect.7ȱȱ
Yet,ȱitȱisȱpossibleȱthatȱcitizens’ȱevaluationsȱofȱtheȱ
nationalȱ economyȱ areȱ moreȱ significantȱ toȱ theirȱ
placementȱ ofȱ blame.ȱ Anȱ importantȱ strandȱ ofȱ
literatureȱ hasȱ underlinedȱ theȱ importanceȱ ofȱ
perceptionsȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ economyȱ inȱ
determiningȱ politicalȱ attitudesȱ andȱ behaviorsȱ
(Kinderȱ andȱ Kiewietȱ 1981).ȱ Otherȱ authorsȱ haveȱ
notedȱ thatȱ peopleȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ blameȱ theȱ
presidentȱ insteadȱ ofȱ otherȱ actorsȱ whenȱ theyȱ
perceiveȱ thatȱ theȱ nationalȱ economyȱ isȱ
performingȱpoorly,ȱandȱthusȱfeelȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱ
economicȱthreatȱ(Heiderȱ1944;ȱTylerȱ1982).ȱThus,ȱ
Iȱ testȱ whetherȱ moreȱ negativeȱ retrospectiveȱ
evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ economyȱ helpȱ
predictȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ blamingȱ theȱ currentȱ
administrationȱforȱtheȱcrisis.8ȱȱ
Inȱ addition,ȱ itȱ isȱ alsoȱ importantȱ toȱ assessȱ theȱ
impactȱ ofȱ citizens’ȱ evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ
government’sȱ economicȱ performanceȱ (Downsȱ
1957).ȱAȱnumberȱofȱscholarsȱhaveȱarguedȱforȱtheȱ
importanceȱ ofȱ citizens’ȱ evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ
efficacyȱ
withȱ
whichȱ
theȱ
incumbentȱ
administrationȱ handlesȱ theȱ economyȱ asȱ anȱ
importantȱ determinantȱ ofȱ aȱ wideȱ arrayȱ ofȱ
politicalȱ behavior,ȱ rangingȱ fromȱ votingȱ toȱ
politicalȱidentificationȱ(see,ȱforȱexample,ȱFiorinaȱ
1981;ȱ LewisȬBeckȱ andȱ Stegmaierȱ 2008).ȱ Inȱ thisȱ
Insightsȱ report,ȱ Iȱ proposeȱ thatȱ citizensȱ whoȱ
perceiveȱ thatȱ theȱ governmentȱ isȱ doingȱ anȱ
effectiveȱjobȱhandlingȱtheȱeconomyȱandȱfightingȱ
unemploymentȱ andȱ povertyȱ areȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ
blameȱitȱforȱtheȱcurrentȱcrisis.9ȱȱ
ȱTheȱvariableȱusedȱtoȱmeasureȱthisȱisȱQ10E.ȱOverȱtheȱpastȱtwoȱ
years,ȱ hasȱ theȱ incomeȱ ofȱ yourȱ householdȱ decreased,ȱ remainedȱ theȱ
same,ȱorȱincreased?
8SOCT2.ȱ Doȱ youȱ thinkȱ thatȱ theȱ country’sȱ currentȱ economicȱ
situationȱ isȱ betterȱ than,ȱ theȱ sameȱ asȱ orȱ worseȱ thanȱ itȱ wasȱ 12ȱ
monthsȱago?ȱ
IDIO2.ȱDoȱyouȱthinkȱthatȱyourȱeconomicȱsituationȱisȱbetterȱthan,ȱ
theȱsameȱas,ȱorȱworseȱthanȱitȱwasȱ12ȱmonthsȱago?ȱ
7

9Iȱcreateȱaȱsingleȱmeasureȱbasedȱonȱtheȱfollowingȱquestions:ȱ

N1.ȱ Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ wouldȱ youȱ sayȱ theȱ currentȱ administrationȱ
fightsȱpoverty?ȱ
N12.ȱCombatsȱunemployment?ȱ
N15.ȱIsȱmanagingȱtheȱeconomyȱwell?ȱ
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IndividualȬLevelȱControlsȱ

ClarityȱofȱResponsibilityȱandȱBlameȱ

Inȱ assessingȱ predictorsȱ ofȱ blame,ȱ Iȱ includeȱ aȱ
numberȱ ofȱ individualȬlevelȱ controlȱ variablesȱ inȱ
theȱ model.ȱ Theseȱ includeȱ twoȱ importantȱ
economicȱ controls:ȱ indicatorsȱ ofȱ individuals’ȱ
actualȱ economicȱ conditionȱ andȱ theirȱ
expectationsȱwithȱrespectȱtoȱtheȱroleȱofȱtheȱstate.ȱ
Theȱ formerȱ Iȱ measureȱ usingȱ theȱ LAPOPȱ wealthȱ
measureȱ describedȱ inȱ detailȱ inȱ Córdovaȱ (2009).ȱ
Withȱ respectȱ toȱ theȱ latter,ȱ respondentsȱ whoȱ
expectȱ theȱ governmentȱ toȱ beȱ responsibleȱ forȱ
citizens’ȱeconomicȱwelfareȱmightȱbeȱmoreȱproneȱ
toȱ blameȱ theȱ governmentȱ forȱ theȱ lackȱ thereofȱ
duringȱ crises.ȱ Toȱ measureȱ this,ȱ Iȱ includeȱ anȱ
indexȱ thatȱ gaugesȱ individuals’ȱ generalȱ
preferencesȱaboutȱtheȱroleȱofȱtheȱstate.10ȱ

Asideȱ fromȱ individualȱ differencesȱ inȱ theȱ degreeȱ
toȱ whichȱ citizensȱ haveȱ andȱ perceiveȱ theyȱ haveȱ
beenȱaffectedȱbyȱtheȱeconomicȱcrisis,ȱitȱisȱevidentȱ
inȱ Figuresȱ 2aȱ andȱ 2bȱ thatȱ thereȱ areȱ substantiveȱ
differencesȱ inȱ blameȱ attributionȱ betweenȱ
countries.ȱIȱproposeȱthatȱoneȱexplanationȱforȱthisȱ
variationȱmayȱbeȱfoundȱinȱtheȱextentȱtoȱwhichȱaȱ
country’sȱ institutionalȱ contextȱ promotesȱ clarityȱ
ofȱresponsibility.ȱ

Additionally,ȱgivenȱpriorȱresearchȱthatȱproposesȱ
thatȱunderȱsituationsȱofȱeconomicȱthreat,ȱcitizensȱ
withȱlowȱlevelsȱofȱinformationȱareȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱ
blameȱ theȱ presidentȱ asȱ opposedȱ toȱ otherȱ actorsȱ
(Tylerȱ 1982;ȱ Gomezȱ andȱ Wilsonȱ 2001),ȱ itȱ isȱ
importantȱ toȱ controlȱ forȱ bothȱ politicalȱ
knowledgeȱ andȱ education.11ȱ Becauseȱ ofȱ itsȱ
obviousȱ importanceȱ inȱ thisȱ issueȱ Iȱ alsoȱ controlȱ
forȱ theȱ respondent’sȱ approvalȱ ofȱ theȱ
administrationȱofȱtheȱcurrentȱpresident.12ȱȱ

Aȱwideȱarrayȱofȱliteratureȱhasȱlookedȱatȱtheȱwayȱ
punishmentȱ forȱ politicalȱ andȱ economicȱ
downturnsȱ variesȱ acrossȱ politicalȱ contextsȱ
(LewisȬBeckȱ andȱ Paldamȱ 2000;ȱ LewisȬBeckȱ andȱ
Stegmaierȱ2008;ȱStokesȱ2001).ȱSomeȱhaveȱnoticedȱ
thatȱ specificȱ institutionalȱ andȱ situationalȱ
characteristicsȱaffectȱtheȱdegreeȱtoȱwhichȱcitizensȱ
areȱ ableȱ toȱ holdȱ theirȱ governmentȱ accountableȱ
(PowellȱandȱWhittenȱ1993;ȱPowellȱ2000;ȱNadeau,ȱ
Niemi,ȱandȱYoshinakaȱ2002;ȱTavitsȱ2007).ȱȱ
Theseȱ scholarsȱ haveȱ proposedȱ thatȱ asȱ powerȱ
becomesȱ moreȱ centralizedȱ andȱ theȱ actorȱ
responsibleȱforȱtheȱincumbentȱgovernmentȱmoreȱ
salientȱandȱclear,ȱcitizensȱbecomeȱmoreȱproneȱtoȱ
“assignȱresponsibilityȱforȱeconomicȱandȱpoliticalȱ
outcomesȱtoȱtheȱincumbent”ȱ(PowellȱandȱWittenȱ
1993,ȱp.ȱ398).ȱ

Thisȱscaleȱhasȱaȱhighȱlevelȱofȱinternalȱreliabilityȱ(alpha>.86).ȱȱ
10ȱ TheȱAmericasBarometerȱaskedȱrespondents:ȱToȱwhatȱextentȱ

doȱyouȱagreeȱorȱdisagreeȱwithȱtheȱstatements:ȱȱ
ROS2.ȱTheȱ(Country)ȱgovernment,ȱmoreȱthanȱindividuals,ȱshouldȱ
beȱprimarilyȱresponsibleȱforȱensuringȱtheȱ[wellȬbeingȱofȱtheȱpeople].ȱȱ
ROS3.ȱ Theȱ (Country)ȱ government,ȱ moreȱ thanȱ theȱ privateȱ sector,ȱ
shouldȱbeȱprimarilyȱresponsibleȱforȱcreatingȱjobs.ȱȱ
ROS4.ȱ Theȱ (Country)ȱ governmentȱ shouldȱ implementȱ strongȱ
policiesȱtoȱreduceȱincomeȱinequalityȱbetweenȱtheȱrichȱandȱtheȱpoor.ȱȱ
Thisȱscaleȱhasȱaȱhighȱlevelȱofȱinternalȱreliabilityȱ(alpha>.78).ȱ
11ȱ

Theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ surveyȱ includesȱ aȱ batteryȱ ofȱ
questionsȱ designedȱ toȱ recoverȱ levelsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ knowledgeȱ
basedȱ onȱ respondents’ȱ answersȱ toȱ threeȱ factualȱ knowledgeȱ
questions:ȱGI1.ȱWhatȱisȱtheȱnameȱofȱtheȱcurrentȱpresidentȱofȱtheȱ
UnitedȱStates?ȱGI3.ȱHowȱmanyȱprovinces/departments/statesȱdoesȱ
theȱ countryȱ have?ȱ GI4.ȱ Howȱ longȱ isȱ theȱ presidential/primeȱ
ministerialȱtermȱofȱofficeȱinȱcountry?ȱ(Alphaȱ=ȱ0.53).ȱInȱadditionȱ
theȱAmericasBarometerȱaskedȱtheȱrespondentsȱaboutȱtheȱlastȱ
yearȱofȱeducationȱtheyȱcompleted.ȱȱ
12ȱRespondentsȱofȱ theȱ AmericasȱBarometerȱwereȱasked:ȱM1.ȱ

Speakingȱ inȱ generalȱ ofȱ theȱ currentȱ administration,ȱ howȱ
wouldȱyouȱrateȱtheȱjobȱperformanceȱofȱPresidentȱ(NAME)?ȱȱ

Inȱaddition,ȱandȱwithȱtheȱobjectiveȱofȱcontrollingȱforȱpossibleȱ
partisanȱ (Campbellȱ etȱ alȱ 1960;ȱ Nawaraȱ 2011;ȱ Rudolphȱ 2003,ȱ
2006)ȱ andȱ winner/loserȱ statusȱ biasesȱ (seeȱ Andersonȱ etȱ al.ȱ
2007),ȱ Iȱ includeȱ aȱ controlȱ forȱ thoseȱ whoȱ votedȱ forȱ theȱ
incumbentȱ inȱ theȱ lastȱ election.ȱ Iȱ alsoȱ controlȱ forȱ theȱ
respondent’sȱ ideologyȱ (toȱ doȱ so,ȱ Iȱ useȱ theȱ L1ȱ andȱ L1rȱ
measures,ȱ andȱ combineȱ theseȱ intoȱ aȱ seriesȱ ofȱ dummyȱ
variables:ȱ Right/Conservative,ȱ Left/Liberal,ȱ Center,ȱ andȱ
Missing).ȱ Iȱ includeȱ ideologyȱ because,ȱ inȱ Latinȱ America,ȱ leftȱ
wingȱ rhetoricȱ oftenȱ arguesȱ thatȱ theȱ economicȱ fortunesȱ ofȱ
peripheralȱ economiesȱ areȱ influencedȱ byȱ theȱ dynamicsȱ andȱ
fortunesȱ ofȱ centralȱ (rich)ȱ countriesȱ withinȱ theȱ worldȱ systemȱ
(e.g.ȱ Cardosoȱ andȱ Fishlowȱ 1992;ȱ Wallersteinȱ 2004).ȱ Finally,ȱ
becauseȱ ofȱ itsȱ theorizedȱ directȱ andȱ indirectȱ rolesȱ asȱ aȱ
determinantȱ ofȱ performanceȱ evaluations,ȱ Iȱ alsoȱ controlȱ forȱ
theȱ respondent’sȱ nationalismȱ (seeȱ Hetheringtonȱ andȱ Nelsonȱ
2003;ȱ Feldmanȱ andȱ Stennerȱ 1997)ȱ andȱ mediaȱ exposureȱ
(IyengarȱandȱKinderȱ1988;ȱIyengarȱ1996).ȱ
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Aȱ contextualȱ featureȱ thatȱ mayȱ makeȱ theȱ
incumbentȱ moreȱ easilyȱ identifiableȱ asȱ
responsibleȱ forȱ outcomesȱ isȱ theȱ lengthȱ ofȱ
timeȱ thatȱ heȱ orȱ sheȱ hasȱ spentȱ inȱ power.ȱ
Theȱnotionȱisȱthatȱoverȱtimeȱitȱwillȱbecomeȱ
easierȱ forȱ citizensȱ toȱ recognizeȱ whoȱ isȱ theȱ
incumbentȱand,ȱasȱwell,ȱeasierȱforȱthemȱtoȱ
believeȱ thatȱ theȱ incumbentȱ hasȱ hadȱ anȱ
importantȱ impactȱ onȱ theȱ economy.ȱ Withȱ
thisȱ inȱ mind,ȱ Iȱ testȱ whetherȱ governmentsȱ
thatȱ haveȱ beenȱ inȱ powerȱ longerȱ areȱ moreȱ
likelyȱ toȱ beȱ blamedȱ forȱ theȱ economicȱ
crisis.13ȱȱ

Figure 3. Predictors of Blaming the Current Administration vs.
Blaming Rich Countries for the Recent Economic Crisis

Inȱ addition,ȱ itȱ mightȱ beȱ theȱ caseȱ thatȱ
executivesȱ thatȱ haveȱ broadȱ controlȱ overȱ
theȱlegislatureȱareȱmoreȱeasilyȱblamedȱforȱ
theȱ crisisȱ becauseȱ citizensȱ perceiveȱ theyȱ
areȱ betterȱ ableȱ toȱ pushȱ throughȱ theȱ
legislationȱ necessaryȱ toȱ reactȱ orȱ adaptȱ toȱ
economicȱ problemsȱ facingȱ theȱ country.ȱ Iȱ
measureȱexecutiveȱpowerȱasȱanȱordinalȱvariableȱ
whereȱ1ȱrepresentsȱanȱexecutiveȱwhoseȱpartyȱisȱaȱ
minorityȱ partyȱ inȱ theȱ lowerȱ chamber;ȱ 2ȱ
representsȱ anȱ executiveȱ whoseȱ partyȱ isȱ theȱ
largestȱminorityȱ(andȱthereȱisȱnoȱmajorityȱparty)ȱ
inȱ theȱ lowerȱ chamberȱ ofȱ theȱ legislature;ȱ andȱ 3ȱ
representsȱ anȱ executiveȱ whoseȱ partyȱ controlsȱ
moreȱthanȱ50%ȱofȱtheȱseatsȱinȱtheȱlowerȱ(orȱonly)ȱ
chamberȱofȱtheȱnationalȱlegislature.ȱȱ

Resultsȱ
Beforeȱ engagingȱ inȱ theȱ analysisȱ theȱ dependentȱ
variableȱ wasȱ recodedȱ toȱ reflectȱ oneȱ ofȱ threeȱ
typesȱ ofȱ blameȱ attributions:ȱ blamingȱ one’sȱ ownȱ
government;ȱ blamingȱ theȱ richȱ countries;ȱ orȱ
blamingȱanotherȱactorȱforȱtheȱcrisisȱ(thatȱis,ȱanyȱ
otherȱ blameȱ assignmentȱ shownȱ inȱ Figureȱ 1).ȱ
Becauseȱ theȱ dependentȱ variableȱ hasȱ threeȱ
categories,ȱ Iȱ runȱ aȱ multinomialȱ logitȱ regression;ȱ
forȱ theȱ sakeȱ ofȱ parsimony,ȱ onlyȱ theȱ partȱ ofȱ thisȱ
Iȱ measureȱ theȱ executive’sȱ timeȱ inȱ officeȱ asȱ aȱ countȱ ofȱ theȱ
numberȱofȱdaysȱbetweenȱhisȱorȱherȱinaugurationȱdayȱandȱtheȱ
medianȱ dateȱ ofȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ fieldworkȱ inȱ theȱ
country.ȱ

13

analysisȱ thatȱ focusesȱ onȱ blamingȱ theȱ currentȱ
administrationȱ versusȱ theȱ richȱ countriesȱ isȱ
shownȱhereȱ(seeȱappendixȱforȱfullȱmodel).ȱȱ
Thus,ȱ Figureȱ 3ȱ showsȱ theȱ determinantsȱ ofȱ theȱ
probabilityȱ thatȱ aȱ respondentȱ willȱ blameȱ theȱ
currentȱ administrationȱ ofȱ herȱ ownȱ countryȱ forȱ
theȱcrisisȱinsteadȱofȱtheȱrichȱcountries.14ȱ
Eachȱ dotȱ inȱ theȱ graphȱ representsȱ theȱ estimatedȱ
effectȱ ofȱ theȱ independentȱ variableȱ notedȱ toȱ theȱ
left,ȱwhileȱtheȱhorizontalȱlineȱrepresentsȱtheȱ95%ȱ
confidenceȱinterval.ȱIfȱtheȱdotȱisȱtoȱtheȱleftȱofȱtheȱ
centralȱverticalȱline,ȱitȱmeansȱthatȱasȱtheȱlevelȱofȱ
theȱ independentȱ variableȱ increases,ȱ theȱ
likelihoodȱofȱaȱrespondentȱplacingȱblameȱforȱtheȱ
crisisȱ onȱ theȱ currentȱ administrationȱ ofȱ herȱ ownȱ
14Asȱ aȱ reminder,ȱ controlsȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ analysisȱ butȱ notȱ

shownȱinȱtheȱfigureȱare:ȱcentristȱideology,ȱmissingȱideology,ȱ
presidentialȱ approval,ȱ nationalism,ȱ politicalȱ knowledgeȱ andȱ
mediaȱ consumption.ȱ Althoughȱ theȱ figureȱ presentsȱ
multinomialȱ logitȱ estimates,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ areȱ robustȱ toȱ bothȱ aȱ
multinomialȱ probitȱ specificationȱ andȱ aȱ hierarchicalȱ
multinomialȱ logisticȱ specificationȱ treatingȱ Daysȱ inȱ Powerȱ
andȱ Executiveȱ Powerȱ asȱ secondȱ levelȱ variables.ȱ Resultsȱ ofȱ
otherȱspecificationsȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱinȱtheȱappendix.ȱAnalysesȱ
wereȱ conductedȱ withȱ STATAȱ v11ȱ andȱ HLMȱ v7.ȱ Confidenceȱ
intervalsȱ inȱ redȱ reflectȱ standardȱ errorsȱ thatȱ appropriatelyȱ
disjoinȱtheȱwithinȱandȱbetweenȱcountryȱvarianceȱusingȱHLMȱ
v7.ȱȱ
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country,ȱ asȱ opposedȱ toȱ theȱ richȱ countries,ȱ
decreases.ȱȱ
Similarly,ȱ ifȱ theȱ dotȱ isȱ toȱ theȱ rightȱ sideȱ ofȱ theȱ
verticalȱ lineȱ theȱ resultsȱ indicateȱ thatȱ asȱ theȱ
independentȱvariableȱincreases,ȱtheȱlikelihoodȱofȱ
aȱ
respondentȱ
blamingȱ
theȱ
currentȱ
administration,ȱ versusȱ theȱ richȱ countries,ȱ
increases.ȱ Finally,ȱ ifȱ theȱ horizontalȱ lineȱ crossesȱ
theȱ zeroȱ line,ȱ thenȱ itȱ shouldȱ beȱ concludedȱ thatȱ
regardlessȱ ofȱ theȱ directionȱ ofȱ theȱ measuredȱ
association,ȱthereȱisȱnotȱsufficientȱevidenceȱtoȱbeȱ
95%ȱconfidentȱofȱanȱeffectȱinȱeitherȱdirection.ȱȱ
Withȱthisȱinȱmind,ȱtheȱresultsȱshownȱinȱFigureȱ3ȱ
indicateȱ thatȱ citizensȱ ofȱ theȱ Americasȱ inȱ theȱ
lowerȱ quintilesȱ ofȱ wealthȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
blameȱ theirȱ ownȱ governmentȱ andȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ
blameȱ theȱ richȱ countries.ȱ Similarly,ȱ citizensȱ
whoseȱincomeȱincreasedȱinȱtheȱlastȱtwoȱyearsȱareȱ
lessȱlikelyȱtoȱblameȱtheȱcurrentȱgovernmentȱthanȱ
toȱblameȱtheȱrichȱcountriesȱofȱtheȱworld.ȱ
Withȱrespectȱtoȱsubjectiveȱperceptions,ȱalthoughȱ
individualȱ retrospectiveȱ economicȱ evaluationsȱ
doȱ notȱ seemȱ toȱ makeȱ aȱ bigȱ difference,ȱ citizensȱ
whoȱ perceiveȱ thatȱ theȱ stateȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ
economyȱisȱworseȱnowȱthanȱaȱyearȱagoȱareȱmoreȱ
likelyȱ toȱ blameȱ theȱ currentȱ administrationȱ ofȱ
theirȱcountryȱforȱtheȱeconomicȱcrisis.ȱThisȱresultȱ
supportsȱ theȱ earlierȬstatedȱ expectationȱ forȱ theȱ
effectȱ ofȱ evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ economy.ȱ
Theȱ factȱ thatȱ personalȱ evaluationsȱ areȱ
insignificantȱ fitsȱ withȱ classicȱ economicȱ votingȱ
scholarship,ȱ whichȱ typicallyȱ findsȱ thatȱ
sociotropicȱ evaluationsȱ exertȱ aȱ moreȱ importantȱ
effectȱ thanȱ pocketbookȱ onesȱ onȱ politicalȱ
evaluationsȱandȱchoice.ȱ
Withȱ respectȱ toȱ theȱ evaluationȱ ofȱ theȱ
performanceȱ ofȱ theȱ incumbentȱ administration,ȱ
theȱ resultsȱ areȱ consistentȱ withȱ theȱ expectationȱ
that,ȱ otherȱ thingsȱ heldȱ constant,ȱ citizensȱ thatȱ
perceiveȱ theirȱ governmentȱ toȱ beȱ doingȱ anȱ
effectiveȱjobȱhandlingȱtheȱeconomyȱareȱalsoȱlessȱ

likelyȱ toȱ blameȱ itȱ forȱ theȱ economicȱ crisis.15ȱ Theȱ
oppositeȱ isȱ equallyȱ true:ȱ citizensȱ whoȱ perceiveȱ
theirȱ governmentȱ toȱ beȱ handlingȱ theȱ economyȱ
ineffectivelyȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ blameȱ itȱ forȱ theȱ
crisisȱthanȱtheȱrichȱcountries.ȱȱ
Inȱaddition,ȱthereȱseemsȱtoȱbeȱideologicalȱbiasȱinȱ
blameȱ attributions.ȱ Thisȱ is,ȱ respondentsȱ whoȱ
identifyȱ withȱ theȱ leftȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ blameȱ
theȱ richȱ countriesȱ forȱ theȱ crisisȱ thanȱ theȱ
governmentȱ ofȱ theirȱ ownȱ country,ȱ evenȱ whenȱ
variablesȱ likeȱ education,ȱ income,ȱ partisanship,ȱ
andȱ presidentialȱ approvalȱ areȱ takenȱ intoȱ
consideration.ȱȱ
Finally,ȱtheȱresultsȱindicateȱthatȱolderȱandȱmoreȱ
educatedȱ citizensȱ areȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ blameȱ theȱ
currentȱgovernmentȱofȱtheȱcountryȱforȱtheȱcrisisȱ
thanȱ theyȱ areȱ toȱ blameȱ richȱ countries.ȱ Forȱ theirȱ
part,ȱ femaleȱ respondentsȱ areȱ lessȱ likelyȱ thanȱ
menȱtoȱblameȱtheȱrichȱcountriesȱforȱtheȱcrisis,ȱasȱ
opposedȱtoȱtheȱcurrentȱadministration.ȱȱ
Inȱ addition,ȱ toȱ someȱ degreeȱ contextȱ matters,ȱ inȱ
lineȱ withȱ expectationsȱ developedȱ basedȱ onȱ theȱ
clarityȱ ofȱ responsibilityȱ literature.ȱ Overall,ȱ
Figureȱ 4ȱ showsȱ thatȱ asȱ theȱ amountȱ ofȱ timeȱ thatȱ
anȱ incumbentȱ remainsȱ inȱ powerȱ increases,ȱ soȱ
doesȱtheȱprobabilityȱthatȱtheȱaverageȱcitizenȱwillȱ
blameȱ herȱ forȱ theȱ economicȱ crisis.ȱ Onȱ theȱ otherȱ
hand,ȱ theȱ analysisȱ showsȱ thatȱ thereȱ isȱ notȱ
sufficientȱ evidenceȱ toȱ concludeȱ that,ȱ onceȱ theirȱ
timeȱ inȱ powerȱ isȱ heldȱ constant,ȱ executivesȱ withȱ
majoritiesȱ inȱ theȱ legislatureȱ wereȱ moreȱ stronglyȱ
blamedȱ forȱ theȱ crisisȱ thanȱ thoseȱ whoseȱ partiesȱ
controlledȱonlyȱaȱminorityȱinȱtheȱlegislature.ȱȱȱȱ
TheȱdotsȱlabeledȱwithȱcountryȱnamesȱinȱFigureȱ4ȱ
areȱbasedȱonȱtheȱrawȱdataȱforȱtheȱpercentageȱofȱ
peopleȱ inȱ aȱ countryȱ blamingȱ theȱ currentȱ

15 It is important to note that the results shown here cannot
completely isolate the reciprocal causation between citizens’
likelihood to blame the government for the economic crisis
and the perceived effectiveness of the government in
handling the economy. However, many of the control
variables included in the model address potential causal
pathways by which an effect in the opposite direction might
occur.
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administration,ȱ andȱ forȱ theȱ executive’sȱ
timeȱ inȱ office.ȱ Theyȱ showȱ thatȱ thoseȱ
administrationsȱthatȱhadȱbeenȱinȱpowerȱforȱ
moreȱtimeȱwhenȱtheȱsurveyȱwasȱconductedȱ
inȱ 2010ȱ wereȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ blamedȱ forȱ
theȱ economicȱ crisisȱ thanȱ administrationsȱ
thatȱ hadȱ onlyȱ beenȱ inȱ officeȱ forȱ aȱ shortȱ
periodȱ ofȱ time.ȱ Theȱ straightȱ lineȱ inȱ theȱ
figureȱ representsȱ theȱ predictedȱ values,ȱ
basedȱonȱtheȱbivariateȱrelationship.ȱAsȱcanȱ
beȱseenȱinȱtheȱfigure,ȱaȱoneȱmonthȱincreaseȱ
inȱtheȱtimeȱthatȱanȱadministrationȱhasȱbeenȱ
inȱ powerȱ isȱ associatedȱ withȱ aroundȱ aȱ .19ȱ
percentageȱpointȱincreaseȱinȱtheȱpercentageȱ
ofȱpeopleȱblamingȱtheȱcurrentȱgovernment.ȱ

Figure 4. Bivariate Relation between Time in Power and
Percentage of People Blaming the Current Government

Conclusionsȱ
Overall,ȱ theȱ findingsȱ ofȱ thisȱ reportȱ showȱ thatȱ
citizensȱinȱtheȱlowerȱwealthȱquintiles,ȱthoseȱwhoȱ
reportedȱ theirȱ incomeȱ toȱ haveȱ decreasedȱ inȱ theȱ
lastȱ twoȱ years,ȱ andȱ thoseȱ whoȱ perceiveȱ theȱ
nationalȱ economyȱ toȱ beȱ worseȱ nowȱ thanȱ aȱ yearȱ
agoȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ blameȱ theȱ currentȱ
administrationȱ thanȱ theȱ richȱ countriesȱ ofȱ theȱ
worldȱ forȱ theȱ recentȱ economicȱ crisisȱ inȱ theirȱ
country.ȱȱ
Inȱ addition,ȱ andȱ consistentȱ withȱ theȱ hypothesisȱ
presentedȱatȱtheȱbeginning,ȱIȱfoundȱthat,ȱholdingȱ
otherȱ thingsȱ constant,ȱ asȱ citizensȱ perceiveȱ thatȱ
theirȱ governmentȱ handlesȱ theȱ economy,ȱ fightsȱ
poverty,ȱ andȱ combatsȱ unemploymentȱ moreȱ
effectively,ȱtheyȱareȱlessȱlikelyȱtoȱblameȱitȱforȱtheȱ
currentȱeconomicȱcrisis.ȱȱ
Thisȱ isȱ ofȱ relevanceȱ forȱ politiciansȱ andȱ
policymakersȱ whoȱ needȱ toȱ beȱ awareȱ that,ȱ evenȱ

inȱtheȱfaceȱofȱanȱinternationalȱeconomicȱcrisis,ȱtoȱ
theȱ extentȱ thatȱ theyȱ implementȱ responsibleȱ
economicȱ policiesȱ andȱ areȱ ableȱ toȱ communicateȱ
theirȱeffortsȱtoȱtheirȱcitizens,ȱtheyȱmightȱbeȱableȱ
toȱ avoidȱ beingȱ blamedȱ forȱ theȱ economicȱ
downturn.ȱ Conversely,ȱ evenȱ inȱ theȱ faceȱ ofȱ anȱ
exogenousȱ economicȱ crisis,ȱ ifȱ citizensȱ perceiveȱ
thatȱ theirȱ governmentȱ doesȱ notȱ takeȱ efficientȱ
actionȱ toȱ solveȱ theȱ problemsȱ derivedȱ fromȱ theȱ
crisis,ȱtheȱadministrationȱwillȱstartȱtoȱbeȱblamedȱ
forȱtheȱeconomicȱtroubles.ȱȱ
Withȱ respectȱ toȱ theȱ economicȱ context,ȱ itȱ isȱ
importantȱ forȱ policymakersȱ toȱ considerȱ thatȱ asȱ
theirȱ termȱ inȱ officeȱ advancesȱ theyȱ willȱ beȱ moreȱ
likelyȱ toȱ beȱ blamedȱ forȱ negativeȱ economicȱ
conditions.ȱ Overall,ȱ thoseȱ politiciansȱ whoȱ haveȱ
remainedȱ forȱ aȱ longerȱ timeȱ inȱ powerȱ shouldȱ
expectȱ toȱ payȱ aȱ heftierȱ tollȱ forȱ economicȱ crisesȱ
thanȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ relativeȱ newcomers.ȱ
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Appendixȱ
A1.ȱMultinomialȱLogisticȱRegressionȱEstimatesȱ
(1)ȱ
BlameȱtheȱCurrentȱ
GovernmentȱVs.ȱBlamingȱ
theȱRichȱCountries†ȱ
ȬȬȬȱ

VARIABLESȱ

PowerȱofȱExecutiveȱ
DaysȱinȱPower††ȱ

HouseholdȱIncomeȱIncreasedȱȱ
RetrospectiveȱPersonalȱ
Economyȱ
RetrospectiveȱNationalȱ
Economyȱȱ
Gov.ȱEconomicȱPerformance

Femaleȱ
Age
Education
Centrist
Leftist
MissingȱIdeology†††
PresidentialȱApproval
VotedȱforȱtheȱIncumbent
Nationalismȱ
PoliticalȱKnowledge

(3)ȱ
HMNLȱ
BlameȱtheȱCurrentȱGovernmentȱ
Vs.ȱBlamingȱtheȱRichȱCountriesȱ
0.072ȱ
(0.582)ȱ
1.90***ȱ
(0.67)ȱ
Ȭ0.296***ȱ
(0.084)ȱ
Ȭ0.212***ȱ
(0.082)ȱ
Ȭ0.032ȱ

(0.0864)ȱ
Ȭ0.449***

(0.0863)ȱ
Ȭ0.507***

(0.083)ȱ
Ȭ0.483***ȱ

(0.0867)ȱ
Ȭ1.473***
(0.136)ȱ
Ȭ0.135
(0.152)ȱ
0.209***ȱ
(0.0551)ȱ
Ȭ0.499***
(0.140)ȱ
Ȭ1.104***
(0.136)ȱ
Ȭ0.270***
(0.0731)ȱ
Ȭ0.311***
(0.0921)ȱ
Ȭ0.0741
(0.0953)ȱ
Ȭ2.273***
(0.149)ȱ
Ȭ0.480***
(0.0637)ȱ
0.345**ȱ
(0.172)ȱ
Ȭ0.390***
(0.119)ȱ

(0.0866)ȱ
Ȭ1.794***
(0.134)ȱ
Ȭ0.0992
(0.148)ȱ
0.188***ȱ
(0.0545)ȱ
Ȭ0.686***
(0.136)ȱ
Ȭ0.989***
(0.132)ȱ
Ȭ0.245***
(0.0735)ȱ
Ȭ0.325***
(0.0879)ȱ
Ȭ0.0698
(0.0971)ȱ
Ȭ2.250***
(0.140)ȱ
Ȭ0.399***
(0.0625)ȱ
0.298ȱ
(0.185)ȱ
Ȭ0.532***
(0.116)ȱ

(0.086)ȱ
Ȭ1.51***ȱ
(0.13)ȱ
Ȭ0.215ȱ
(0.136)ȱ
0.201***ȱ
(0.054)ȱ
Ȭ0.45***ȱ
(0.143)ȱ
Ȭ1.071***ȱ
(0.129)ȱ
Ȭ0.3***ȱ
(0.068)ȱ
Ȭ0.325***ȱ
(0.088)ȱ
Ȭ0.096ȱ
(0.083)ȱ
Ȭ2.267***ȱ
(0.14)ȱ
Ȭ0.50***ȱ
(0.06)ȱ
0.34**ȱ
(0.143)ȱ
Ȭ0.32***ȱ
(0.103)ȱ

ȬȬȬȱ

Wealth

Government’sȱRole

Ȭ0.267***
(0.0972)ȱ
Ȭ0.238***
(0.0905)ȱ
Ȭ0.0431

(2)ȱ
BlameȱtheȱCurrentȱ
GovernmentȱVs.ȱBlamingȱ
theȱRichȱCountriesȱ
0.375***ȱ
(0.0963)ȱ
1.489***ȱ
(0.112)ȱ
Ȭ0.280***
(0.0972)ȱ
Ȭ0.234***
(0.0878)ȱ
Ȭ0.0360
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A1.ȱMultinomialȱLogisticȱRegressionȱEstimatesȱ
VARIABLESȱ

NewsȱConsumption
Constantȱ

(1)ȱ
BlameȱtheȱCurrentȱ
GovernmentȱVs.ȱBlamingȱ
theȱRichȱCountries†ȱ
Ȭ0.0747
(0.139)ȱ
3.811***ȱ
(0.328)ȱ
22ȱ
32,937ȱ

(2)ȱ
BlameȱtheȱCurrentȱ
GovernmentȱVs.ȱBlamingȱ
theȱRichȱCountriesȱ
Ȭ0.0650
(0.138)ȱ
3.614***
(0.298)ȱ
22ȱ
32,937ȱ

(3)ȱ
HMNLȱ
BlameȱtheȱCurrentȱGovernmentȱ
Vs.ȱBlamingȱtheȱRichȱCountriesȱ
Ȭ0.039ȱ
(0.127)ȱ
Ȭ0.357ȱ
(0.45)ȱ
22ȱ
32,937ȱ

Countriesȱ
Observationsȱ
Standardȱerrorsȱinȱparenthesesȱ
***ȱp<0.01,ȱ**ȱp<0.05,ȱ*ȱp<0.1ȱ
†CountryȱfixedȱeffectsȱIncludedȱbutȱnotȱshownȱinȱtheȱtableȱ
††Variableȱwasȱrecodedȱfromȱ0ȱtoȱ1ȱinȱorderȱtoȱshowȱmaximumȱchangeȱlikeȱtheȱrestȱofȱtheȱindependentȱvariables.ȱ0ȱisȱtheȱ
executiveȱwithȱtheȱfewestȱdaysȱinȱpowerȱandȱ1ȱisȱtheȱexecutiveȱwithȱtheȱmostȱdaysȱinȱpower.ȱȱ
†††ȱ“Missingȱideology”ȱrefersȱtoȱthoseȱwhoȱdidȱnotȱanswerȱtheȱideologyȱquestion.ȱȱLeftȱandȱLiberalȱareȱcombinedȱintoȱtheȱ
sameȱcategoryȱinȱtheȱanalyses,ȱasȱareȱRightȱandȱConservativeȱ(onlyȱoneȱofȱtwoȱideologyȱquestions,ȱleftȬrightȱorȱliberalȬ
conservative,ȱwasȱaskedȱinȱeachȱcountry;ȱseeȱtheȱcodebooksȱavailableȱonȱtheȱLAPOPȱwebsiteȱforȱmoreȱinformation).ȱ
Right/Conservativeȱisȱtheȱbaselineȱ(comparisonȱcategory).ȱ
Note:ȱHaiti,ȱtheȱUnitedȱStates,ȱCanadaȱandȱChileȱwereȱexcludedȱfromȱtheȱanalyses.ȱ
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A2ȱMultinomialȱProbitȱestimatesȱ
(1)ȱ
BlameȱtheȱCurrentȱGovernmentȱ
Vs.ȱBlamingȱtheȱRichȱ
Countries†ȱ
ȬȬȬȱ

VARIABLESȱ

PowerȱofȱExecutiveȱ
TimeȱinȱPower†ȱ

ȬȬȬȱ

Wealth
HouseholdȱIncomeȱIncreasedȱȱ
RetrospectiveȱPersonalȱEconomy
RetrospectiveȱNationalȱEconomyȱȱ
GovernmentȱEconomicȱPerformance
Government’sȱRole
Femaleȱ
Age
Education
Centrist
Leftist
MissingȱIdeology††
PresidentialȱApproval
VotedȱforȱtheȱIncumbent
Nationalismȱ
PoliticalȱKnowledge
NewsȱConsumption
Constantȱ

Ȭ0.180***
(0.0623)ȱ
Ȭ0.167***
(0.0586)ȱ
Ȭ0.0281
(0.0565)ȱ
Ȭ0.311***
(0.0569)ȱ
Ȭ1.003***
(0.0900)ȱ
Ȭ0.0716
(0.0987)ȱ
0.129***ȱ
(0.0363)ȱ
Ȭ0.360***
(0.0929)ȱ
Ȭ0.717***
(0.0890)ȱ
Ȭ0.198***
(0.0475)ȱ
Ȭ0.228***
(0.0601)ȱ
Ȭ0.0565
(0.0610)ȱ
Ȭ1.581***
(0.0974)ȱ
Ȭ0.328***
(0.0411)ȱ
0.229**ȱ
(0.114)ȱ
Ȭ0.255***
(0.0758)ȱ
Ȭ0.0337
(0.0889)ȱ
2.613***ȱ

(2)ȱ
BlameȱtheȱCurrentȱ
GovernmentȱVs.ȱBlamingȱtheȱ
RichȱCountriesȱ
0.231***ȱ
(0.0645)ȱ
1.074***ȱ
(0.0756)ȱ
Ȭ0.177***ȱ
(0.0620)ȱ
Ȭ0.163***ȱ
(0.0563)ȱ
Ȭ0.0267ȱ
(0.0555)ȱ
Ȭ0.355***ȱ
(0.0560)ȱ
Ȭ1.186***ȱ
(0.0874)ȱ
Ȭ0.0470ȱ
(0.0957)ȱ
0.114***ȱ
(0.0352)ȱ
Ȭ0.465***ȱ
(0.0884)ȱ
Ȭ0.646***ȱ
(0.0848)ȱ
Ȭ0.171***ȱ
(0.0473)ȱ
Ȭ0.223***ȱ
(0.0572)ȱ
Ȭ0.0537ȱ
(0.0616)ȱ
Ȭ1.598***ȱ
(0.0905)ȱ
Ȭ0.275***ȱ
(0.0402)ȱ
0.195ȱ
(0.120)ȱ
Ȭ0.354***ȱ
(0.0728)ȱ
Ȭ0.0406ȱ
(0.0875)ȱ
2.437***ȱ
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DanielȱZizumboȬColungaȱ
(0.213)ȱ
(0.191)ȱ
Countriesȱȱ
22ȱ
22ȱ
Observationsȱ
32,937ȱ
32,937ȱ
Standardȱerrorsȱinȱparenthesesȱ
***ȱp<0.01,ȱ**ȱp<0.05,ȱ*ȱp<0.1ȱ
Fixedȱeffectsȱincludedȱbutȱnotȱshownȱinȱtheȱanalysis.ȱ
†ȱThisȱvariableȱwasȱrescaledȱtoȱgoȱfromȱ0ȱtoȱ1ȱwhereȱ0ȱisȱtheȱcountryȱinȱwhichȱtheȱexecutiveȱhasȱhadȱtheȱleastȱ
timeȱinȱpowerȱandȱ1ȱisȱtheȱcountryȱinȱwhichȱtheȱexecutiveȱhasȱhadȱtheȱmostȱtimeȱinȱpower.ȱ
††ȱ“Missingȱideology”ȱrefersȱtoȱthoseȱwhoȱdidȱnotȱanswerȱtheȱideologyȱquestion.ȱȱLeftȱandȱLiberalȱareȱ
combinedȱintoȱtheȱsameȱcategoryȱinȱtheȱanalyses,ȱasȱareȱRightȱandȱConservativeȱ(onlyȱoneȱofȱtwoȱideologyȱ
questions,ȱleftȬrightȱorȱliberalȬconservative,ȱwasȱaskedȱinȱeachȱcountry;ȱseeȱtheȱcodebooksȱavailableȱonȱtheȱ
LAPOPȱwebsiteȱforȱmoreȱinformation).ȱRight/Conservativeȱisȱtheȱbaselineȱ(comparisonȱcategory).ȱ
Note:ȱHaiti,ȱtheȱUnitedȱStates,ȱCanadaȱandȱChileȱwereȱexcludedȱfromȱtheȱanalyses.ȱ
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AmericasBarometerȱ2012ȱRoundȱDrawsȱ
onȱLessonsȱfromȱ2010ȱSurveysȱ
ByȱMitchellȱA.ȱSeligson,ȱAmyȱEricaȱSmith,ȱandȱElizabethȱJ.ȱZechmeisterȱȱ
mitchell.a.seligson@vanderbilt.edu,ȱamy.e.smith@vanderbilt.edu,ȱ
liz.zechmeister@vanderbilt.eduȱ
VanderbiltȱUniversityȱ
Executive Summary. With fieldwork halfway complete and data rolling in from
26 countries across the hemisphere, the 2012 round of the AmericasBarometer
promises to be the best yet. This Insights report describes the
AmericasBarometer’s fifth wave of surveys, which will be completed by the
beginning of May. We focus especially on lessons learned from our 2010 round,
in which we examined the impact of the economic crisis across the Americas. In
that round, we found that while the region weathered the crisis perhaps
surprisingly well, certain groups were disproportionately disadvantaged: in
particular, citizens from marginalized ethnic groups, the less wealthy, and
women. In 2012, we seek to understand further the extent, causes, and
consequences of marginalization across the Americas.

The Insights Series is co-edited by Mitchell A. Seligson, Amy Erica Smith, and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister
with administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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Tȱ

heȱ recentȱ economicȱ crisisȱ drewȱ intoȱ
sharpȱ reliefȱ differencesȱ inȱ theȱ
experiencesȱ andȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
variousȱ groupsȱ inȱ theȱ Americas,ȱ
particularlyȱ onesȱ definedȱ byȱ race,ȱ gender,ȱ andȱ
socialȱ class.ȱ Asȱ weȱ preparedȱ theȱ 2010ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱsurveyȱtoȱgoȱintoȱtheȱfield,ȱ
theȱAmericasȱwereȱundergoingȱoneȱofȱtheȱworstȱ
worldwideȱeconomicȱcrisesȱofȱtheȱpastȱcentury.ȱ
Concernedȱ aboutȱ theȱ impactsȱ ofȱ thisȱ crisisȱ onȱ
citizens’ȱ wellȬbeingȱ andȱ onȱ theȱ fateȱ ofȱ
democracyȱinȱtheȱregion,ȱforȱourȱ2010ȱroundȱofȱ
surveysȱ weȱ choseȱ toȱ focusȱ onȱ theȱ themeȱ ofȱ
“Democracyȱ inȱ Hardȱ Times.”ȱ Asȱ reportedȱ inȱ
ourȱ 2010ȱ Reportȱ onȱ theȱ Americasȱ (Seligsonȱ andȱ
Smithȱ 2010),ȱweȱ askedȱ suchȱ questionsȱ as:ȱ Whoȱ
wasȱmostȱaffectedȱbyȱtheȱeconomicȱcrisis?ȱAnd,ȱ
didȱ proȬdemocracyȱ attitudesȱ andȱ systemȱ
supportȱdeclineȱunderȱcrisisȱconditions?ȱ
Ourȱ analysesȱ ofȱ theȱ 2010ȱ AmericasBarometerȱ
surveyȱ yieldedȱ manyȱ surprises.ȱ Someȱ wereȱ
pleasantȱonesȱforȱthoseȱwhoȱmightȱhaveȱfearedȱ
thatȱ democracyȱ wouldȱ collapseȱ underȱ theȱ
weightȱ ofȱ economicȱ crisis;ȱ othersȱ wereȱ moreȱ
troublesome.ȱ Takenȱ together,ȱ theyȱ pointedȱ toȱ
theȱ needȱ toȱ exploreȱ inȱ muchȱ greaterȱ depthȱ inȱ
2012ȱ theȱ extentȱ andȱ effectsȱ ofȱ marginalizationȱ
acrossȱtheȱAmericas.ȱȱȱ
Theȱ politicsȱ ofȱ marginalizationȱ isȱ thusȱ aȱ coreȱ
focusȱ ofȱ theȱ 2012ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometer,ȱ whichȱ willȱ examineȱ
democracyȱ andȱ societyȱ inȱ 26ȱ countriesȱ ofȱ theȱ
Americas.ȱ Whileȱ preservingȱ aȱ commonȱ coreȱ ofȱ
questionsȱforȱcrossȬtemporalȱanalyses,ȱweȱhaveȱ
alsoȱ beenȱ ableȱ toȱ includeȱ aȱ numberȱ ofȱ newȱ
questionsȱinȱtheȱ2012ȱroundȱthatȱwillȱhelpȱusȱtoȱ
addressȱ questionsȱ ofȱ discriminationȱ andȱ
inclusion.ȱȱ
Theȱ processȱ ofȱ developingȱ thisȱ studyȱ entailsȱ
contributionsȱ fromȱ aȱ massiveȱ groupȱ ofȱ peopleȱ
acrossȱ theȱ region.ȱ Betweenȱ Januaryȱ andȱ earlyȱ
Mayȱ ofȱ thisȱ year,ȱ weȱ willȱ interviewȱ 39,000ȱ
citizensȱofȱtheȱAmericas,ȱfromȱnorthernȱCanadaȱ
toȱ Chileanȱ Patagonia,ȱ fromȱ Mexicoȱ Cityȱ toȱ theȱ
ruralȱ Andeanȱ highlands.ȱ Theseȱ citizensȱ willȱ
contributeȱ toȱ theȱ projectȱ byȱ sharingȱ withȱ usȱ

theirȱ attitudesȱ towardsȱ theirȱ democraticȱ
systemsȱ andȱ governments,ȱ asȱ wellȱ asȱ suchȱ
experiencesȱ asȱ victimizationȱ byȱ crimeȱ andȱ
corruption.ȱ Conductingȱ theseȱ interviewsȱ willȱ
involveȱworkȱbyȱoverȱaȱthousandȱpeople,ȱfromȱ
interviewersȱ andȱ dataȱ entryȱ specialists,ȱ toȱ
academicsȱ fromȱ everyȱ country,ȱ toȱ samplingȱ
statisticiansȱandȱsurveyȱexperts.ȱ
Preparationsȱ forȱ theȱ 2012ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱbeganȱinȱtheȱlastȱquarterȱofȱ
2010,ȱ asȱ weȱ wereȱ finishingȱ analysisȱ andȱ
reportingȱ fromȱ theȱ 2010ȱ round,ȱ andȱ continuedȱ
fullȬswingȱthroughoutȱ2011.ȱFieldȱworkȱforȱtheȱ
2012ȱroundȱcommencedȱinȱtheȱfirstȱcountriesȱinȱ
Januaryȱ ofȱ thisȱ year,ȱ andȱ willȱ beȱ concludedȱ inȱ
theȱ lastȱ countriesȱ byȱ earlyȱ May.ȱ Whenȱ dataȱ
collectionȱ isȱ finishedȱ inȱ eachȱ country,ȱ weȱ
undergoȱ aȱ rigorousȱ processȱ ofȱ dataȱ entryȱ andȱ
verificationȱtoȱminimizeȱsourcesȱofȱerrorȱinȱtheȱ
data.ȱ
Theseȱ
procedures,ȱ
followingȱ
internationallyȱ recognizedȱ bestȱ practices,ȱ giveȱ
usȱgreaterȱfaithȱinȱtheȱvalidityȱofȱtheȱanalyticalȱ
insightsȱ weȱ willȱ drawȱ fromȱ theȱ data.ȱ Ourȱ goalȱ
isȱ toȱ makeȱ theȱ verifiedȱ 26Ȭcountryȱ databaseȱ
availableȱtoȱtheȱpublicȱbyȱDecemberȱ2012.ȱ
Onceȱweȱhaveȱaȱfinalȱdatabase,ȱaȱnewȱphaseȱofȱ
researchȱforȱtheȱ2012ȱroundȱwillȱbegin.ȱWeȱwillȱ
combȱ throughȱ theȱ freshȱ data,ȱ lookingȱ forȱ
unexpectedȱ patterns,ȱ surprisingȱ trends,ȱ andȱ
resolutionȱ ofȱ longȬdiscussedȱ puzzles.ȱ Manyȱ ofȱ
theȱ reportsȱ weȱ produceȱ basedȱ onȱ theȱ 2012ȱ
roundȱ willȱ focusȱ onȱ aȱ deeplyȱ importantȱ topic:ȱ
theȱ extentȱ toȱ whichȱ theȱ region’sȱ citizensȱ
experienceȱequalityȱofȱopportunity.ȱȱ
Inȱ theȱ remainderȱ ofȱ thisȱ Insightsȱ report,ȱ weȱ
discussȱ theȱ 2012ȱ themeȱ inȱ greaterȱ depth.ȱ Theȱ
selectionȱ ofȱ thisȱ themeȱ reflectsȱ lessonsȱ learnedȱ
inȱ previousȱ rounds,ȱ inȱ particularȱ ourȱ 2010ȱ
studyȱofȱtheȱpoliticsȱofȱeconomicȱcrisis.1ȱ

ȱCoreȱfundingȱforȱtheȱ2010ȱandȱ2012ȱroundsȱisȱprovidedȱbyȱ
theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ
(USAID),ȱ Vanderbiltȱ University,ȱ andȱ theȱ Tinkerȱ
Foundation.ȱ Additionalȱ supportȱ isȱ providedȱ byȱ theȱ InterȬ
Americanȱ Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
DevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱandȱothers;ȱaȱcompleteȱlistȱ
1
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Lessonsȱ fromȱ theȱ 2010ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometer:ȱ Economicȱ Crisis,ȱ
Marginalization,ȱ andȱ Equalityȱ ofȱ
OpportunityȱinȱtheȱAmericasȱ
Toȱmeasureȱtheȱimpactȱofȱtheȱcrisis,ȱinȱourȱ2010ȱ
surveyȱ weȱ askedȱ 43,990ȱ citizensȱ acrossȱ theȱ
Americasȱwhetherȱtheyȱperceivedȱanȱeconomicȱ
crisis,ȱandȱifȱtheyȱdidȱso,ȱwhetherȱtheyȱthoughtȱ
itȱwasȱserious.2ȱWeȱfoundȱthatȱmostȱcitizensȱinȱ
theȱAmericasȱperceivedȱanȱeconomicȱcrisis,ȱbutȱ
thatȱtheyȱwereȱdividedȱonȱwhetherȱorȱnotȱitȱwasȱ
severe.ȱ Theȱ perceivedȱ severityȱ ofȱ theȱ crisisȱ
variedȱ greatlyȱ acrossȱ theȱ Americas,ȱ andȱ alsoȱ
acrossȱ differentȱ ethnicȱ andȱ identityȱ groups.ȱ Asȱ
detailedȱ inȱ theȱ 2010ȱ report,ȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ aȱ

severeȱ economicȱ crisisȱ wereȱ highestȱ inȱ
countriesȱ suchȱ asȱ Jamaica,ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ States,ȱ
andȱHonduras,ȱwhereȱatȱleastȱthreeȬquartersȱofȱ
respondentsȱreportedȱthatȱtheirȱcountriesȱfacedȱ
aȱ severeȱ economicȱ crisis.ȱ Unemploymentȱ
especiallyȱ affectedȱ countriesȱ suchȱ asȱ Mexicoȱ
andȱ Colombia,ȱ whereȱ almostȱ 40%ȱ ofȱ
respondentsȱ reportedȱ thatȱ someoneȱ inȱ theirȱ
householdȱhadȱlostȱhisȱorȱherȱjobȱinȱtheȱlastȱtwoȱ
years.ȱAtȱtheȱsameȱtime,ȱthough,ȱweȱfoundȱthatȱ
inȱ manyȱ countriesȱ ofȱ theȱ region,ȱ theȱ crisis’ȱ
impactȱ wasȱ surprisinglyȱ muted.ȱ Aboutȱ threeȱ
outȱofȱeveryȱfourȱcitizensȱtoldȱourȱinterviewersȱ
thatȱtheyȱeitherȱgainedȱincomeȱorȱdidȱnotȱloseȱitȱ
duringȱ thisȱ periodȱ ofȱ worldwideȱ economicȱ
decline.ȱȱȱ

% Perceiving Very Serious Economic Crisis

Moreover,ȱ
weȱ
foundȱ
thatȱ
citizensȱ
whoȱ
Figure 1. Perceptions of Severe Crisis and Skin Color, 2010 AmericasBarometer
perceivedȱ thatȱ
60
theȱ
nationalȱ
governmentȱ wasȱ
doingȱ aȱ goodȱ jobȱ
reportedȱstrongerȱ
55
supportȱ
forȱ
democraticȱ
values.ȱ Inȱ otherȱ
words,ȱ duringȱ
50
timesȱ ofȱ crisis,ȱ
goodȱ governanceȱ
canȱ helpȱ citizensȱ
retainȱ
theirȱ
45
confidenceȱ
inȱ
democracyȱ andȱ
otherȱ keyȱ values.ȱ
Ourȱ resultsȱ alsoȱ
40
demonstratedȱ
someȱ surprisingȱ
Lightest 2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10 Darkest
goodȱ news:ȱ inȱ
Respondent Skin Color
generalȱ inȱ theȱ
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
Americas,ȱ
supportȱ
forȱ
democracyȱ didȱ notȱ declineȱ substantiallyȱ asȱ aȱ
canȱ beȱ foundȱ onȱ ourȱ websiteȱ atȱ www.LapopSurveys.org.ȱȱ
consequenceȱ ofȱ theȱ crisis.ȱ Weȱ thusȱ concludedȱ
PriorȱissuesȱinȱtheȱInsightsȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:ȱ
thatȱ unprecedentedȱ levelsȱ ofȱ macroeconomicȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.ȱ Theȱ dataȱ
onȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱatȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveyȬdata.php.

2ȱ Theȱ variableȱ measuringȱ economicȱ crisisȱ perceptionsȱ isȱ
CRISIS1.
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% Perceiving Very Serious Economic Crisis

countryȱ wasȱ experiencingȱ aȱ severeȱ economicȱ
stabilityȱ coupledȱ withȱ proȬpoorȱ policiesȱ thatȱ
crisis.ȱȱȱ
helpedȱ mitigateȱ theȱ crisisȱ forȱ thoseȱ mostȱ
affectedȱ byȱ it,ȱ inȱ theȱ
midstȱ
ofȱ
aȱ
Figure 2. Perceptions of Severe Crisis and Household Wealth
worldwideȱ economicȱ
50.5%
crisisȱ mayȱ wellȱ haveȱ
47.2%
50
stavedȱ offȱ notȱ onlyȱ
45.3%
moreȱ
seriousȱ
42.3%
41.8%
economicȱdeclineȱbutȱ
40
alsoȱ
threatsȱ
toȱ
democracyȱitself.ȱ
30
Importantly,ȱ
however,ȱ weȱ foundȱ
thatȱtheȱimpactȱofȱtheȱ
20
crisisȱwasȱnotȱevenlyȱ
distributedȱ
acrossȱ
importantȱ
subȬ
10
groupsȱ withinȱ theȱ
population.ȱ
Anȱ
innovativeȱ
0
componentȱ ofȱ ourȱ
1
2
3
4
5
2010ȱ surveyȱ wasȱ
Quintiles of Wealth
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effect Based)
that,ȱ forȱ theȱ firstȱ
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
time,ȱ weȱ askedȱ theȱ
interviewerȱ toȱ codeȱ
theȱ skinȱ colorȱ ofȱ theȱ
respondent’sȱ
faceȱ
usingȱaȱcolorȱpaletteȱrangingȱfromȱ1ȱ(lightest)ȱtoȱ
Similarly,ȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ demonstratesȱ thatȱ
11ȱ (darkest)ȱ (seeȱ Tellesȱ andȱ Steeleȱ 2012).ȱ Inȱ aȱ
respondentsȱ fromȱ wealthierȱ householdsȱ wereȱ
recentȱ Insightsȱ report,ȱ Tellesȱ andȱ Stelleȱ (2012)ȱ
muchȱlessȱlikelyȱtoȱperceiveȱaȱsevereȱeconomicȱ
showȱthatȱskinȱtoneȱisȱanȱimportantȱpredictorȱofȱ
crisis.ȱ Thisȱ leadsȱ usȱ toȱ concludeȱ thatȱ theȱ crisisȱ
educationalȱattainmentȱinȱtheȱAmericas.ȱInȱourȱ
especiallyȱ hurtȱ theȱ region’sȱ mostȱ vulnerableȱ
analysisȱofȱtheȱeffectsȱofȱtheȱcrisis,ȱweȱfindȱthatȱ
populations:ȱthoseȱwhoȱwereȱworseȱoffȱpriorȱtoȱ
reportsȱofȱeconomicȱdistressȱvaryȱbyȱskinȱtone.ȱ
theȱcrisisȱfeltȱitsȱnegativeȱeffectsȱmostȱstrongly.ȱ
Weȱ furtherȱ findȱ thatȱ theȱ crisisȱ hadȱ differentȱ
effectsȱ acrossȱ incomeȱ groups,ȱ andȱ (toȱ aȱ moreȱ
Finally,ȱweȱalsoȱuncoverȱsomeȱlimitedȱevidenceȱ
limitedȱextent)ȱbyȱgender.ȱ
thatȱwomenȱwereȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱbeȱaffectedȱbyȱ
theȱ crisis.ȱ Figureȱ 3ȱ showsȱ that,ȱ whileȱ 44.8%ȱ ofȱ
Asȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ shows,ȱ respondentsȱ withȱ darkerȱ
menȱ inȱ theȱ Americasȱ perceivedȱ aȱ severeȱ
facialȱ skinȱ tonesȱ wereȱ muchȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
economicȱ crisis,ȱ 48.1%ȱ ofȱ womenȱ didȱ so,ȱ aȱ
perceiveȱaȱsevereȱeconomicȱcrisis.ȱAmongȱthoseȱ
differenceȱ thatȱ isȱ statisticallyȱ significant,ȱ butȱ
withȱ theȱ lightestȱ skinȱ tones,ȱ theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ
notȱespeciallyȱlarge.ȱ
individualsȱ whoȱ reportedȱ perceivingȱ aȱ graveȱ
economicȱcrisisȱwasȱaroundȱ40Ȭ45%,ȱonȱaverageȱ
acrossȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ andȱ Caribbeanȱ
regions;ȱatȱtheȱotherȱendȱofȱtheȱscale,ȱforȱthoseȱ
withȱ theȱ darkestȱ skinȱ tones,ȱ overȱ 50%ȱ ofȱ
individualsȱ expressedȱ theȱ beliefȱ thatȱ theirȱ
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Figure 3. Perceptions of Severe Crisis and Gender
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hopeȱ toȱ beȱ ableȱ toȱ
answerȱ withȱ theȱ 2012ȱ
roundȱ
ofȱ
theȱ
AmericasBarometer,ȱ
weȱ seekȱ toȱ deepenȱ
ourȱ understandingȱ ofȱ
marginalizationȱinȱtheȱ
region.ȱ Weȱ hopeȱ toȱ
understandȱtheȱextentȱ
toȱwhichȱpoliticalȱandȱ
economicȱ
opportunitiesȱ
areȱ
distributedȱ equitably,ȱ
asȱwellȱasȱwhatȱcanȱbeȱ
doneȱ aboutȱ persistȱ
inequalitiesȱ betweenȱ
womenȱandȱmen,ȱandȱ
betweenȱ citizensȱ ofȱ
differentȱ ethnicitiesȱ
andȱ
socialȱ
backgrounds.ȱ
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Executive Summary. This Insights report addresses questions of ethnic
inequality in the Americas. Using data from four countries in the Americas,
this Insights report finds evidence suggesting that political tolerance and
ideology are associated with support for marriage to indigenous persons.
Similarly, a respondent’s self-identified ethnicity is strongly linked to
support for marriage to indigenous persons, with indigenous respondents
being the most likely to support such a union, and self-identified white
individuals being the least likely. Surprisingly, demographic variables such
as wealth, education and sex have no statistical impact on support for
interethnic marriage.

The Insights Series is co-edited by Mitchell A. Seligson, Amy Erica Smith, and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister with
administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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R

acialȱ andȱ ethnicȱ
discriminationȱ existsȱ
withinȱ aȱ numberȱ ofȱ
differentȱ domainsȱ acrossȱ theȱ
Americasȱ (see,ȱ forȱ exampleȱ
Patrinosȱ 2000).1ȱ Althoughȱ
effortsȱ haveȱ beenȱ madeȱ inȱ
recentȱ yearsȱ toȱ decreaseȱ theȱ
effectsȱ thatȱ generationsȱ ofȱ
discriminationȱ haveȱ hadȱ onȱ
membersȱ ofȱ indigenousȱ andȱ
blackȱ minoritiesȱ inȱ theȱ
Americas,ȱ
prejudicialȱ
attitudesȱlikelyȱpersist.ȱȱ

Figure 1. Support for Marriage to Indigenous Individuals in Four
Countries in the Americas

Thisȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ exploresȱ
attitudesȱ towardsȱ indigenousȱ
minoritiesȱ inȱ fourȱ countriesȱ
withȱ substantialȱ indigenousȱ
populations:ȱ
Bolivia,ȱ
Guatemala,ȱMexico,ȱandȱPeru.ȱ
Theȱ 2010ȱ AmericasBarometer2ȱ
surveyȱ inȱ theseȱ countriesȱ
includedȱtheȱfollowingȱquestion3:ȱ
RAC3B.ȱ Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ wouldȱ youȱ approveȱ ifȱ
oneȱ ofȱ yourȱ childrenȱ wereȱ toȱ marryȱ anȱ
indigenousȱperson?ȱȱ
Respondentsȱ wereȱ askedȱ toȱ rateȱ theirȱ approvalȱ
onȱ aȱ 1ȱ toȱ 7ȱ scale,ȱ withȱ 1ȱ signifyingȱ strongȱ

disapprovalȱandȱ7ȱsignifyingȱstrongȱsupportȱforȱ
theȱ child’sȱ marriage.4ȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ theȱ
distributionȱofȱresponsesȱtoȱthisȱquestionȱinȱeachȱ
ofȱ theȱ fourȱ countriesȱ whereȱ thisȱ questionȱ wasȱ
asked.5,6ȱ Theȱ figureȱ revealsȱ interestingȱ variationȱ
inȱrespondents’ȱsupportȱforȱaȱchild’sȱmarriageȱtoȱ
anȱ indigenousȱ personȱ inȱ theseȱ countries.ȱ

Theȱ nonȬresponseȱ rateȱ forȱ thisȱ itemȱ wasȱ 19.5%.ȱ NonȬ
responseȱinȱGuatemalaȱwasȱparticularlyȱhigh,ȱwithȱ76.06%ȱofȱ
thoseȱsurveyedȱnotȱprovidingȱanȱanswer.ȱInȱtheȱotherȱthreeȬ
countries,ȱ nonȬresponseȱ ratesȱ wereȱ muchȱ lower:ȱ 2.5%ȱ inȱ
Mexico,ȱ 7.7%ȱ inȱ Bolivia,ȱ andȱ 4.2%ȱ inȱ Peru.ȱ Theseȱ highȱ ratesȱ
ofȱnonȬresponseȱinȱGuatemalaȱmustȱbeȱkeptȱinȱmindȱasȱtheyȱ
limitȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ whichȱ weȱ canȱ confidentlyȱ assertȱ thatȱ theȱ
findingsȱ reportedȱ hereȱ areȱ representativeȱ ofȱ theȱ populationȱ
atȱ large;ȱ instead,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ presentedȱ inȱ thisȱ reportȱ shouldȱ
beȱ consideredȱ representativeȱ onlyȱ ofȱ thoseȱ whoȱ selectedȱ toȱ
respondȱ toȱ thisȱ sensitiveȱ question.ȱ Theȱ highȱ ratesȱ ofȱ nonȬ
response,ȱ especiallyȱ forȱ theȱ caseȱ ofȱ Guatemala,ȱ meritȱ
additionalȱ analysisȱ andȱ consideration,ȱ butȱ thatȱ liesȱ outsideȱ
theȱscopeȱofȱthisȱreport.ȱȱ
5ȱAllȱanalysesȱpresentedȱhereȱwereȱconductedȱusingȱSTATAȱ
v11.1.ȱ
6
Responses of 1 or 2 were recoded for this analysis as “low
support” for a child’s marriage to an indigenous person,
values of 3, 4, or 5 were grouped together as “medium
support”, and responses of 6 or 7 were labeled “high
support.”
4

ȱ Thanksȱ toȱ Professorȱ Edwardȱ Tellesȱ forȱ veryȱ helpfulȱ
feedbackȱonȱaȱpreviousȱdraft.ȱ
2ȱ Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2010ȱroundȱ mainlyȱ cameȱ fromȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
Importantȱ sourcesȱ ofȱ supportȱ wereȱ alsoȱ theȱ InterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
Developmentȱ Programȱ (UNDP),ȱ andȱ Vanderbiltȱ University.ȱȱ
PriorȱissuesȱinȱtheȱInsightsȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.ȱ Theȱ dataȱ onȱ
whichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱatȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveyȬdata.php.ȱ
3ȱAȱsimilar,ȱbutȱnotȱexactlyȱcomparable,ȱquestionȱwasȱaskedȱ
aboutȱ marriageȱ toȱ “blacks”ȱ orȱ “darkerȱ coloredȱ people”ȱ inȱ
Brazil,ȱ Colombia,ȱ Ecuador,ȱ andȱ theȱ Dominicanȱ Republic.ȱ
Althoughȱ itȱ isȱ possibleȱ thatȱ someȱ ofȱ theȱ correlatesȱ ofȱ
discriminationȱ towardsȱ blackȱ andȱ indigenousȱ individualsȱ
areȱ similar,ȱ theȱ countriesȱ listedȱ inȱ thisȱ footnoteȱ areȱ notȱ
includedȱ inȱ theȱ currentȱ reportȱ becauseȱ ofȱ theȱ comparabilityȱ
problem.ȱȱȱ
1
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Althoughȱ theȱ pluralityȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ placeȱ
themselvesȱ inȱ theȱ “highȱ support”ȱ category,ȱ aȱ
substantialȱ proportionȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ reportedȱ
middlingȱandȱlowȱlevelsȱofȱsupport,ȱparticularlyȱ
inȱBoliviaȱandȱPeru.ȱȱ
Individuals’ȱ attitudesȱ aboutȱ aȱ child’sȱ
hypotheticalȱmarriageȱtoȱaȱmemberȱofȱaȱsociallyȱ
disadvantagedȱ andȱ oftenȱ stigmatizedȱ groupȱ
haveȱ beenȱ studiedȱ inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ contextȱ
largelyȱasȱrelatesȱtoȱblackȬwhiteȱmarriage.ȱSinceȱ
theȱ 1920s,ȱ surveysȱ conductedȱ inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
Statesȱhaveȱaskedȱwhiteȱparentsȱhowȱmuchȱtheyȱ
wouldȱ supportȱ theirȱ child’sȱ hypotheticalȱ
decisionȱtoȱmarryȱaȱmemberȱofȱaȱracialȱminority;ȱ
theȱ itemȱ isȱ typicallyȱ insertedȱ withinȱ aȱ seriesȱ ofȱ
questionsȱ onȱ socialȱ distanceȱ betweenȱ racialȱ
groupsȱ (Bogardusȱ 1967;ȱ Parrilloȱ andȱ Donoghueȱ
2005).ȱScholarshipȱusingȱthisȱitemȱoverȱtimeȱhasȱ
foundȱ that,ȱ inȱ comparisonȱ toȱ otherȱ questionsȱ
aboutȱ acceptanceȱ ofȱ racialȱ minorities,ȱ responsesȱ
toȱ theȱ marriageȱ questionȱ wereȱ slowȱ toȱ changeȱ
overȱ time,ȱ withȱ respondentsȱ continuingȱ toȱ
expressȱresistanceȱtoȱinterracialȱmarriageȱevenȱasȱ
theyȱ acceptedȱ greaterȱ blackȬwhiteȱ socializationȱ
inȱ aȱ varietyȱ ofȱ otherȱ realmsȱ (Erskineȱ 1973;ȱ St.ȱ
Jeanȱ 1998;ȱ Weaverȱ 2008).ȱ Thus,ȱ interȬethnicȱ
marriageȱremainsȱaȱsoreȱpointȱinȱtheȱU.S.ȱ
Figureȱ 1ȱ indicatesȱ thatȱ onȱ averageȱ respondentsȱ
inȱBolivia,ȱGuatemala,ȱMexicoȱandȱPeruȱexpressȱ
moderateȱ levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ theirȱ childrenȱ
marryingȱindigenousȱindividuals.ȱResponsesȱareȱ
notȱuniformlyȱpositive,ȱhowever.ȱWhatȱaccountsȱ
forȱ individualȱ levelȱ differencesȱ inȱ attitudesȱ
towardsȱindigenousȱpersonsȱinȱtheseȱcountries?ȱȱ
Thisȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ attemptsȱ toȱ answerȱ thisȱ
questionȱ inȱ twoȱ ways:ȱ first,ȱ Iȱ exploreȱ
socioeconomicȱ andȱ demographicȱ factorsȱ thatȱ
mightȱ affectȱ supportȱ forȱ interethnicȱ marriage.ȱ
Second,ȱwhenȱthisȱapproachȱprovesȱinsufficient,ȱ
Iȱ drawȱ fromȱ valueȱ theory,ȱ arguingȱ thatȱ
individualsȱwhoȱpossessȱmoreȱegalitarianȱvaluesȱ
andȱ aȱ moreȱ openȱ worldviewȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
supportȱ interethnicȱ marriage.ȱ Supportȱ isȱ foundȱ
forȱ thisȱ secondȱ perspective,ȱ suggestingȱ thatȱ
one’sȱ lifeȱ experiences,ȱ one’sȱ predispositionsȱ

towardsȱ openness,ȱ andȱ one’sȱ valuesȱ allȱ workȱ
togetherȱ toȱ predictȱ supportȱ forȱ interethnicȱ
marriage.ȱȱ

Whoȱ Approvesȱ ofȱ Interethnicȱ
Marriage?ȱ
Whoȱ holdsȱ positiveȱ versusȱ negativeȱ viewsȱ ofȱ aȱ
childȱmarryingȱaȱmemberȱofȱanȱethnicȱminority?ȱ
Scholarshipȱ focusedȱ onȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ
suggestsȱ thatȱ aȱ numberȱ ofȱ demographicȱ
variablesȱpredictȱtheseȱattitudes.ȱAȱrespondent’sȱ
ageȱ isȱ anȱ importantȱ explanatoryȱ factorȱ inȱ theȱ
U.S.,ȱwithȱthoseȱwhoȱcameȱofȱageȱbeforeȱtheȱcivil
rightsȱ movementȱ expressingȱ lessȱ supportȱ for
interracialȱ marriageȱ thanȱ membersȱ ofȱ younger
cohortsȱ (Erskineȱ 1973;ȱ Johnsonȱ andȱ Jacobson
2005).ȱ Aȱ similarȱ patternȱ couldȱ beȱ expectedȱ to
emergeȱinȱLatinȱAmerica,ȱwithȱmembersȱofȱolder
ageȱ cohortsȱ holdingȱ lessȱ acceptingȱ viewsȱ of
ethnicȱ minoritiesȱ thanȱ membersȱ ofȱ youngerȱ age
cohorts.
Educationȱ hasȱ alsoȱ beenȱ foundȱ toȱ affectȱ
individuals’ȱapprovalȱofȱinterracialȱsocialization,ȱ
withȱ moreȱ educatedȱ individualsȱ tendingȱ toȱ
intermarryȱ moreȱ andȱ toȱ expressȱ moreȱ supportȱ
forȱ interracialȱ marriagesȱ (Schoen,ȱ Wooldredgeȱ
andȱ Thomasȱ 1989;ȱ Jacobsonȱ andȱ Johnsonȱ 2006).ȱ
Thereȱareȱtwoȱreasonsȱtoȱexpectȱthisȱrelationshipȱ
betweenȱ educationȱ andȱ supportȱ forȱ interracialȱ
marriage:ȱ increasedȱ educationȱ involvesȱ
increasingȱ exposureȱ toȱ egalitarianȱ values;ȱ and,ȱ
increasedȱeducationȱgeneratesȱexposureȱtoȱmoreȱ
variedȱ kindsȱ ofȱ people,ȱ thusȱ alteringȱ
individuals’ȱ preconceptionsȱ aboutȱ differentȱ
ethnicȱ andȱ racialȱ groupsȱ (Johnsonȱ andȱJacobsonȱ
2005).ȱȱ
Theȱrespondent’sȱselfȬidentifiedȱethnicityȱshouldȱ
matterȱasȱwell.ȱIȱexpectȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱsupportȱ
forȱ marriageȱ toȱ indigenousȱ individualsȱ fromȱ
membersȱ ofȱ lessȱ privilegedȱ ethnicȱ groupsȱ
(particularlyȱ amongȱ selfȬidentifiedȱ indigenousȱ
people)ȱ thanȱ fromȱ membersȱ ofȱ sociallyȱ
privilegedȱ ethnicȱ groupsȱ (particularlyȱ selfȬ

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

66

ExplainingȱSupportȱforȱInterethnicȱMarriageȱinȱFourȱCountriesȱ
MollieȱJ.ȱCohenȱ
identifiedȱ “white”ȱ individuals).7ȱ Thisȱ
expectationȱ followsȱ fromȱ U.Sȱ researchȱ
suggestingȱ thatȱ socialȱ privilegeȱ affectsȱ
individualȱ responsesȱ toȱ questionsȱ aboutȱ
interracialȱmarriageȱ(Dunleavyȱ2004;ȱJacobsonȱ
andȱJohnsonȱ2006).ȱȱ
Iȱ useȱ regressionȱ analysisȱ toȱ testȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ
whichȱ socioeconomicȱ andȱ demographicȱ
variablesȱ predictȱ supportȱ forȱ interethnicȱ
marriageȱ byȱ one’sȱ child.ȱ Inȱ theȱ model,ȱ ageȱ isȱ
codedȱ fromȱ 1ȱ toȱ 6ȱ withȱ 1ȱ representingȱ
youngerȱcohortsȱandȱ6ȱrepresentingȱtheȱoldestȱ
cohort.8ȱEducationalȱlevelȱisȱmeasuredȱfromȱ1ȱ
toȱ 4,ȱ withȱ 1ȱ indicatingȱ thatȱ anȱ individualȱ hasȱ
noȱeducation,ȱ2ȱindicatingȱprimaryȱschooling,ȱ
3ȱ indicatingȱ secondaryȱ schooling,ȱ andȱ 4ȱ
indicatingȱ thatȱ anȱ individualȱ hasȱ someȱ
amountȱ ofȱ higherȱ education.ȱ Iȱ alsoȱ includeȱ
measuresȱ ofȱ anȱ individual’sȱ selfȬreportedȱ
race/ethnicity,ȱ usingȱ indigenousȱ asȱ theȱ
comparisonȱ category.ȱ Asȱ controls,ȱ Iȱ includeȱ aȱ
measureȱ ofȱ theȱ individual’sȱ sizeȱ ofȱ placeȱ ofȱ
residence,9ȱ andȱ aȱ measureȱ ofȱ wealthȱ inȱ
quintiles.10ȱ Genderȱ isȱ alsoȱ controlledȱ forȱ inȱ theȱ
modelȱ(codedȱ1ȱforȱfemale,ȱ0ȱforȱmale).ȱ
Figureȱ 2ȱ displaysȱ theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ anȱ analysisȱ
predictingȱsupportȱforȱinterethnicȱmarriageȱwithȱ
theȱ aboveȬmentionedȱ variables.11ȱ CountryȬlevelȱ
7ȱAsȱaȱrobustnessȱcheck,ȱallȱmodelsȱwereȱrunȱexcludingȱselfȬ
identifiedȱ indigenousȱ individualsȱ fromȱ theȱ analysis.ȱ Resultsȱ
wereȱsubstantivelyȱsimilarȱtoȱthoseȱreportedȱhere.ȱ
8ȱ Ageȱ cohortsȱ areȱ groupedȱ areȱ asȱ follows:ȱ cohortȱ 1(16Ȭ25);ȱ
cohortȱ 2ȱ (26Ȭ35);ȱ cohortȱ 3ȱ (36Ȭ45);ȱ cohortȱ 4ȱ (46Ȭ55);ȱ cohortȱ 5ȱ
(56Ȭ65);ȱandȱcohortȱ6ȱ(66+).ȱ
9ȱSizeȱofȱrespondent’sȱcityȱorȱtownȱofȱresidenceȱisȱcodedȱasȱaȱ
fiveȬcategoryȱ variableȱ withȱ 1ȱ indicatingȱ aȱ ruralȱ area,ȱ 2ȱ
signifyingȱ aȱ smallȱ city,ȱ 3ȱ indicatingȱ aȱ mediumȱ sizedȱ city,ȱ 4ȱ
meaningȱ aȱ largeȱ city,ȱ andȱ 5ȱ meaningȱ theȱ nationalȱ capitalȱ orȱ
metropolitanȱ area.ȱ Theseȱ categoriesȱ wereȱ definedȱ accordingȱ
toȱtheȱdefinitionȱinȱeachȱcountry’sȱcensus.ȱȱ
10
Seeȱ Abbyȱ Córdova,ȱ 2009,ȱ “Methodologicalȱ Note:ȱ
Measuringȱ Relativeȱ Wealthȱ usingȱ Householdȱ Assetȱ
Indicators”ȱ forȱ aȱ descriptionȱ ofȱ theȱ constructionȱ ofȱ theȱ
wealthȱindex:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights/I0806en.pdf
11 Due to high levels of non-response in Guatemala, and
because non-response seemed to vary along ethnic lines, all
analyses were conducted excluding Guatemala as a
robustness check. The results were substantively similar,

Figure 2: A Socioeconomic and Demographic Model of
Support for Marriage to Indigenous Persons

dummyȱvariablesȱareȱincludedȱinȱtheȱregressionȱ
modelȱ butȱ notȱ shownȱ hereȱ toȱ saveȱ space.ȱ Theȱ
resultsȱ displayedȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ areȱ normalizedȱ
regressionȱcoefficients.ȱȱ
Eachȱ dotȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ representsȱ theȱ estimatedȱ
relationshipȱ betweenȱ aȱ givenȱ independentȱ
variableȱandȱtheȱdependentȱvariable,ȱsupportȱforȱ
marriageȱ toȱ anȱ indigenousȱ person.ȱ Theȱ
horizontalȱ barsȱ indicateȱ 95ȱ percentȱ confidenceȱ
intervalsȱ aroundȱ theseȱ pointȱ estimates.ȱ Ifȱ aȱ dotȱ
fallsȱ toȱ theȱ rightȱ ofȱ theȱ verticalȱ lineȱ atȱ 0,ȱ itsȱ
estimatedȱ effectȱ onȱ theȱ dependentȱ variableȱ isȱ
positive;ȱ ifȱ aȱ dotȱ fallsȱ toȱ theȱ leftȱ ofȱ theȱ line,ȱ theȱ
estimatedȱ effectȱ forȱ thatȱ variableȱ isȱ negative.ȱ Ifȱ
theȱ horizontalȱ barȱ doesȱ notȱ crossȱ theȱ verticalȱ
line,ȱ theȱ relationshipȱ isȱ significantȱ withȱ atȱ leastȱ
95ȱ percentȱ confidence;ȱ ifȱ theȱ barȱ crossesȱ theȱ
verticalȱline,ȱtheȱrelationshipȱinȱtheȱdataȱdoesȱnotȱ
meetȱ standardȱ thresholdsȱ ofȱ statisticalȱ
significance.ȱȱ
Surprisingly,ȱfewȱofȱtheȱdemographicȱindicatorsȱ
haveȱ aȱ statisticallyȱ significantȱ effectȱ onȱ supportȱ
forȱ aȱ child’sȱ hypotheticalȱ marriageȱ toȱ anȱ
indigenousȱ person.ȱ Whileȱ ageȱ doesȱ haveȱ theȱ
expectedȱnegativeȱrelationshipȱtoȱtheȱdependentȱ
indicating that Guatemala is not driving the findings
presented here.

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

67

ExplainingȱSupportȱforȱInterethnicȱMarriageȱinȱFourȱCountriesȱ
MollieȱJ.ȱCohenȱ
variable,ȱ thereȱ isȱ noȱ statisticallyȱ significantȱ
relationshipȱ betweenȱ theȱ dependentȱ variableȱ
andȱ age,ȱ wealth,ȱ orȱ gender.12ȱ Education,ȱ onȱ theȱ
otherȱ hand,ȱ asȱ predicted,ȱ hasȱ aȱ positiveȱ andȱ
significantȱ effectȱ onȱ supportȱ forȱ interethnicȱ
marriage.ȱ Similarly,ȱ sizeȱ ofȱ placeȱ ofȱ residenceȱ
hasȱ aȱ positiveȱ andȱ significantȱ effectȱ onȱ supportȱ
forȱinterethnicȱmarriage,ȱwithȱindividualsȱlivingȱ
inȱnationalȱmetropolitanȱareasȱreportingȱgreaterȱ
supportȱ forȱ aȱ child’sȱ marriageȱ toȱ anȱ indigenousȱ
personȱ thanȱ thoseȱ livingȱ inȱ ruralȱ areas,ȱ allȱ elseȱ
equal.13ȱ Thisȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ somethingȱ aboutȱ
livingȱ inȱanȱ urbanȱ center,ȱ perhapsȱ higherȱ levelsȱ
ofȱ educationȱ orȱ greaterȱ exposureȱ toȱ ethnicȱ
diversity,ȱ hasȱ anȱ impactȱ onȱ individuals’ȱ
opinionsȱaboutȱinterethnicȱmarriage.ȱ
Finally,ȱasȱexpected,ȱrespondents’ȱselfȬidentifiedȱ
ethnicityȱ mattersȱ inȱ predictingȱ supportȱ forȱ
interethnicȱ marriage.ȱ Comparedȱ toȱ theȱ baselineȱ
categoryȱ(selfȬidentifiedȱindigenousȱindividuals)ȱ
respondentsȱ ofȱ allȱ otherȱ ethnicȱ groupsȱ areȱ lessȱ
supportiveȱ ofȱ aȱ child’sȱ hypotheticalȱ interethnicȱ
marriage14.ȱ SelfȬidentifiedȱ blacksȱ andȱ mulattos,ȱ
asȱ wellȱ asȱ thoseȱ whoȱ placeȱ themselvesȱ inȱ theȱ
“other”ȱ category,ȱ expressȱ lessȱ approvalȱ ofȱ
marriageȱtoȱanȱindigenousȱpersonȱthanȱthoseȱinȱ
theȱ baselineȱ category,ȱ andȱ theseȱ resultsȱ areȱ
significantȱwithȱ95%ȱconfidence.ȱMoreȱdramaticȱ
areȱ theȱ responsesȱ fromȱ whitesȱ andȱ mestizos,ȱ
whoȱ onȱ averageȱ expressȱ evenȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
supportȱ forȱ interethnicȱ marriageȱ thanȱ membersȱ
ofȱ nonȬindigenousȱ butȱ stillȱ potentiallyȱ
marginalizedȱethnicȱgroups.ȱȱ

Thisȱanalysisȱisȱinterestingȱbutȱincomplete.ȱWhatȱ
elseȱbesidesȱtheȱethnicȱidentityȱofȱtheȱrespondentȱ
affectsȱ supportȱ forȱ interethnicȱ marriage?ȱ Toȱ
attemptȱtoȱanswerȱthisȱquestion,ȱIȱnowȱturnȱtoȱaȱ
discussionȱofȱvalueȱtheory.ȱ

Valueȱ Theoryȱ andȱ Supportȱ forȱ
InterethnicȱMarriageȱ
Theȱ analysisȱ presentedȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ showsȱ thatȱ
socioeconomicȱ andȱ demographicȱ variablesȱ areȱ
marginallyȱ usefulȱ inȱ explainingȱ variationȱ inȱ
responsesȱ toȱ theȱ interethnicȱ marriageȱ question.ȱ
Whatȱelseȱmightȱmatter?ȱOneȱhypothesis,ȱwhichȱ
Iȱtestȱhere,ȱstemsȱfromȱvalueȱtheory.ȱ
Valueȱ theoryȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ individualsȱ holdȱ
certainȱ valueȬbasedȱ attitudes,ȱ whichȱ affectȱ theirȱ
perceptionsȱ ofȱ socialȱ outȬgroupsȱ (see,ȱ forȱ
example,ȱ Kinderȱ andȱ Searsȱ 1981;ȱ McConahayȱ
andȱHoughȱ1976).ȱDunleavyȱ(2004)ȱindicatesȱthatȱ
aȱ conservativeȱ setȱ ofȱ valuesȱ (specificallyȱ
religiousȱ andȱ politicalȱ conservatism)ȱ increasesȱ
oppositionȱ toȱ interracialȱ marriage,ȱ whereasȱ
egalitarianȱ valuesȱ andȱ opennessȱ toȱ changeȱ
increaseȱacceptanceȱofȱinterracialȱmarriage.ȱȱ
Iȱprovideȱaȱpreliminaryȱtestȱofȱthisȱhypothesisȱinȱ
Figureȱ 3.ȱ Egalitarianȱ valuesȱ areȱ proxiedȱ usingȱaȱ
politicalȱ toleranceȱ scale.15ȱ Iȱ furtherȱ controlȱ forȱ
individualȱ levelȱ personalityȱ traits,ȱ whichȱ someȱ
scholarsȱ (e.g.,ȱ Sagivȱ andȱ Schwartzȱ 1995)ȱ haveȱ
suggestedȱaffectȱopennessȱtoȱintergroupȱcontact,ȱ
usingȱ aȱ questionȱ tappingȱ anȱ individual’sȱ
opennessȱtoȱnewȱexperiences.16ȱFinally,ȱIȱincludeȱ
ȱD1Ȭ3:ȱ“Thereȱareȱpeopleȱwhoȱonlyȱsayȱbadȱthingsȱaboutȱtheȱ
(country’s)ȱ formȱ ofȱ government,ȱ notȱ justȱ theȱ incumbentȱ
governmentȱbutȱtheȱsystemȱofȱgovernment.ȱHowȱstronglyȱdoȱ
youȱapproveȱorȱdisapproveȱofȱsuchȱpeople’sȱrightȱtoȱvote/ȱtoȱ
conductȱpeacefulȱdemonstrations/ȱtoȱrunȱforȱpublicȱoffice/ȱtoȱ
makeȱ speeches?”ȱ Itemȱ D4ȱ askedȱ aboutȱ supportȱ forȱ
homosexuals’ȱ rightsȱ toȱ runȱ forȱ publicȱ office,ȱ andȱ D5ȱ askedȱ
aboutȱ supportȱ forȱ sameȬsexȱ marriage.ȱ Respondentsȱ wereȱ
askedȱtoȱrateȱtheirȱapprovalȱfromȱ1ȱtoȱ10,ȱwithȱ10ȱindicatingȱ
completeȱsupportȱandȱ1ȱindicatingȱtotalȱdisapproval.ȱȱ
16ȱPER5Bȱaskedȱrespondentsȱtoȱrateȱtheirȱagreementȱonȱaȱ1ȱtoȱ
7ȱ scaleȱ thatȱ theyȱ wereȱ “openȱ toȱ newȱ experiencesȱ andȱ
intellectualȱ person,”ȱ withȱ 7ȱ indicatingȱ completeȱ agreementȱ
withȱtheȱcharacterizationȱofȱtheirȱpersonality.ȱȱ
15

ȱ Forȱ allȱ categoricalȱ variables,ȱ dummiesȱ representingȱ eachȱ
categoryȱwereȱusedȱtoȱcheckȱforȱnonȬlinearȱrelationships.ȱNoȱ
nonȬlinearȱrelationshipsȱwereȱfoundȱforȱageȱorȱeducation.ȱ
13 Non-linear effects were accounted for regarding size of
town of residence. Residence in a metropolitan area was the
only statistically relevant category compared to the baseline
of “rural residence”, where most of the indigenous
population in these countries is located. Other size of
location dummies are included in the regression but not
shown here to conserve space.
14 As a robustness check, respondent’s native language was
used as a measure of ethnic identity, rather than selfidentified ethnicity. The results, not reported here, were
substantively similar.
12
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aȱmeasureȱofȱleftȬrightȱideologyȱtoȱseeȱwhetherȱ
politicalȱorientationȱisȱaȱsignificantȱpredictorȱofȱ
ethnicȱ tolerance.17ȱ Figureȱ 3ȱ presentsȱ theȱ
normalizedȱ regressionȱ coefficientsȱ fromȱ aȱ
regressionȱ analysisȱ thatȱ includesȱ allȱ theȱ
variablesȱ fromȱ theȱ priorȱ analysis,ȱ plusȱ theseȱ
newȱindicators.18.ȱȱ
Notably,ȱ theȱ effectsȱ ofȱ anȱ individual’sȱ ethnicȱ
identificationȱ haveȱ notȱ beenȱ attenuated—
indigenousȱ respondentsȱ areȱ moreȱ supportiveȱ
ofȱ marriageȱ toȱ indigenousȱ personsȱ thanȱ
mulattosȱandȱblacks,ȱandȱwhitesȱandȱmestizosȱ
areȱsubstantiallyȱlessȱsupportiveȱofȱinterethnicȱ
marriageȱ thanȱ theseȱ groups.ȱ Theȱ effectȱ ofȱ sizeȱ
ofȱplaceȱdisappears,ȱhowever,ȱwithȱindividualsȱ
livingȱ inȱ metropolitanȱ areasȱ reportingȱ similarȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ indigenousȱ marriageȱ asȱ
individualsȱfromȱruralȱareas.19ȱȱ
Ideologyȱ isȱ ofȱ mixedȱ significanceȱ inȱ theȱ model,ȱ
althoughȱ itȱ consistentlyȱ worksȱ inȱ theȱ expectedȱ
direction.ȱ Thoseȱ reportingȱ moreȱ rightistȱ
ideologyȱ areȱ lessȱ supportiveȱ ofȱ intermarriageȱ
thanȱ thoseȱ reportingȱ centristȱ ideology,ȱ allȱ elseȱ
equal.ȱ Theȱ coefficientȱ forȱ leftistȱ ideologyȱ isȱ
positive,ȱ suggestingȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ leanȱ leftȱ
politicallyȱ areȱ moreȱ supportiveȱ ofȱ interethnicȱ
marriage,ȱ althoughȱ thisȱ coefficientȱ isȱ notȱ

ȱL1:ȱ“Onȱthisȱcardȱthereȱisȱaȱ1Ȭ10ȱscaleȱthatȱgoesȱfromȱleftȱtoȱ
right.ȱOneȱmeansȱleftȱandȱ10ȱmeansȱright.ȱNowadays,ȱwhenȱ
weȱ speakȱ ofȱ politicalȱ leanings,ȱ weȱ talkȱ ofȱ thoseȱ leftistsȱ andȱ
thoseȱ rightists.ȱ Inȱ otherȱ words,ȱ someȱ peopleȱ sympathizeȱ
moreȱ withȱ theȱ leftȱ andȱ othersȱ withȱ theȱ right.ȱ Accordingȱ toȱ
theȱ meaningȱ thatȱ theȱ termsȱ ȈleftȈȱ andȱ ȈrightȈȱ haveȱ forȱ you,ȱ
andȱ thinkingȱ ofȱ yourȱ ownȱ politicalȱ leanings,ȱ whereȱ wouldȱ
youȱ placeȱ yourselfȱ onȱ thisȱ scale?”ȱ Usingȱ responsesȱ toȱ thisȱ
question,ȱ Iȱ createdȱ aȱ threeȬcategoryȱ variable,ȱ withȱ responseȱ
valuesȱ ofȱ 1Ȭ3ȱ codedȱ asȱ “Leftistȱ Ideology”,ȱ 4Ȭ7ȱ asȱ “Centristȱ
Ideology”ȱ (theȱ baselineȱ here),ȱ andȱ 8Ȭ10ȱ asȱ “Rightistȱ
Ideology.”ȱ Missingȱ valuesȱ wereȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ baselineȱ
category,ȱ “Centristȱ Ideology”;ȱ theȱ resultsȱ reportedȱ hereȱ areȱ
robustȱ toȱ changesȱ inȱ theȱ codingȱ ofȱ missingȱ valuesȱ asȱ theirȱ
own category, and to their exclusion from the analysis.
18 In order to conserve space, the coefficients for gender and
country dummies, are not shown here, although these
variables were included in the regression.
19 As before, dummy variables for size of town were
included in the regression, but are not shown here. None
were significantly different from the baseline, rural areas, in
this analysis.
17

Figure 3. Values and Support for Marriage to Indigenous
Persons

statisticallyȱ significantȱ atȱ theȱ 95%ȱ confidenceȱ
level.ȱȱ
Consistentȱwithȱvalueȱtheory,ȱpoliticalȱtoleranceȱ
isȱalsoȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱinȱtheȱmodel,ȱwithȱ
thoseȱ reportingȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ
toleranceȱreportingȱgreaterȱsupportȱforȱmarriageȱ
toȱ indigenousȱ individuals,ȱ evenȱ whenȱ
controllingȱforȱtheȱpersonalityȱtraitȱofȱopenness.ȱ
Inȱfact,ȱopennessȱtoȱexperienceȱandȱtoleranceȱareȱ
nowȱtwoȱofȱtheȱmostȱpowerfulȱpredictorsȱinȱtheȱ
model,ȱ asȱ determinedȱ byȱ theȱ sizesȱ ofȱ theirȱ
coefficients.ȱ
Interestingly,ȱ theȱ inclusionȱ ofȱ personalityȱ andȱ
toleranceȱ variablesȱ attenuatesȱ theȱ effectȱ ofȱ
educationȱ seenȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2:ȱ here,ȱ theȱ effectȱ ofȱ
educationȱ isȱ noȱ longerȱ statisticallyȱ significant.ȱ
Thisȱ indicatesȱ collinearityȱ betweenȱ educationȱ
andȱtolerance/individualȱopenness;ȱassessingȱtheȱ
preciseȱ causalȱ link,ȱ ifȱ any,ȱ amongȱ education,ȱ
toleranceȱ andȱ opennessȱ isȱ beyondȱ theȱ scopeȱ ofȱ
thisȱ report.ȱ But,ȱ assumingȱ thatȱ personalityȱ
precedesȱ bothȱ politicalȱ ideologyȱ andȱ education,ȱ
itȱisȱfairȱtoȱsayȱthatȱpersonalityȱisȱaȱkeyȱfactorȱinȱ
determiningȱ attitudesȱ towardȱ interethnicȱ
marriageȱinȱtheseȱfourȱcountries.ȱOnȱtheȱbasisȱofȱ
thisȱ outcomeȱ andȱ theȱ factȱ thatȱ sizeȱ ofȱ placeȱ ofȱ
residenceȱalsoȱbecomesȱstatisticallyȱinsignificantȱ
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inȱthisȱmodel,ȱweȱcanȱinferȱthatȱone’sȱvaluesȱareȱ
atȱ leastȱ partiallyȱ shapedȱ byȱ one’sȱ lifeȱ
experiences,ȱ atȱ leastȱ withȱ respectȱ toȱ levelȱ ofȱ
educationȱandȱplaceȱofȱresidence.ȱȱ

Discussionȱ
Whatȱ canȱ beȱ doneȱ toȱ decreaseȱ negativeȱ feelingsȱ
towardsȱ membersȱ ofȱ otherȱ ethnicȱ groupsȱ atȱ theȱ
individualȱ levelȱ inȱ Latinȱ America?ȱ Educationȱ isȱ
notȱ significantȱ inȱ theȱ finalȱ model;ȱ however,ȱ
politicalȱtolerance,ȱwhichȱcanȱbeȱlearned,ȱis.ȱThisȱ
resultȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ effortsȱ toȱ increaseȱ politicalȱ
tolerance,ȱ throughȱ civicȱ educationȱ orȱ publicȱ
awarenessȱ campaigns,ȱ mightȱ leadȱ toȱ greaterȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ toleranceȱ withȱ respectȱ toȱ interethnicȱ
marriage.ȱȱ
Finally,ȱitȱisȱimportantȱtoȱconsiderȱnationalȱlevelȱ
variationsȱ inȱ trendsȱ regardingȱ supportȱ forȱ
interethnicȱ marriage.ȱ Whileȱ generalȱ trendsȱ
reportedȱhereȱholdȱatȱtheȱcountryȱlevel,ȱthereȱareȱ
importantȱ nationalȱ differences.ȱ Inȱ analysesȱ notȱ
reportȱ here,ȱ Iȱ examinedȱ theȱ modelȱ presentedȱ inȱ

Figureȱ3ȱforȱeachȱcountryȱseparately.ȱIdeologyȱisȱ
overwhelminglyȱ importantȱ inȱ Mexicoȱ andȱ
Bolivia,ȱ whileȱ inȱ Peruȱ andȱ Guatemalaȱ itsȱ effectȱ
onȱsupportȱforȱinterethnicȱmarriageȱisȱnegligible.ȱ
ToleranceȱisȱmoreȱimportantȱinȱMexicoȱandȱPeruȱ
thanȱ inȱ Guatemalaȱ andȱ Boliviaȱ forȱ predictingȱ
supportȱ forȱ interethnicȱ marriage,ȱ andȱ theȱ effectȱ
ofȱ sizeȱ ofȱ place,ȱ whileȱ notȱ significantȱ inȱ theȱ
pooledȱ sample,ȱ maintainsȱ significanceȱ inȱ Peru.ȱ
Finally,ȱ aȱ respondent’sȱ ethnicȱ identificationȱ isȱ
highlyȱ significantȱ inȱ Mexicoȱ andȱ Bolivia,ȱ butȱ
onlyȱ marginallyȱ relevantȱ inȱ Guatemalaȱ (whereȱ
theȱ categoryȱ “white”ȱ wasȱ notȱ offeredȱ toȱ
respondents,ȱ sinceȱ onlyȱ theȱ termsȱ “ladino”ȱ andȱ
“indígena”ȱ areȱ usedȱ inȱ thatȱ country),ȱ andȱ doesȱ
notȱachieveȱstatisticalȱsignificanceȱinȱPeru.ȱ
Thus,ȱ whileȱ theȱ individualȱ levelȱ differencesȱ
notedȱ inȱ thisȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ matterȱ onȱ averageȱ
acrossȱ theseȱ fourȱ countries,ȱ contextualȱ
differencesȱ inȱ relationsȱ amongȱ ethnicȱ groupsȱ
mightȱbeȱresponsibleȱforȱaȱsubstantialȱpartȱofȱtheȱ
variationȱ inȱ attitudesȱ towardsȱ interethnicȱ
marriage.
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Appendix.ȱ Figuresȱ 2ȱ andȱ 3.ȱ Socioeconomic,ȱ Demographic,ȱ andȱ Valueȱ
ExplanationsȱforȱSupportȱforȱInterethnicȱMarriageȱ

Coefficient
(Figureȱ2)ȱ
Female
Age
MetropolitanȱAreaȱ
YearsȱofȱEducationȱ
QuintilesȱofȱWealth
Whiteȱ+
Mestizo
Black
Mulatto
OtherȱEthnicity
PoliticalȱTolerance
LeftistȱIdeologyȱ++
RightistȱIdeology
OpennessȱtoȱExperience
Guatemalaȱ+++
Bolivia
Peru
Constantȱ
RȬSquared
NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ

Ȭ0.022ȱ
Ȭ0.024ȱ
0.071*ȱ
0.047*ȱ
Ȭ0.018ȱ
Ȭ0.182*ȱ
Ȭ0.16*ȱ
Ȭ0.061*ȱ
Ȭ0.049*ȱ
Ȭ0.049*ȱ

Standardȱ
Errorȱ
(Figureȱ2)ȱ
0.014
0.016
0.029ȱ
0.022ȱ
0.021
0.024
Ȭ0.024ȱ
0.017
0.014
0.014
ȱ
ȱ

Ȭ0.034ȱ
Ȭ0.193*ȱ
Ȭ0.115*ȱ
0.054*ȱ
0.043
5816

Ȭ0.018
0.034
0.020
0.031ȱ

Coefficientȱ
(Figureȱ3)ȱ
Ȭ0.013ȱ
Ȭ0.001ȱ
0.044ȱ
0.007ȱ
Ȭ0.033ȱ
Ȭ0.166*ȱ
0.152*ȱ
Ȭ0.052*ȱ
Ȭ0.048*ȱ
Ȭ0.051*ȱ
0.149*ȱ
0.025ȱ
Ȭ0.080*ȱ
0.136*ȱ
Ȭ0.029ȱ
Ȭ0.177*ȱ
Ȭ0.100*ȱ
0.046*ȱ
0.093ȱ
5578ȱ

Standardȱ
Errorȱ
(Figureȱ3)ȱ
0.014ȱ
0.015ȱ
0.028ȱ
0.022ȱ
0.020ȱ
0.024ȱ
0.025ȱ
0.018ȱ
0.014ȱ
0.014ȱ
0.018ȱ
0.014ȱ
0.016ȱ
0.017ȱ
0.017ȱ
0.033ȱ
0.021ȱ
0.030ȱ

+ȱTheȱreferenceȱcategoryȱisȱindigenous.
++ȱTheȱreferenceȱcategoryȱisȱcentristȱideology.ȱ
+++ȱTheȱreferenceȱcountryȱisȱMexico.ȱ
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Executive Summary. This Insights report explores why women tend to
participate less than men in community activities in Latin America and the
Caribbean. Using data from the 2010 round of the AmericasBarometer surveys, the
report finds some innovative, and yet self-evident, responses to this question. The
analysis shows that this gender gap in participation is not entirely explained by the
fact that women tend to have lower levels of education, political interest, and
political knowledge, which are conventional variables in the explanation of
political participation. I show instead that a great part of the gap in participation
between men and women is explained by gender roles inside the family. Being a
homemaker and having children at home strongly decreases women’s
participation relative to men in community affairs throughout the Americas.

The Insights Series is co-edited by Mitchell A. Seligson, Amy Erica Smith, and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister with
administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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olitical participation at the local level
is usually seen as a defining aspect of
democracy
(Hirschman,
1970).
Among the ways in which citizens can
participate in local politics, in this Insights
paper we look at communal participation, a
form of activism that is increasingly seen as
foundational for stable democratic politics
(Reid, 2000). By organizing at the community
level, citizens can manage to improve their
life conditions by generating local resources
and attracting resources from central
governments and thus overcome some of the
most immediate needs they face. However,
for communal participation to have these
positive democratizing effects, it is vital that
different groups within the community have
the same opportunities to participate. In this
sense, one troubling aspect of community
level politics is the tendency in many
countries for gender bias to manifest itself. In
both the United States and Latin America,
scholars have shown that, on average,
women tend to participate less than men in
different types of political activities (Burns,
Schlozman & Verba, 2001; Kam, Zechmeister
& Wilking, 2008; Deposato & Norrander,
2009).

P

Anȱimportant challenge for both scholars and
policymakers is to explain and help reduce
the gender gap in political participation.
Allowing it to persist only serves to weaken
democracy by denying equal opportunity to
all groups, in this case, women. One frequently
mentioned explanation for the gap is that
women tend to have lower levels of education
and political interest, which are factors
frequently found to be important determinants
of all forms of political participation.1 However,
many analyses show that, even after taking into
account these and other variables theorized by
the mainstream model of political participation
(e.g. education, income, political interest and
knowledge), part of the gap between men and
women still remains to be explained (Verba,
Burns & Schlozman, 1997; Burns, Schlozman &
Verba, 2001, Deposato & Norrander, 2009).
1 In the 2010 round of the AmericasBarometer surveys, men
have on average higher levels of education, wealth and
political interest than women.

Figure 1. The Gender Gap in Community Participation
in Each Country of Latin America, 2010

Another possible explanation for the gap relates
to gender roles in the family, and, more
specifically, to two aspects of family life and the
gendered division of labor. First, the burden of
housework tends to be disproportional between
men and women, being heavier on the latter
(Baxter, 1997). Second, the division of labor
regarding childcare also tends to fall much more
heavily on women than on men (Howell & Day,
2000).
This AmericasBarometer Insights report will,
first, examine the gender gap in community
participation across countries in Latin America
and the Caribbean. Second, it will examine
whether such differences are explained by the
mainstream model of political participation,
which will be represented by indicators such as

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

74

GenderȱandȱCommunityȱParticipationȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbeanȱ
FredericoȱBatistaȱPereiraȱ
education, political interest, and political
knowledge. Finally, this report will analyze to
what extent gender roles in the family help
explain the gap. Two variables are important in
that last step: homemaker status and number of
children at home.

Theȱ Genderȱ Gapȱ inȱ Communityȱ
Participation
The report looks at two survey questions asked
about participation in community activities from
the 2010 round of the AmericasBarometer
surveys by the Latin American Public Opinion
Project (LAPOP),2 in which 40,990 respondents
from 24 countries in Latin America and the
Caribbean were asked the following questions:
CP5. “Now, changing the subject. In the last 12
months have you tried to help to solve a
problem in your community or in your
neighborhood?”
“I am going to read a list of groups and
organizations. Please tell me if you attend their
meetings at least once a week, once or twice a
month, once or twice a year, or never.
CP8. Meetings of a community improvement
committee or association?”
The response options offered were “Never,”
“Once or Twice a Year,” “Once or Twice a
Month,” and “Once a Week.”3 The response
levels were coded from 0 (“Never”) to 3 (“Once
a Week”), and the two variables were added to
form a single variable.4 The final variable was
then transformed to range between 0 and 100.
Figure 1 shows the average gap in community
ȱ Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2010ȱroundȱ mainlyȱ cameȱ fromȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
Importantȱ sourcesȱ ofȱ supportȱ wereȱ alsoȱ theȱ InterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
Developmentȱ Programȱ (UNDP),ȱ andȱ Vanderbiltȱ University.ȱȱ
PriorȱissuesȱinȱtheȱInsightsȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.ȱ Theȱ dataȱ onȱ
whichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱatȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveyȬdata.php.ȱ
3ȱ Itemȱ nonȬresponseȱ forȱ CP6ȱ wasȱ 0.6%.ȱ Itemȱ nonȬresponseȱ
forȱCP8ȱwasȱ0.8%ȱ
4ȱTheȱPearsonȱcorrelationȱbetweenȱtheȱtwoȱvariablesȱwasȱ.38,ȱ
whichȱ isȱ sufficientlyȱ largeȱ toȱ allowȱ theȱ inclusionȱ ofȱ thoseȱ
variablesȱinȱaȱsingleȱconstruct.ȱ
2

participation between men and women for each
of the 24 countries in Latin America and the
Caribbean.5
Figure 1 shows that there are moderate and
statistically significant gender gaps in
community participation in 19 out of the 24
countries across Latin America and the
Caribbean. The gap is not statistically significant
in Uruguay, Costa Rica, or Panama, while it is
statistically significant but in the opposite
direction (i.e., men participate less than women)
in Argentina and Chile. The largest gap in favor
of men is in the Dominican Republic (7.2), while
the average gap is about 2.9.

ExplainingȱtheȱGap
Why do women participate less than men in
community activities across Latin America and
the Caribbean? In order to make a first attempt
to explain the gap, I consider the mainstream
model of political participation, which considers
participation rates to be a product of one’s
general opportunities (e.g., education), resources
(e.g,. wealth), and motivation (e.g., interest in
politics). In the AmericasBarometer survey,
there are eight variables that can be considered
good indicators for this model. Wealth is an
index comprising five quintiles and is based on
an analysis of household assets.6 Education is a
continuous variable measuring years of
schooling. Urban is a binary variable indicating
if the respondent lives in an urban area.
Interpersonal trust is a continuous indicator
ranging from 0 to 100, measuring to what extent
the respondent trusts other people.7 External
efficacy is measured on a 1 to 7 scale.8 Political

ȱAllȱanalysesȱpresentedȱhereȱwereȱconductedȱusingȱSTATAȱ
v11.1.ȱ
6ȱMoreȱdetailsȱaboutȱtheȱconstructionȱofȱthisȱvariableȱcanȱbeȱ
foundȱinȱaȱpreviousȱnumberȱofȱtheȱInsightsȱseriesȱ(Córdova,ȱ
2009).ȱ
7ȱ Interpersonalȱ trustȱ isȱ usuallyȱ seenȱ alongȱ withȱ civicȱ
engagementȱ (participation)ȱ asȱ aȱ componentȱ ofȱ socialȱ capitalȱ
(Brehmȱ &ȱ Rahn,ȱ 1997).ȱ Evenȱ thoughȱ theȱ causalȱ directionȱ
betweenȱ theȱ twoȱ variablesȱ goesȱ beyondȱ theȱ scopeȱ ofȱ thisȱ
report,ȱitȱisȱimportantȱtoȱtakeȱintoȱaccountȱtheȱpossibilityȱthatȱ
citizensȱ thatȱ areȱ mostȱ trustfulȱ ofȱ othersȱ areȱ alsoȱ moreȱ likelyȱ
toȱparticipate.ȱ
8ȱTheȱquestionȱaboutȱexternalȱpoliticalȱefficacyȱ(EFF1)ȱaskedȱ
howȱ muchȱ respondentsȱ agreedȱ orȱ disagreedȱ withȱ theȱ
5
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interest and political knowledge
indicate respondents’ involvement
with politics.9,10 The model also
controls for age and indigenous
identity. Age is a continuous variable
measured
in
complete
years.
Indigenous is a binary variable
indicating whether the respondents
considers herself indigenous.11 The
main independent variable in the
model is a binary variable indicating
if the respondent is a woman. If the
mainstream model entirely explains
the gap, the effect of “Woman”
should be close to zero and not
statistically significant in the model.
The model also includes a binary
variable for each country (except
Uruguay, which is the country of
reference); these country fixed effects
are not shown in the figure.

Figure 2. Weighted Standardized Effects of Gender and Control
Variables on Community Participation, 2010

Figure 2 displays the results from the
mainstream model of political participation.
First, it is notable that the effect of “Woman” is
negative and statistically significant even after
the inclusion of the variables from the
mainstream model. This reveals that factors
such as education, political interest, and
interpersonal trust do not entirely explain the
gap between men and women in community
participation. Second, even though the gap still
has to be explained, most of the variables from
the mainstream model have the expected effects.
Only “Quintiles of Wealth” and “Urban” have
negative and statistically significant effects,
while the other variables have the expected
followingȱ statement:ȱ “Thoseȱ whoȱ governȱ thisȱ countryȱ areȱ
interestedȱ inȱ whatȱ peopleȱ likeȱ youȱ think.”ȱ Itȱ rangesȱ fromȱ 1ȱ
(“Stronglyȱ Disagree”)ȱ toȱ 7ȱ (“Stronglyȱ Agree”).ȱ Itemȱ nonȬ
responseȱforȱthisȱquestionȱwasȱ4.3%ȱ
9ȱ Theȱ questionȱ aboutȱ politicalȱ interestȱ (POL1)ȱ asked:ȱ “Howȱ
muchȱ interestȱ doȱ youȱ haveȱ inȱ politics:ȱ aȱ lot,ȱ some,ȱ littleȱ orȱ
none?”ȱItemȱnonȬresponseȱonȱtheȱquestionȱwasȱaboutȱ1%.ȱȱ
10ȱ Aȱ batteryȱ ofȱ factualȱ politicalȱ informationȱ questionsȱ
measuredȱpoliticalȱknowledge.ȱTheȱquestionsȱwereȱaboutȱtheȱ
numberȱ ofȱ provinces/departments/statesȱ inȱ theȱ countryȱ
(GI1),ȱtheȱnameȱofȱtheȱUSȱPresidentȱ(GI3),ȱandȱtheȱlengthȱofȱ
theȱ presidential/primeȱ ministerialȱ termȱ inȱ theȱ respondent’sȱ
countryȱ(GI4).ȱTheȱquestionsȱwereȱcodedȱ1ȱifȱcorrectȱandȱ0ȱifȱ
incorrect.ȱMissingȱvaluesȱwereȱcodedȱasȱ0.ȱTheȱfinalȱvariableȱ
wasȱtheȱsumȱofȱtheȱthreeȱitems.ȱ
11ȱItemȱnonȬresponseȱforȱthisȱquestionȱ(ETID)ȱwasȱ2%.ȱ

positive effects. So, general factors related to
opportunities, resources, and motivation for
political participation do not fully explain the
existence the gender gap.
The next step is to take into account gender roles
in the family to try to explain the gap. To do so, I
add three variables to the mainstream model in
order to provide a more complete account of the
gender gap in community participation. These
variables attempt to capture the process by
which the division of labor in the home
constrains women’s participation in community
politics. First, a binary variable indicates
whether the respondent declares herself to be a
homemaker.12 Second, the model also includes a
continuous variable for the number of children
still living with the respondent.13 However, in
order to capture the separate effect the number
of children can have for women and men, it is
also necessary to include a multiplicative term
between “Woman” and “Number of Children at
Home.” So, when the respondent is a man,
12ȱRespondentsȱwhoȱsaidȱthatȱtheyȱ“mainlyȱspendȱtheirȱtime”ȱ
byȱ“takingȱcareȱofȱtheȱhome”ȱwereȱcodedȱasȱ“homemakers.”ȱ
Onlyȱ 1.5%ȱ ofȱ maleȱ respondentsȱ choseȱ thisȱ option,ȱ whileȱ
37.2%ȱofȱfemaleȱrespondentsȱdidȱso.ȱMalesȱwhoȱstayȱatȱhomeȱ
wereȱ excludedȱ fromȱ theȱ analysisȱ sinceȱ theyȱ areȱ aȱ residualȱ
categoryȱwithȱdifficultȱinterpretation.ȱ
13ȱ Theȱ variableȱ rangesȱ fromȱ 0ȱ toȱ 20,ȱ withȱ aboutȱ 98%ȱ ofȱ theȱ
casesȱfallingȱbetweenȱ0ȱandȱ5.ȱ
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Figure 3. Weighted Standardized Effects of Gender and Gender
Role Variables on Community Participation, 2010

country indicators, but they are not
shown in the figure due to lack of
space (see Appendix for full models).
The results from Figure 3 show that
gender roles are indeed an important
key to explaining the participatory
gap. The coefficient of “Woman” falls
very close to zero and is not
statistically significant, meaning that
the gap between men and women is
closed when the analysis takes into
account gender roles. Homemaker
status has a negative and statistically
significant effect on community
participation. Regarding the number
of children, the effects have to be
carefully interpreted. Having more
children has a positive effect for men
(since the effect of “Children at
Home” alone is positive), and an

Figure 4. Predicted Values of Community Participation for
Different Types of Respondents, 2010

“Woman” equals 0, and the coefficient of
“Number of Children at Home” refers to the
effect among men. When the respondent is a
woman, the coefficient of “Number of Children”
added to the coefficient of the multiplicative
term represents the effect of having children at
home among women. Figure 3 shows the results
from this model. The model also includes all the
variables from the mainstream model and the

almost null effect among women
(because the positive coefficient of
“Children at Home” is balanced and
neutralized
by
the
negative
multiplicative term). In this sense,
having kids fosters community
participation among men, while it
does not among women, who may be
more directly involved in the day-today care of the children, and who are
probably also taking care of the home.

Therefore, on the one hand, women
are disadvantaged because of the
constraints in having time to
participate, mainly caused by the fact
that on average they tend to care for
children at home to a greater degree
than men. On the other hand, even
though housewives could conceivably
have less time constraints than
women who work, the latter
presumably have more opportunities to learn
skills and avenues for engagement in politics.
Figure 4 helps in the interpretation of the
coefficients just discussed. It displays the
predicted participation for specific types of
respondents, by showing the differences
between male and female respondents, between
respondents with and without children, and
between housewives and non-housewives.
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Figure 5. Gender Gap in Local Level Participation Across
Different Models, 2010

this respect, leaving only Bolivia and
Suriname with gender gaps in need of
additional explanation, a task that might
be taken up by future research on the
subject.

Discussionȱ

Finally, another way to interpret the magnitude
of the contributions of the mainstream and the
gender role models is to see how the gap
decreases as variables are added into the
analysis. Figure 5 compares the initial gap
(“Baseline Model”) when no other variables are
included in the analysis with the gaps in the two
models discussed above.14 The gap drops from
2.9 in the baseline model to 2.1 in the
mainstream model, and it is still statistically
significant. When the gender role variables are
included in the last model, the gap drops from
2.1 to 0.7 and is no longer statistically
significant.
While the analyses here have been conducted in
a manner that considers the Latin American and
Caribbean region as a whole, I also assessed the
models for each country. Regarding the effects
in each country, the mainstream model fully
explains the gap of 7 of the 19 countries where
the gap originally existed, leaving another 12
countries with a gap to be explained. The gender
roles model brings substantial improvements in

This Insights report asked why women
participate less than men in community
activities in Latin America and the
Caribbean. In addition to variables that
are typically seen as explaining the
existence of this type of gap, such as
education,
political
interest,
and
interpersonal trust, the analysis here also
took into account factors related to gender
roles in the family. For that purpose,
variables measuring homemaker status
and the number of children at home were
included in the analysis in order to verify
if the gender gap in community participation
could be better explained when these variables
are taken into account.
The findings from the empirical analysis using
the 2010 round of the Americas Barometer
survey clearly indicate that gender roles are
fundamental in understanding the gap. While
variables from the mainstream model of political
participation help to explain a small part of the
gap, homemaker status and number of children
at home are shown to be major factors in the
differences between men and women.
The results presented in this Insights report have
some important practical implications. The 2010
round of the AmericasBarometer surveys
confirms that there is a gap between men and
women in regards to community participation,
and shows that this gap is explained by gender
roles in the family. In this sense, increasing
women’s participation in communities across
the area depends heavily on developing
strategies and forms of participation that take
into account the trade-off many women face
between taking care of the family and engaging
in politics.

14

This gap corresponds to the effect of gender on
community participation in a model that only takes
into account age, urban/rural residence, indigenous
ethnicity, and the country fixed effects.

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

78

GenderȱandȱCommunityȱParticipationȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbeanȱ
FredericoȱBatistaȱPereiraȱ

References

Howell,

Baxter,ȱ Janeen.ȱ 1997.ȱ “Genderȱ Equalityȱ andȱ
Participationȱ inȱ Housework:ȱ Aȱ CrossȬ
NationalȱPerspective.”ȱ Journalȱ ofȱ Comparativeȱ
FamilyȱStudiesȱ28ȱ(3):ȱ220Ȭ247.ȱ
Brehm,ȱ John,ȱ andȱ Wendyȱ Rahn.ȱ 1997.ȱ “IndividualȬ
Levelȱ Evidenceȱ forȱ theȱ Causesȱ andȱ
Consequencesȱ ofȱ Socialȱ Capital.”ȱ Americanȱ
JournalȱofȱPoliticalȱScienceȱ41ȱ(3):ȱ999Ȭ1023.ȱ
Burns, Nancy, Kay Lehman Schlozman, and Sidney
Verba. 2001. The private roots of public action:
Gender, equality, and political participation.
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.
Córdova, Abby. 2009. “Methodological Note:
Measuring Relative Wealth using Household
Asset Indicators.” Insights Series No. I0806.
Vanderbilt University: Latin American
Public Opinion Project (LAPOP).
Desposato, Scott, and Barbara Norrander. 2009. “The
Gender Gap in Latin America: Contextual
and Individual Influences on Gender and
Political Participation.” British Journal of
Political Science 39 (1): 141-162.

Susan,
and
Christine
Day.
2000.
“Complexities of the Gender Gap”. Journal of
Politics 62 (3): 858-874.

Hirschman, Albert. 1970. Exit, Voice, and Loyalty:
Responses to Decline in Firms, Organizations,
and States. Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press.
Kam,ȱ Cindy,ȱ Elizabethȱ Zechmeister,ȱ andȱ Jenniferȱ
Wilking.ȱ 2008.ȱ “Fromȱ theȱ Gapȱ toȱ Chasm:ȱ
Genderȱ andȱ Participationȱ Amongȱ NonȬ
Hispanicȱ Whitesȱ andȱ Mexicanȱ Americans.”ȱ
PoliticalȱResearchȱQuarterlyȱ61ȱ(2):ȱ205Ȭ218.ȱȱ
Reid,ȱ J.ȱ Norman.ȱ 2000.ȱ Communityȱ Participation:ȱ Howȱ
Peopleȱ Powerȱ Bringsȱ Sustainableȱ Benefitsȱ toȱ
Communities.ȱ USDAȱ Ruralȱ Developmentȱ Ȭȱ
OfficeȱofȱCommunityȱDevelopment.ȱ
Verba,ȱ Sidney,ȱ Nancyȱ Burns,ȱ andȱ Kayȱ Lehmanȱ
Schlozman.ȱ 1997.ȱ “Knowingȱ andȱ Caringȱ
Aboutȱ Politics:ȱ Genderȱ andȱ Politicalȱ
Engagement.”ȱJournalȱofȱPoliticsȱ59ȱ(4):ȱȱ1051Ȭ
1072.ȱ

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

79

GenderȱandȱCommunityȱParticipationȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbeanȱȱ
FredericoȱBatistaȱPereiraȱ

Appendix.ȱPredictorsȱofȱCommunityȱParticipationȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱ
theȱCaribbean

Political Knowledge
Political Interest
External Efficacy
Interpersonal Trust
Woman
Urban
Age
Quintiles of Wealth
Education
Indigenous

Mainstream Model
Standardized Coefficient
(Standard Error)
0.023*
(0.007)
0.134*
(0.007)
0.040*
(0.006)
0.039*
(0.006)
-0.045*
(0.006)
-0.078*
(0.009)
0.095*
(0.006)
-0.019*
(0.007)
0.059*
(0.007)
0.042*
(0.006)

Homemaker
Children at Home
Woman*Children at Home
Mexico
Guatemala
El Salvador
Honduras
Nicaragua
Costa Rica

0.040*
(0.008)
0.096*
(0.009)
0.057*
(0.009)
0.018
(0.010)
0.054*
(0.009)
0.018*

Gender Roles Model
Standardized Coefficient
(Standard Error)
0.028*
(0.008)
0.128*
(0.008)
0.037*
(0.007)
0.046*
(0.007)
-0.013
(0.011)
-0.086*
(0.010)
0.061*
(0.008)
-0.015
(0.008)
0.066*
(0.009)
0.035*
(0.007)
-0.031*
(0.007)
0.081*
(0.010)
-0.045*
(0.013)
0.036*
(0.010)
0.084*
(0.010)
0.052*
(0.011)
0.008
(0.012)
0.047*
(0.009)
0.014
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Panama
Colombia
Ecuador
Bolivia
Peru
Paraguay
Chile
Brazil
Venezuela
Argentina
Dominican Republic
Haiti
Jamaica
Guyana
Trinidad & Tobago
Belize
Suriname
Constant
R-Squared
F-test
Number of Obs.
*p<0.05

(0.009)
0.021
(0.013)
0.028*
(0.008)
0.055*
(0.011)
0.102*
(0.013)
0.075*
(0.009)
0.115*
(0.010)
0.017
(0.009)
0.015
(0.014)
0.090*
(0.010)
0.015
(0.008)
0.116*
(0.010)
0.158*
(0.010)
0.055*
(0.010)
0.029*
(0.010)
0.031*
(0.008)
0.023*
(0.008)
-0.011
(0.010)
-0.002
(0.008)
0.084
56.74*
36963

(0.012)
0.002
(0.013)
0.019*
(0.009)
0.042*
(0.013)
0.095*
(0.015)
0.073*
(0.010)
0.097*
(0.011)
0.015
(0.010)
0.004
(0.016)
0.085*
(0.011)
0.006
(0.010)
0.110*
(0.011)
0.168*
(0.011)
0.042*
(0.012)
0.010
(0.012)
0.012
(0.009)
0.005
(0.009)
-0.025*
(0.012)
0.038*
(0.009)
0.093
46.63*
26262

Note: Coefficients are statistically significant at *p<0.05, two-tailed
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Executive Summary: This Insights report assesses how various
measures related to corruption predict the public’s acceptance of
interruptions in democratic processes. When considering a scenario of
high corruption, corruption victimization is one of the strongest predictors
of support for a military takeover of the government. In contrast, an
individual’s perception of corruption in general does not significantly
influence his or her support for a coup d'état. In addition, those who are
older, more educated and who are wealthy are more likely to oppose
military-takeovers under a scenario of high corruption, along with those
citizens who have a positive perception of the government’s attempt to
curb corruption.
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orruptionȱisȱviewedȱbyȱsomeȱasȱtheȱ
“grease”ȱ thatȱ makesȱ itȱ possibleȱ forȱ
democracyȱ toȱ functionȱ (Mertonȱ
1957;ȱseeȱalsoȱHuntingtonȱ1968),ȱbutȱ
corruptionȱ canȱ alsoȱ haveȱ theȱ perniciousȱ effectȱ
ofȱ weakeningȱ publicȱ supportȱ forȱ democracyȱ
(e.g.,ȱMorrisȱandȱKlesnerȱ2010).ȱPublicȱsupportȱ
forȱ democracyȱ isȱ especiallyȱ criticalȱ inȱ regionsȱ
ofȱ theȱ worldȱ inȱ whichȱ “interruptions”ȱ toȱ
normalȱ democraticȱ politicsȱ haveȱ notȱ beenȱ
uncommon.ȱ Inȱ Latinȱ America,ȱ Valenzuelaȱ
(2004)ȱ countedȱ 14ȱ preȬtermȱ departuresȱ ofȱ
presidentsȱ betweenȱ 1985ȱ andȱ 2004,ȱ andȱ asȱ
recentlyȱasȱ2009,ȱtheȱregionȱwitnessedȱanotherȱ
suchȱ incidentȱ whenȱ theȱ Honduranȱ militaryȱ
escortedȱ Presidentȱ Zelayaȱ outȱ ofȱ theȱ countryȱ
(seeȱ Seligsonȱ andȱ Boothȱ 2009).ȱ ȱ Asȱ Seligsonȱ
andȱBoothȱ(2009)ȱsuggest,ȱpublicȱtoleranceȱforȱ
unconstitutionalȱ
andȱ
undemocraticȱ
maneuversȱcanȱfuelȱinstabilityȱbyȱsignalingȱtoȱ
elitesȱ theȱ public’sȱ willingnessȱ toȱ acquiesceȱ toȱ
suchȱ turnsȱ ofȱ events.ȱ ȱ Thus,ȱ inȱ aȱ regionȱ inȱ
whichȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ areȱ highȱ
(Seligsonȱ andȱ Smithȱ 2010),ȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ toȱ
understandȱtheȱwaysȱinȱwhichȱcorruptionȱcanȱ
leadȱ individualsȱ toȱ expressȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
approvalȱ forȱ interruptionsȱ toȱ theȱ democraticȱ
rulesȱofȱtheȱgame.ȱ

Cȱ

Thisȱ Insightsȱ report1ȱ focusesȱ onȱ theȱ followingȱ
questionȱ fromȱ theȱ 2010ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ survey2ȱ byȱ LAPOP,ȱ inȱ
whichȱ 38,521ȱ surveyȱ participantsȱ statedȱ thatȱ itȱ
wouldȱorȱwouldȱnotȱbeȱjustifiedȱforȱtheȱmilitaryȱ
toȱ takeȱ power.ȱ Hereȱ isȱ theȱ questionȱ thatȱ theyȱ
wereȱasked:ȱȱ
JC13:ȱ [Someȱ peopleȱ sayȱ thatȱ underȱ someȱ
circumstancesȱ itȱ wouldȱ beȱ justifiedȱ forȱ theȱ
militaryȱofȱthisȱcountryȱtoȱtakeȱpowerȱbyȱaȱcoupȱ
ȱ Priorȱ issuesȱ inȱ theȱ Insightsȱ Seriesȱ canȱ beȱ foundȱ atȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.ȱ Theȱ dataȱ onȱ
whichȱ
theyȱ
areȱ
basedȱ
canȱ
beȱ
foundȱ
atȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveyȬdata.phpȱ
2ȱ Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2010ȱroundȱ mainlyȱ cameȱ fromȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
Importantȱ sourcesȱ ofȱ supportȱ wereȱ alsoȱ theȱ InterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
DevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.
1

Figure 1. Support for Military Coups Under
High Corruption
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2010

d’étatȱ (militaryȱ coup).ȱ Inȱ yourȱ opinionȱ wouldȱ aȱ
militaryȱ coupȱ beȱ justifiedȱ underȱ theȱ followingȱ
circumstances:]ȱ whenȱ thereȱ isȱ aȱ lotȱ ofȱ
corruption.3ȱ
Figureȱ 14ȱ showsȱ theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ
whoȱwouldȱsupportȱaȱmilitaryȱcoupȱdȇétatȱunderȱ
conditionsȱ ofȱ highȱ corruption.ȱ Theȱ highestȱ
percentageȱ ofȱ supportȱ isȱ foundȱ inȱ Belizeȱ atȱ
58.0%,ȱ withȱ Mexico,ȱ Peru,ȱ Guatemala,ȱ andȱ Elȱ
Salvadorȱ allȱ atȱ orȱ aboveȱ 51.9%ȱ inȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ
militaryȱ takeȬover.ȱ Theȱ greatȱ majorityȱ ofȱ

ȱ NonȬresponseȱ wasȱ 1.83%ȱ forȱ thisȱ questionȱ acrossȱ theȱ
sample.ȱTheȱquestionȱwasȱnotȱaskedȱinȱHaiti,ȱwhichȱdoesȱnotȱ
haveȱ anȱ army.ȱ Theȱ questionȱ wasȱ customizedȱ forȱ Costaȱ Ricaȱ
andȱ Panamaȱ byȱ replacingȱ “losȱ militares”ȱ withȱ “Fuerzaȱ
Pública”ȱ andȱ “Fuerzaȱ Públicaȱ deȱ Panamá,”ȱ respectivelyȱ asȱ
theseȱ twoȱ countriesȱ alsoȱ doȱ notȱ haveȱ armies.ȱ Analysisȱ wasȱ
conductedȱusingȱSTATAȱv12.
4ȱ Becauseȱ theȱ focusȱ ofȱ theȱ Insightsȱ seriesȱ isȱ onȱ theȱ Latinȱ
Americanȱ andȱ Caribbeanȱ region,ȱ Iȱ excludeȱ theȱ U.S.ȱ andȱ
Canadaȱ fromȱ theȱ comparativeȱ analysisȱ inȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ andȱ allȱ
subsequentȱanalyses.ȱ
3
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countriesȱ areȱ withinȱ theȱ
30%ȱ toȱ lowȱ 40%ȱ supportȱ
Figure 2. Socio-economic and Demographic Characteristics
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Predicting the Likelihood of Supporting a Military Take-Over
Chile,ȱ Panama,ȱ Suriname,ȱ
F=34.583
N =36704
andȱArgentina,ȱallȱwithȱlessȱ
Female
thanȱ 30%ȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ
Age
expressingȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ
militaryȱ takeȬoverȱ ofȱ theȱ
Education
stateȱ
givenȱ
corruptȱ
1st Quintile of Wealth
governmentalȱ conditions.ȱ
Atȱ firstȱ glance,ȱ itȱ mayȱ notȱ 2nd Quintile of Wealth
beȱ surprisingȱ toȱ findȱ 3rd Quintile of Wealth
Argentinaȱ atȱ theȱ bottom,ȱ
4th Quintile of Wealth
withȱ 20.8%ȱ support,ȱ givenȱ
Urban
itsȱ poorȱ experiencesȱ withȱ
repressiveȱ militaryȱ ruleȱ inȱ
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nationsȱ haveȱ experiencedȱ
similarȱ strugglesȱ withȱ
supportȱ forȱ aȱ militaryȱ coup,ȱ givenȱ thatȱ higherȱ
militaryȱ regimesȱ andȱ stillȱ reportedȱ relativelyȱ
educationȱisȱarguedȱtoȱfosterȱdemocraticȱvalues.ȱ
highȱ numbers.ȱ Forȱ example,ȱ 52.8%ȱ ofȱ
Previousȱ researchȱ (Lipsetȱ 1959;ȱ Glaeserȱ etȱ al.ȱ
respondentsȱ inȱ Guatemalaȱ saidȱ aȱ militaryȱ takeȬ
2006)ȱ indicatesȱ thatȱ thereȱ isȱ aȱ consistentlyȱ highȱ
overȱ wouldȱ beȱ justifiedȱ underȱ theȱ specifiedȱ
correlationȱ betweenȱ educationȱ andȱ stableȱ
condition.ȱȱ
democraciesȱ overȱ theȱ pastȱ halfȬcentury.ȱ Manyȱ
Whileȱ mostȱ countriesȱ fallȱ withinȱ aȱ 12.8ȱ
scholarsȱ alsoȱ (Lipsetȱ 1959;ȱ Krishnaȱ 2008;ȱ
percentageȱ pointȱ rangeȱ (betweenȱ 32.9%ȱ andȱ
Córdovaȱ andȱ Seligsonȱ 2010)ȱ theorizeȱ thatȱ
45.7%)ȱwithȱrespectȱtoȱaverageȱratesȱofȱjustifyingȱ
economicȱ difficultiesȱ atȱ theȱ individualȱ levelȱ
aȱ militaryȱ takeȬover,ȱ thereȱ isȱ stillȱ substantialȱ
correlateȱ withȱ reducedȱ supportȱ forȱ democracy.ȱ
variationȱ amongȱ theȱ 23ȱ nationsȱ reportedȱ inȱ
Thisȱ followsȱ inȱ theȱ veinȱ ofȱ thinkingȱ thatȱ “poorȱ
Figureȱ 1.ȱ Givenȱ theȱ rangeȱ ofȱ responsesȱ toȱ thisȱ
peopleȱ makeȱ poorȱ democrats,”ȱ althoughȱ recentȱ
questionȱ inȱ aȱ regionȱ withȱ aȱ longȱ historyȱ ofȱ
scholarshipȱ findsȱ evidenceȱ againstȱ thisȱ
militaryȱ dictatorsȱ andȱ coups,ȱ itȱ appearsȱ asȱ ifȱ
argumentȱ (Krishnaȱ 2008,ȱ p.ȱ 5).ȱ Therefore,ȱ Iȱ
additionalȱ factorsȱ thanȱ justȱ aȱ nation’sȱ priorȱ
expectȱ toȱ seeȱ theȱ mostȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ militaryȱ
experienceȱ withȱ democraticȱ stabilityȱ affectȱ
takeȬoverȱamongȱtheȱpoorest.ȱ
publicȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ futureȱ militaryȱ takeȬoverȱ
Figureȱ 2ȱ presentsȱ theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ aȱ logisticȱ
underȱconditionsȱofȱhighȱcorruption.ȱ
regressionȱ analysisȱ thatȱ assessesȱ howȱ educationȱ
andȱ wealth,ȱ butȱ alsoȱ gender,ȱ urbanȱ residence,ȱ
IndividualȱCharacteristicsȱandȱSupportȱ
andȱage,ȱrelateȱtoȱsupportȱforȱaȱmilitaryȱcoup.ȱInȱ
forȱ aȱ Militaryȱ Takeoverȱ Givenȱ Highȱ
orderȱ toȱ examineȱ theȱ effectsȱ forȱ differentȱ levelsȱ
Corruptionȱ
ofȱ wealth,ȱ theȱ wealthȱ measureȱ isȱ dividedȱ intoȱ
fiveȱquintiles.5ȱ
Inȱ thisȱ section,ȱ Iȱ examineȱ theȱ wayȱ fiveȱ
socioeconomicȱ andȱ demographicȱ variablesȱ
predictȱpublicȱsupportȱforȱaȱmilitaryȱtakeȬoverȱofȱ
theȱstateȱduringȱtimesȱofȱhighȱcorruption.ȱFirst,ȱIȱ
expectȱ educationȱ toȱ beȱ aȱ negativeȱ predictorȱ ofȱ

ȱ Eachȱ variableȱ wasȱ testedȱ forȱ linearity,ȱ butȱ evidenceȱ forȱ
nonlinearityȱ wasȱ onlyȱ foundȱ inȱ theȱ wealthȱ variable.ȱ Theȱ
richestȱquintileȱwasȱpreservedȱasȱtheȱbaselineȱforȱcomparisonȱ

5
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Eachȱ independentȱ variableȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ
analysisȱ isȱ listedȱ onȱ theȱ verticalȱ axis.ȱ Theȱ dotȱ
representsȱ theȱ impactȱ ofȱ theȱ variable,ȱ andȱ theȱ
barȱrepresentsȱtheȱconfidenceȱinterval.ȱWhenȱtheȱ
barȱ doesȱ notȱ intersectȱ theȱ verticalȱ “0”ȱ line,ȱ thatȱ
variableȱisȱstatisticallyȱsignificant.ȱWhileȱgenderȱ
andȱ urbanȱ versusȱ ruralȱ areȱ notȱ statisticallyȱ
significant,ȱ theȱ otherȱ variablesȱ are,ȱ withȱ 95%ȱ
confidence.ȱ

Whileȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ militaryȱ takeȬoverȱ underȱ
conditionsȱ ofȱ highȱ corruptionȱ canȱ beȱ partiallyȱ
explainedȱ byȱ theseȱ individualȱ characteristics,ȱ
broaderȱ attitudesȱ concerningȱ corruptionȱ
throughoutȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ theȱ Caribbeanȱ
mustȱ beȱ consideredȱ inȱ orderȱ toȱ fullyȱ appreciateȱ
regionalȱcommitmentȱtoȱdemocracy.ȱȱ

Theȱdataȱsupportȱmyȱexpectationȱforȱeducation:ȱ
educationȱisȱaȱnegativeȱpredictorȱofȱsupportȱofȱaȱ
militaryȱ takeȬover.ȱ Theȱ resultsȱ alsoȱ showȱ thatȱ
ageȱisȱaȱsignificantȱnegativeȱpredictor,ȱwithȱolderȱ
individualsȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ supportȱ aȱ coup.ȱ Thisȱ
couldȱ beȱ dueȱ toȱ theȱ factȱ thatȱ theȱ youngerȱ
membersȱ ofȱ theseȱ societiesȱ didȱ notȱ liveȱ underȱ
theȱ authoritarianȱ regimesȱ thatȱ tookȱ holdȱ inȱ
manyȱcountriesȱinȱtheȱ1960sȱandȱ1970sȱ(Córdovaȱ
andȱSeligsonȱ2010),ȱorȱitȱmayȱbeȱthatȱtheȱyoungȱ
inȱ generalȱ areȱ moreȱ inclinedȱ thanȱ theȱ oldȱ toȱ
acceptȱ undemocraticȱ transitionsȱ ofȱ power.ȱ Thisȱ
findingȱrequiresȱmoreȱstudy.ȱȱ

Whileȱ itȱ mayȱ seemȱ obviousȱ thatȱ corruptionȱ hasȱ
deleteriousȱeffectsȱonȱdemocracyȱinȱgeneral,ȱitȱisȱ
importantȱtoȱdiscernȱwhatȱaspectsȱofȱcorruptionȱ
makeȱindividualȱcitizensȱmoreȱproneȱtoȱsupportȱ
aȱ militaryȱ takeȬoverȱ underȱ aȱ highȱ corruptionȱ
scenario.ȱClearly,ȱindividualȱsocioȬeconomicȱandȱ
demographicȱ characteristicsȱ shedȱ someȱ lightȱ onȱ
theȱ issue,ȱ butȱ whatȱ specificallyȱ aboutȱ corruptionȱ
makesȱ individualsȱ willingȱ toȱ abandonȱ theȱ rulesȱ
ofȱtheȱdemocraticȱgame?ȱȱ

Wealthȱ mattersȱ asȱ well,ȱ butȱ theȱ resultsȱ areȱ
somewhatȱ differentȱ thanȱ Iȱ hadȱ originallyȱ
expected.ȱ Comparedȱ toȱ theȱ wealthiestȱ quintile,ȱ
allȱ lowerȱ wealthȱ quintilesȱ expressȱ greaterȱ
supportȱ forȱ aȱ militaryȱ takeȬoverȱ inȱ timesȱ ofȱ
corruption.ȱ Interestingly,ȱ theȱ nonlinearȱ resultsȱ
showȱ thatȱ theȱ leastȱ wealthyȱ doȱ notȱ showȱ moreȱ
supportȱ forȱ aȱ coupȱ thanȱ theȱ middleȱ classes,ȱ
whichȱ isȱ consistentȱ withȱ theȱ researchȱ reportedȱ
byȱKrishnaȱnotedȱabove.6ȱ

againstȱtheȱfourȱdummyȱvariables.ȱSeeȱAbbyȱCórdova,ȱ2009,ȱ
“Methodologicalȱ Note:ȱ Measuringȱ Relativeȱ Wealthȱ usingȱ
Householdȱ Assetȱ Indicators”ȱ forȱ aȱ descriptionȱ ofȱ theȱ
constructionȱofȱtheȱwealthȱindex:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights/I0806en.pdf
6ȱ Ifȱ anything,ȱ theȱ secondȱ quintileȱ ofȱ wealthȱ appearsȱ toȱ
expressȱ marginallyȱ lowerȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ militaryȱ takeȬover,ȱ
butȱ thatȱ resultȱ isȱ notȱ statisticallyȱ significant,ȱ asȱ theȱ modelȱ
showsȱtheȱeffectsȱforȱtheȱfourȱlowerȱwealthȱquintilesȱareȱnotȱ
statisticallyȱdistinctȱfromȱeachȱother.ȱToȱfurtherȱconsiderȱtheȱ
economicȱdimension,ȱdrawingȱuponȱideasȱpresentedȱinȱotherȱ
scholarshipȱ (see,ȱ e.g.,ȱ Krishnaȱ 2008),ȱ Iȱ conductedȱ aȱ seriesȱ ofȱ
logisticȱ regressionȱ analysesȱ toȱ determineȱ ifȱ theȱ
macroeconomicȱsituationȱofȱeachȱcountryȱhadȱaȱconditioningȱ
effectȱonȱtheȱrelationshipȱbetweenȱwealthȱandȱtheȱindividualȱ
respondent’sȱ willingnessȱ toȱ supportȱ aȱ coup.ȱ Toȱ doȱ so,ȱ Iȱ

CorruptionȱandȱDemocraticȱSupportȱ

Itȱisȱimportantȱtoȱconsiderȱhowȱcorruptionȱmightȱ
motivateȱ citizensȱ toȱ discardȱ theirȱ democraticȱ
valuesȱ andȱ permitȱ aȱ militaryȱ coupȱ dȇétat.ȱ And,ȱ
yet,ȱ thisȱ isȱ notȱ aȱ perfectlyȱ straightforwardȱ task,ȱ
asȱmerelyȱdefiningȱcorruptionȱhasȱlongȱstymiedȱ
politicians,ȱ scholarsȱ andȱ theȱ massȱ media.ȱ
Transparencyȱ Internationalȱ (TI),ȱ aȱ leadingȱ NonȬ
Governmentalȱ Organizationȱ whichȱ hasȱ spentȱ
nearlyȱ twoȱ decadesȱ raisingȱ corruptionȱ
awareness,ȱdefinesȱitȱasȱ“theȱabuseȱofȱentrustedȱ
powerȱ forȱ privateȱ gain”ȱ (Transparencyȱ
Internationalȱ 2010,ȱ p.ȱ 5).ȱ Yet,ȱ someȱ scholarsȱ
(Anderssonȱ andȱ Heywoodȱ 2009)ȱ objectȱ toȱ theȱ
termȱ “entrusted”ȱ powers,ȱ asȱ ifȱ thoseȱ officials,ȱ
dictatorsȱandȱdespotsȱwhoȱareȱneverȱ“entrusted”ȱ
withȱ powerȱ cannotȱ beȱ corrupt.7ȱ Othersȱ (Brownȱ
dividedȱ theȱ countriesȱ aboveȱ andȱ belowȱ aȱ Grossȱ Nationalȱ
Incomeȱ (GNI)ȱ ofȱ US$4,000,ȱ respectively,ȱ andȱ thenȱ ranȱ theȱ
modelȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ forȱ eachȱ subset.ȱ Interestingly,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ
showȱthatȱindividualȱwealthȱisȱonlyȱaȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱ
predictorȱ ofȱ individualȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ coupȱ inȱ theȱ moreȱ
wealthyȱcountries,ȱthatȱis,ȱthoseȱ withȱaȱperȱcapitaȱGNIȱoverȱ
US$4,000.
7ȱTheȱPearson’sȱcorrelationȱbetweenȱJC13ȱandȱTransparencyȱ
International’sȱ 2010ȱ Corruptionȱ Perceptionsȱ Index,ȱ
presentedȱ inȱ Appendixȱ C,ȱ showsȱ littleȱ correlationȱ andȱ
underscoresȱ theȱ difficultyȱ inȱ analyticallyȱ studyingȱ variousȱ
facetsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ fromȱ theȱ macroȱ andȱ microȱ levelsȱ (Seeȱ
Ruhl,ȱ2011).
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2006;ȱ Alatasȱ 1990),ȱ however,ȱ generallyȱ agreeȱ
withȱ Transparencyȱ Internationalȱ andȱ identifyȱ
betrayalȱ ofȱ trustȱ asȱ theȱ mostȱ basic,ȱ universallyȱ
comprehensibleȱconceptionȱofȱcorruption.8ȱȱ
Toȱcastȱaȱbroadȱnetȱwithȱrespectȱtoȱmeasuresȱofȱ
publicȱopinionȱconcerningȱcorruption,ȱIȱexamineȱ
threeȱ specificȱ indicatorsȱ ofȱ publicȱ opinionȱ asȱ
theyȱrelateȱtoȱsupportȱforȱaȱmilitaryȱtakeȬoverȱinȱ
theȱ presenceȱ ofȱ corruption:ȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱ (measuredȱ inȱ termsȱ ofȱ incidentȱ
counts)9,ȱ governmentȱ performanceȱ withȱ respectȱ
toȱ combatingȱ corruption10,ȱ andȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ
politicalȱcorruption.11ȱ
Withȱ respectȱ toȱ corruptionȱ victimization,ȱ
scholarshipȱ (Seligsonȱ 2002,ȱ 2006;ȱ Dininio,ȱ 2009)ȱ
suggestsȱ thatȱ thisȱ isȱ aȱ leadingȱ contributorȱ toȱ anȱ
individual’sȱ willingnessȱ toȱ supportȱ antiȬ
democraticȱ movementsȱ suchȱ asȱ aȱ militaryȱ takeȬ
overȱofȱtheȱcurrentȱregime.ȱStudiesȱofȱcorruptionȱ
victimizationȱ “haveȱ anȱ appealingȱ authenticityȱ
becauseȱ theyȱ drawȱ onȱ theȱ personalȱ experiencesȱ
ofȱ thousandsȱ ofȱ peopleȱ ratherȱ thanȱ onȱ
perceptions”ȱ (Ruhlȱ 2011,ȱ p.ȱ 44).12ȱ Basingȱ theirȱ
claimsȱ onȱ thisȱ seeminglyȱ moreȱ objectiveȱ
indicatorȱ ofȱ victimization,ȱ manyȱ scholarsȱ
maintainȱ thatȱ personalȱ contactȱ withȱ episodesȱ ofȱ
8

 Brownȱ (2006,ȱ p.ȱ 76)ȱ recognizesȱ thatȱ thereȱ isȱ noȱ basicȱ
template,ȱsoȱresearchersȱmustȱpreserveȱtheȱessentialȱbetrayalȱ
ofȱ trustȱ componentȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ whileȱ basingȱ “theirȱ
analysisȱdeeplyȱwithinȱtheȱspecificȱsocialȱcontextȱwithȱwhichȱ
theyȱareȱconcerned.”
9ȱ Thisȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ countȱ measureȱ isȱ calculatedȱ
usingȱ theȱ EXCȱ seriesȱ ofȱ questions,ȱ inquiringȱ theȱ numberȱ ofȱ
waysȱaȱcitizenȱhasȱbeenȱvictimizedȱinȱtheȱpastȱyearȱthroughȱ
bribingȱtheȱpolice,ȱcourts,ȱschoolȱofficials,ȱcoworkers,ȱhealthȱ
serviceȱproviders,ȱmunicipalȱworkers,ȱorȱpublicȱemployees.ȱ
10ȱThisȱisȱbasedȱonȱaȱrescaledȱversionȱofȱquestionȱN9,ȱaskingȱ
respondentsȱ onȱ aȱ scaleȱ ofȱ 1Ȭ7,ȱ “Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ wouldȱ youȱ
sayȱ theȱ currentȱ administrationȱ combatsȱ governmentȱ
corruption?”ȱ withȱ 1ȱ correspondingȱ toȱ “Notȱ atȱ all”ȱ andȱ 7ȱ
correspondingȱtoȱ“Aȱlot.”
11ȱ Thisȱ wasȱ measuredȱ usingȱ aȱ rescaledȱ versionȱ ofȱ questionȱ
EXC7,ȱ “Takingȱ intoȱ accountȱ yourȱ ownȱ experienceȱ orȱ whatȱ
youȱhaveȱheard,ȱcorruptionȱamongȱpublicȱofficialsȱisȱ(1)ȱVeryȱ
commonȱ (2)ȱ Commonȱ (3)ȱ Uncommonȱ orȱ (4)ȱ Veryȱ
uncommon?”
12ȱ Ruhlȱ (2011)ȱ alsoȱ presentsȱ evidenceȱ thatȱ measuresȱ ofȱ
corruptionȱvictimizationȱareȱweakenedȱbyȱtheȱunwillingnessȱ
ofȱ respondentsȱ toȱ admitȱ toȱ participatingȱ inȱ illegalȱ activitiesȱ
suchȱasȱbribery.

corruptionȱ suchȱ asȱ briberyȱ “erodesȱ beliefȱ inȱ theȱ
legitimacyȱ ofȱ theȱ politicalȱ system”ȱ (Seligsonȱ
2006,ȱ p.ȱ 382).ȱ Inȱ fact,ȱ Dininioȱ (2009,ȱ p.ȱ 148)ȱ
concludesȱthatȱcorruptionȱvictimizationȱnotȱonlyȱ
inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ butȱ alsoȱ inȱ Africaȱ “wasȱ theȱ
largestȱ reasonȱ forȱ peopleȱ toȱ rateȱ theirȱ
governmentȱ asȱ lessȱ legitimate,ȱ aheadȱ ofȱ crimeȱ
victimization,ȱ personalȱ income,ȱ andȱ whetherȱ orȱ
notȱ aȱ personȱ votedȱ forȱ theȱ governmentȱ inȱ
power.”ȱȱ
Scholarshipȱ alsoȱ pointsȱ toȱ theȱ potentialȱ
relevanceȱ ofȱ governmentȱ effortsȱ toȱ combatȱ
corruption.ȱ Dininioȱ (2009,ȱ p.ȱ 153)ȱ assertsȱ thatȱ
successfulȱ governmentȱ programsȱ aimedȱ atȱ
eliminatingȱ corruptionȱ willȱ “mobilizeȱ civilȱ
society,ȱ theȱ businessȱ sector,ȱ andȱ mediaȱ andȱ
enlistȱ themȱ asȱ keyȱ stakeholdersȱ andȱ partnersȱ inȱ
thisȱ [governmental]ȱ effort.”ȱ Byȱ involvingȱ theȱ
publicȱ atȱ largeȱ inȱ collaborativeȱ corruptionȱ
fightingȱ programs,ȱ oneȱ mightȱ inferȱ thatȱ
democraticȱ tendenciesȱ shouldȱ beȱ bolsteredȱ
underȱsuchȱconditions.ȱȱ
Exogenousȱ factorsȱ suchȱ asȱ internationalȱ aidȱ canȱ
alsoȱ affectȱ publicȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ theȱ efficacyȱ ofȱ
antiȬcorruptionȱ programsȱ and,ȱ byȱ extension,ȱ
regimeȱlegitimacy.ȱForȱexample,ȱAnderssonȱandȱ
Heywoodȱ (2009)ȱ suggestȱ thatȱ manyȱ
internationalȱ “goodȱ governance”ȱ initiativesȱ areȱ
almostȱ exclusivelyȱ directedȱ atȱ thoseȱ countriesȱ
withȱ alreadyȱ wellȱ functioningȱ antiȬcorruptionȱ
programs.ȱAlthoughȱtheȱexternalȱaidȱmightȱraiseȱ
theȱ saliencyȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ inȱ general,ȱ theseȱ
programsȱ mightȱ alsoȱ reinforceȱ theȱ public’sȱ
perceptionȱ ofȱ theirȱ government’sȱ successȱ inȱ
combatingȱ corruptionȱ whileȱ neglectingȱ thoseȱ
countriesȱ whoseȱ antiȬcorruptionȱ programsȱ areȱ
strugglingȱorȱnonexistent.ȱȱ
Forȱtheȱlastȱcategory,ȱperceptionsȱofȱcorruption,ȱ
theȱ literatureȱ indicatesȱ thatȱ itȱ playsȱ aȱ roleȱ inȱ
publicȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ overallȱ regime.ȱ Morrisȱ andȱ
Klesnerȱ (2010)ȱ argueȱ thatȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
corruptionȱ andȱ trustȱ inȱ governmentȱ areȱ
endogenouslyȱlinked.ȱTheyȱassertȱthatȱaȱ“lackȱofȱ
trustȱinȱpoliticiansȱorȱinstitutionsȱcombinesȱwithȱ
theȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ toȱ createȱ theȱ
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expectationȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ
andȱ inductivelyȱ feedȱ
Figure 3. Regression Analysis of the Determinants of Public
corruptȱ behavior”ȱ (Morrisȱ
Support for a Military Take-Over
F=33.316
andȱ Klesnerȱ 2010,ȱ p.ȱ
N =34390
Female
1266).13ȱ Seligsonȱ (2002,ȱ
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2006)ȱ alsoȱ acknowledgesȱ
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theȱroleȱthatȱperceptionsȱofȱ
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corruptionȱ playȱ inȱ regimeȱ
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democracy.ȱ
Heȱ
Urban
characterizesȱ trustȱ asȱ “anȱ
Corruption Victimization
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Gov't. Combats Corruption
legitimacy”ȱ whichȱ canȱ beȱ
Perception of Corruption
diminishedȱbyȱperceptionsȱ
-0.3
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-0.1
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ofȱ corruptionȱ (Seligsonȱ
95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
2002,ȱ p.ȱ 427).ȱ Ruhlȱ (2011,ȱ
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2010
p. 52)ȱ reachesȱ aȱ similar
conclusion,ȱ statingȱ that
inȱ Figureȱ 2,ȱ weȱ firstȱ seeȱ thatȱ theȱ inclusionȱ ofȱ
“publicȱ distrustȱ generatedȱ byȱ widespread
theseȱ threeȱ measuresȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ doȱ notȱ
corruptionȱ makesȱ itȱ difficultȱ toȱ buildȱ theȱ broad
significantlyȱ alterȱ theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ theȱ socioȬ
massȱ supportȱ forȱ democracyȱ necessaryȱ for
economicȱandȱdemographicȱpredictors.15ȱȱ
democraticȱconsolidation.”ȱInȱthisȱway,ȱitȱseems
thatȱ theȱ public’sȱ tendencyȱ toȱ loseȱ trustȱ inȱ the
Moreȱ importantly,ȱ theȱ modelȱ indicatesȱ thatȱ
governmentȱ dueȱ toȱ perceivedȱ corruptionȱ could
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ isȱ theȱ singleȱ greatestȱ
ultimatelyȱ undermineȱ theȱ legitimacyȱ ofȱ the
predictorȱ ofȱ supportingȱ aȱ militaryȱ takeȬoverȱ
regimeȱandȱopenȱtheȱpossibilityȱofȱsupportȱforȱa
underȱ conditionsȱ ofȱ highȱ corruption.ȱ Theȱ large,ȱ
coupȱdȇétat.
significantȱ andȱ positiveȱ effectȱ isȱ consistentȱ withȱ
expectationsȱ drawnȱ fromȱ theȱ literature,ȱ asȱ
Figureȱ 3ȱ presentsȱ theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ aȱ logisticȱ
discussedȱ above.ȱ Theȱ moreȱ victimizedȱ anȱ
regressionȱ modelȱ incorporatingȱ theseȱ threeȱ
individualȱisȱbyȱcorruption,ȱtheȱmoreȱlikelyȱheȱorȱ
indicatorsȱ ofȱ publicȱ opinionȱ withȱ respectȱ toȱ
sheȱ isȱ toȱ acceptȱ militaryȱ interventionȱ underȱ aȱ
14
corruption. ȱByȱcomparingȱtheseȱresultsȱtoȱthoseȱ
scenarioȱ ofȱ highȱ corruption.ȱ Asȱ expected,ȱ theȱ
13ȱItȱisȱbeyondȱtheȱscopeȱofȱthisȱreportȱtoȱparseȱtheȱanalysisȱinȱ
resultsȱalsoȱshowȱthatȱpositiveȱperceptionsȱofȱtheȱ
suchȱ aȱ wayȱ asȱ toȱ assessȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ whichȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
government’sȱ efficacyȱ inȱ combatingȱ corruptionȱ
corruptionȱfuelȱundemocraticȱattitudesȱand,ȱsimultaneously,ȱ
negativelyȱpredictȱsupportȱforȱaȱcoup.ȱȱ

theȱ reverse.ȱ Itȱ isȱ worthȱ notingȱ thatȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ
couldȱ alsoȱ beȱ endogenouslyȱ relatedȱ toȱ democraticȱ attitudes,ȱ
thoughȱ presumablyȱ thatȱ linkȱ shouldȱ beȱ comparativelyȱ
weaker.ȱAsȱSeligsonȱ(2002,ȱpp.ȱ423Ȭ424)ȱwritesȱ“Rather,ȱthoseȱ
experiencingȱ briberyȱ haveȱ aȱ lowerȱ levelȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ
legitimacyȱofȱtheȱsystemȱthanȱthoseȱwhoȱdoȱnot.ȱPresumablyȱ
theȱ directionȱ ofȱ causalityȱ hereȱ isȱ clearȱ sinceȱ thoseȱ fromȱ
whomȱ bribesȱ wereȱ solicitedȱ couldȱ notȱ beȱ selectedȱ byȱ publicȱ
officialsȱbecauseȱofȱtheȱlatter’sȱforeknowledgeȱofȱtheȱformer’sȱ
legitimacyȱperceptions.ȱOrȱcouldȱthey?ȱWhatȱifȱbribeȱtargetsȱ
areȱ selectedȱ preciselyȱ becauseȱ theȱ incumbentȱ politicalȱ partyȱ
favorsȱitsȱfriendsȱandȱ‘taxes’ȱitsȱenemies?”
14ȱ Iȱ alsoȱ performedȱ theȱ logisticȱ regressionȱ analysisȱ withȱ aȱ
trustȱ indexȱ basedȱ onȱ theȱ AmericasBarometer’sȱ “Bȱ series”ȱ ofȱ
trustȱ inȱ institutionsȱ questions.ȱ Iȱ foundȱ thatȱ itsȱ inclusionȱ
causedȱ publicȱ opinionȱ ofȱ theȱ government’sȱ efficacyȱ inȱ

combatingȱ corruptionȱ toȱ beȱ statisticallyȱ insignificantȱ toȱ itsȱ
supportȱofȱaȱcoup.ȱInȱaȱwayȱthatȱfitsȱwithȱtheȱliterature,ȱthisȱ
suggestsȱ thatȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ governmentȱ andȱ itsȱ abilityȱ toȱ
combatȱcorruptionȱareȱrelated,ȱwithȱtrustȱbeingȱaȱmediatingȱ
variableȱ whenȱ incorporatedȱ intoȱ theȱ militaryȱ takeȬoverȱ
model.ȱȱ
15ȱ Iȱ consideredȱ theȱ relevanceȱ ofȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ militaryȱ asȱ aȱ
predictorȱ andȱ foundȱ thatȱ itȱ isȱ positiveȱ andȱ significantȱ ifȱ
addedȱtoȱtheȱmodelȱpresentedȱinȱFigureȱ3;ȱyet,ȱtheȱresultsȱofȱ
theȱ otherȱ predictorsȱ wereȱ notȱ affectedȱ byȱ theȱ inclusionȱ ofȱ
publicȱtrustȱinȱtheȱmilitary.
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Finally,ȱ publicȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ inȱ
generalȱareȱnotȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱpredictorsȱ
ofȱ anȱ individual’sȱ likelihoodȱ toȱ discardȱ theȱ
democracyȱ andȱ supportȱ aȱ militaryȱ takeȬover.ȱ
Thisȱ nullȱ resultȱ remainsȱ evenȱ ifȱ theȱ otherȱ twoȱ
indicatorsȱ relatedȱ toȱ corruptionȱ areȱ removedȱ
fromȱtheȱmodel.ȱThus,ȱtheȱresultsȱsuggestȱthatȱaȱ
government’sȱ effortsȱ withȱ respectȱ toȱ combatingȱ
corruptionȱ andȱ actualȱ experiencesȱ areȱ moreȱ
importantȱ predictorsȱ ofȱ one’sȱ willingnessȱ toȱ
stickȱ toȱ theȱ rulesȱ ofȱ theȱ democraticȱ gameȱ underȱ
highȱ corruptionȱ thanȱ areȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
corruption.ȱ Itȱ mayȱ beȱ thatȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
corruptionȱlowerȱtrustȱinȱgovernment,ȱasȱothersȱ
haveȱ shown,ȱ butȱ simplyȱ perceivingȱ corruptionȱ
doesȱnotȱnecessarilyȱtranslateȱintoȱaȱsituationȱinȱ
whichȱ theȱ publicȱ deemsȱ theȱ currentȱ regimeȱ
illegitimateȱ orȱ otherwiseȱ worthyȱ ofȱ beingȱ
replacedȱbyȱmilitaryȱgovernance.ȱȱ

Discussionȱ
Thisȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ examinedȱ theȱ factorsȱ thatȱ
mightȱ causeȱ theȱ generalȱ publicȱ toȱ abandonȱ theȱ
democraticȱ rulesȱ ofȱ theȱ gameȱ andȱ supportȱ aȱ
militaryȱ takeȬoverȱ ofȱ theirȱ ownȱ stateȱ whenȱ
corruptionȱ isȱ high.ȱ Whileȱ theȱ generalȱ public’sȱ
seeminglyȱ highȱ overallȱ willingnessȱ toȱ backȱ aȱ
militaryȱ coupȱ dȇétatȱ underȱ suchȱ conditionsȱ
seemsȱtoȱindicateȱsomeȱweaknessesȱwithȱrespectȱ
toȱtheȱpublic’sȱcommitmentȱtoȱdemocraticȱvaluesȱ
acrossȱtheȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbean,ȱthisȱ
reportȱ focusedȱ onȱ whatȱ predictsȱ individualȱ
opinionsȱonȱthisȱissue.ȱȱ
Asȱ theȱ resultsȱ show,ȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ whichȱ anȱ
individualȱ citizenȱ hasȱ beenȱ victimizedȱ byȱ
corruptionȱ provesȱ toȱ beȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ strongestȱ
predictorsȱ forȱ hisȱ orȱ herȱ supportȱ ofȱ aȱ militaryȱ
coupȱunderȱconditionsȱofȱhighȱcorruption.ȱEvenȱ
thoughȱ someȱ (see,ȱ e.g.,ȱ Ruhlȱ 2011)ȱ suggestȱ thatȱ
thereȱ areȱ difficultiesȱ inȱ measuringȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱdueȱtoȱselfȬreportingȱonȱpotentiallyȱ
illegalȱ acts,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ stillȱ indicateȱ aȱ strongȱ
correlationȱ betweenȱ one’sȱ reportedȱ exposureȱ toȱ
corruptȱ practicesȱ andȱ decreasedȱ democraticȱ
values.ȱȱ

Additionally,ȱ theȱ government’sȱ perceivedȱ
efficacyȱ inȱ fightingȱ corruptionȱ negativelyȱ
predictsȱ publicȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ militaryȱ takeover.ȱ
Itȱ isȱ importantȱ thatȱ internationalȱ organizationsȱ
andȱ aidȱ agenciesȱ doȱ notȱ limitȱ antiȬcorruptionȱ
effortsȱ solelyȱ toȱ thoseȱ countriesȱ withȱ alreadyȱ
wellȱ establishedȱ antiȬcorruptionȱ programs.ȱ Asȱ
manyȱ scholarsȱ haveȱ noted,ȱ fearȱ ofȱ squanderingȱ
andȱ misuseȱ mightȱ sometimesȱ causeȱ economicȱ
aidȱ agenciesȱ toȱ shyȱ awayȱ fromȱ thoseȱ countriesȱ
thatȱareȱsufferingȱtheȱmostȱfromȱcorruptionȱandȱ
couldȱuseȱforeignȱassistance.ȱForȱexample,ȱ“Theȱ
U.S.ȱ government’sȱ Millenniumȱ Challengeȱ
Account…ȱ announcedȱ thatȱ countriesȱ invitedȱ toȱ
bidȱ forȱ aidȱ wouldȱ haveȱ toȱ demonstrateȱ theirȱ
commitmentȱ toȱ goodȱ governance”ȱ (Anderssonȱ
andȱ Heywoodȱ 2009,ȱ p.ȱ 758).ȱ Theȱ literatureȱ
suggestsȱthatȱthisȱlackȱofȱabilityȱtoȱapplyȱforȱaidȱ
diminishesȱ theȱ possibilityȱ ofȱ effectiveȱ antiȬ
corruptionȱ programs,ȱ thusȱ negativelyȱ effectingȱ
publicȱperceptionȱofȱgovernmentȱefficacyȱwhereȱ
corruptionȱ isȱ high.ȱ Thisȱ “viciousȱ cycle”ȱ mightȱ
partiallyȱ explainȱ whyȱ thoseȱ countriesȱ thatȱ
successfullyȱ combatȱ corruptionȱ enjoyȱ moreȱ
politicalȱ legitimacyȱ andȱ stabilityȱ inȱ general.ȱ Atȱ
theȱ individualȱ level,ȱ thisȱ researchȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ
thoseȱ whoȱ perceiveȱ moreȱ efficaciousȱ effortsȱ toȱ
combatȱ corruptionȱ willȱ beȱ moreȱ committedȱ toȱ
theȱ democraticȱ rulesȱ ofȱ theȱ game.ȱ And,ȱ thus,ȱ itȱ
underscoresȱ theȱ importanceȱ ofȱ programsȱ thatȱ
targetȱ corruptionȱ broadlyȱ asȱ opposedȱ toȱ onlyȱ
withinȱselectedȱcountries.ȱ
Finally,ȱ andȱ toȱ conclude,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ presentedȱ
hereȱ areȱ hearteningȱ inȱ thatȱ theyȱ suggestȱ thatȱ
highȱperceptionsȱofȱcorruptionȱamongȱtheȱpublicȱ
doȱ notȱ necessarilyȱ translateȱ intoȱ aȱ lackȱ
democraticȱ values.ȱ Thisȱ isȱ importantȱ forȱ bothȱ
academicsȱ andȱ policymakers,ȱ asȱ antiȬcorruptionȱ
campaignsȱmayȱraiseȱtheȱsalienceȱofȱcorruption.ȱ
Whileȱ suchȱ increasedȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ
mayȱ erodeȱ trustȱ inȱ governmentȱ (Seligsonȱ 2002,ȱ
2006;ȱ Morrisȱ andȱ Klesnerȱ 2010),ȱ theyȱ doȱ notȱ
necessarilyȱ likewiseȱ erodeȱ supportȱ forȱ
democraticȱgovernance.ȱ
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AppendixȱAȱ
Tableȱ1.ȱPearson’sȱCorrelationȱbetweenȱJC13ȱandȱTransparencyȱInternational’sȱ2010ȱCorruptionȱ
PerceptionsȱIndexȱ
SupportȱforȱCoupȱ

2010ȱCorruptionȱPerceptionsȱIndex*ȱ

Mexicoȱ

0.57ȱ

0.31ȱ

Peruȱ

0.55ȱ

0.35ȱ

Guatemalaȱ

0.528ȱ

0.32ȱ

ElȱSalvadorȱ

0.519ȱ

0.36ȱ

Nicaraguaȱ

0.457ȱ

0.25ȱ

Ecuadorȱ

0.449ȱ

0.25ȱ

Guyanaȱ

0.446ȱ

0.27ȱ

Colombiaȱ

0.422ȱ

0.35ȱ

DominicanȱRepublicȱ

0.42ȱ

0.3ȱ

Boliviaȱ

0.414ȱ

0.28ȱ

Paraguayȱ

0.408ȱ

0.22ȱ

Trinidadȱ&ȱTobagoȱ

0.374ȱ

0.36ȱ

Hondurasȱ

0.366ȱ

0.24ȱ

Brazilȱ

0.355ȱ

0.37ȱ

Jamaicaȱ

0.347ȱ

0.33ȱ

Uruguayȱ

0.344ȱ

0.69ȱ

CostaȱRicaȱ

0.337ȱ

0.53ȱ

Venezuelaȱ

0.329ȱ

0.2ȱ

Chileȱ

0.294ȱ

0.72ȱ

Panamaȱ

0.265ȱ

0.36ȱ

Argentinaȱ

0.208ȱ

0.29ȱ

PearsonȇsȱCorrelationȱCoefficient

Ȭ0.278946751ȱ

*1ȱIndicatesȱȈveryȱclean.Ȉȱ0ȱIndicatesȱȈhighlyȱcorruptȈ
**InȱadditionȱtoȱtheȱUnitedȱStates,ȱCanadaȱandȱHaiti,ȱbothȱSurinameȱandȱBelizeȱwereȱomittedȱfromȱtheȱ
correlationȱdueȱtoȱaȱlackȱofȱdataȱfromȱtheȱ2010ȱCorruptionȱPerceptionsȱIndex.ȱ
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AppendixȱBȱ
Tableȱ2.ȱDeterminantsȱofȱSupportȱforȱMilitaryȱTakeȬOverȱunderȱHighȱCorruptionȱinȱLatinȱ
AmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbean,ȱ2010ȱ
Coefficientȱ

StandardȱErrorȱ

Coefficientȱ

StandardȱErrorȱ

Urban

Ȭ0.009ȱ

0.018ȱ

0.007ȱ

0.019ȱ

4thȱQuintileȱofȱWealth+ȱ

0.049*ȱ

0.015ȱ

0.053*ȱ

0.015ȱ

3rdȱQuintileȱofȱWealthȱ

0.057*ȱ

0.016ȱ

0.068*ȱ

0.016ȱ

2ndȱQuintileȱofȱWealthȱ

0.072*ȱ

0.016ȱ

0.081*ȱ

0.017ȱ

1 ȱQuintileȱofȱWealthȱ

0.057*ȱ

0.019ȱ

0.067*ȱ

0.019ȱ

Education

Ȭ0.143*ȱ

0.016

Ȭ0.164*ȱ

0.016ȱ

Age

Ȭ0.240*ȱ

0.013

Ȭ0.249*ȱ

0.013ȱ

0.007ȱ

0.010ȱ

0.020ȱ

0.011ȱ

PerceptionȱofȱCorruption

Ȭ0.023ȱ

0.014ȱ

GovernmentȱCombatsȱCorruption

Ȭ0.057*ȱ

0.014ȱ

CorruptionȱVictimization

0.091*ȱ

0.015ȱ

st

Femaleȱ

Mexicoȱ

0.162*ȱ

0.021ȱ

0.150*ȱ

0.022ȱ

Guatemalaȱ

0.120*ȱ

0.020ȱ

0.112*ȱ

0.021ȱ

ElȱSalvadorȱ

0.117*ȱ

0.021ȱ

0.113*ȱ

0.021ȱ

Honduras

Ȭ0.019ȱ

0.021

Ȭ0.026ȱ

0.022ȱ

Nicaraguaȱ

0.053*ȱ

0.023ȱ

0.053*ȱ

0.024ȱ

CostaȱRica

Ȭ0.027ȱ

0.025

Ȭ0.038ȱ

0.026ȱ

Panama

Ȭ0.083*ȱ

0.020

Ȭ0.083*ȱ

0.020ȱ

Colombiaȱ

0.045*ȱ

0.021ȱ

0.052*ȱ

0.022ȱ

Ecuadorȱ

0.105*ȱ

0.031ȱ

0.101*ȱ

0.031ȱ

Boliviaȱ

0.058ȱ

0.033ȱ

0.054ȱ

0.035ȱ

Peruȱ

0.156*ȱ

0.022ȱ

0.138*ȱ

0.022ȱ

Paraguayȱ

0.030ȱ

0.020ȱ

0.015ȱ

0.021ȱ

Chile

Ȭ0.042ȱ

0.024

Ȭ0.030ȱ

0.025ȱ

Brazil

Ȭ0.017ȱ

0.036

Ȭ0.033ȱ

0.038ȱ

Venezuela

Ȭ0.019ȱ

0.030

Ȭ0.018ȱ

0.028ȱ

Argentinaȱȱ

Ȭ0.146*ȱ

0.030

Ȭ0.167*ȱ

0.031ȱ

DominicanȱRep.ȱ

0.047*ȱ

0.023ȱ

0.045ȱ

0.023ȱ

Jamaicaȱ

0.002ȱ

0.026

Ȭ0.004ȱ

0.026ȱ

Guyanaȱ

0.061*ȱ

0.028ȱ

0.047ȱ

0.030ȱ

Trinidadȱ&ȱTobagoȱ

0.009ȱ

0.022

Ȭ0.023ȱ

0.022ȱ

Belizeȱ

0.150*ȱ

0.022ȱ

0.135*ȱ

0.024ȱ

Suriname

Ȭ0.087*ȱ

0.024

Ȭ0.099*ȱ

0.024ȱ

Constant

Ȭ0.423*ȱ

0.019

Ȭ0.396*ȱ

0.019ȱ

Fȱȱ
NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ
*ȱp<0.05

34.58
36,704

33.32ȱ
34,390ȱ

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱ*p<0.05,ȱtwoȬtailed.ȱ
CountryȱofȱReference:ȱUruguayȱ
+CategoryȱofȱReference:ȱ5thȱquintileȱofȱwealth
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ȱ

SupportsȱIronȱFistȱRule?ȱȱ

ByȱCorneliaȱBuchanan,ȱLizȱDeAngelo,ȱRuidanȱMa,ȱChrisȱTaylorȱ
VanderbiltȱUniversityȱ
ȱ
Executiveȱ
Summary:ȱ Thisȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ investigatesȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ whichȱ performanceȱ
ȱ
failures,ȱ andȱ otherȱ factors,ȱ influenceȱ publicȱ attitudesȱ overȱ soȱ calledȱ “ironȱ fist”ȱ policies,ȱ
ȱ
whichȱ
isȱ centralizedȱ getȬtoughȱ approachesȱ toȱ governance,ȱ knownȱ inȱ SpanishȬspeakingȱ
ȱ
LatinȱAmericaȱasȱ“manoȱdura.”ȱUsingȱdataȱfromȱtheȱ2010ȱAmericasBarometerȱsurvey,ȱweȱ
ȱ
ȱ
examineȱ
theȱ extentȱ toȱ whichȱ citizensȱ supportȱ aȱ policyȱ ofȱ ironȱ fistȱ ruleȱ ratherȱ thanȱ
ȱ
preferringȱ
widespreadȱ publicȱ participationȱ inȱ governanceȱ issues.ȱ Weȱ findȱ thatȱ supportȱ
ȱ
forȱmanoȱduraȱvariesȱacrossȱcountries,ȱthoughȱsupportȱforȱitȱisȱnotȱtheȱmajorityȱopinionȱinȱ
ȱ
anyȱ
countryȱ inȱ theȱ Americas.ȱ Weȱ findȱ thatȱ educationȱ isȱ theȱ strongestȱ predictorȱ ofȱ
ȱ
ȱ
oppositionȱ
toȱ manoȱ duraȱ amongȱ socioeconomicȱ variables,ȱ whileȱ levelȱ ofȱ wealthȱ isȱ lessȱ
ȱ
consequential.ȱ Focusingȱ onȱ theȱ influenceȱ ofȱ governmentȱ performanceȱ failuresȱ inȱ
ȱ
predictingȱsupportȱforȱmanoȱduraȱpolicies,ȱweȱfindȱthatȱcrimeȱvictimization,ȱperceptionsȱ
ȱ
ofȱȱ insecurity,ȱ directȱ experienceȱ withȱ corruption,ȱ andȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ allȱ
ȱ
independentlyȱ
predictȱ increasedȱ supportȱ forȱ manoȱ dura.ȱ Inȱ addition,ȱ weȱ findȱ thatȱ
ȱ
interpersonalȱ
trustȱ matters:ȱ thoseȱ lowerȱ inȱ socialȱ trustȱ areȱ moreȱ supportiveȱ ofȱ ironȱ fistȱ
ȱ
rule.ȱ
ȱ

LAPOPȱisȱpleasedȱtoȱnoteȱthatȱthisȱreportȱwasȱdevelopedȱandȱwrittenȱbyȱ
undergraduateȱstudentsȱparticipatingȱinȱaȱVanderbiltȱUniversityȱhonorsȱ
seminarȱinȱtheȱSpringȱofȱ2012.ȱThatȱclass,ȱHONS186,ȱwasȱtaughtȱbyȱ
ProfessorȱE.ȱJ.ȱZechmeisterȱandȱMargaritaȱCorralȱactedȱasȱteachingȱassistant.ȱ
Authorȱnamesȱareȱlistedȱhereȱinȱalphabeticalȱorder;ȱbiographiesȱofȱtheȱauthorsȱ
areȱprovidedȱinȱtheȱreportȱappendix.ȱ

TheȱInsightsȱSeriesȱisȱcoȬeditedȱbyȱMitchellȱA.ȱSeligson,ȱAmyȱEricaȱSmith,ȱandȱElizabethȱJ.ȱZechmeisterȱwithȱ
administrative,ȱtechnical,ȱandȱintellectualȱsupportȱfromȱtheȱLAPOPȱgroupȱatȱVanderbilt.ȱ
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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I

nȱ recentȱ times,ȱ crimeȱ ratesȱ haveȱ beenȱ
steadilyȱ increasingȱ andȱ widelyȱ affectingȱ
ȱ
societiesȱ withinȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ andȱ
Caribbeanȱ regionsȱ (e.g.,ȱ Maloneȱ 2010).ȱ Crimeȱ
andȱtheȱinsecurityȱitȱfostersȱposeȱmajorȱobstaclesȱ
toȱ democratizationȱ (Pérezȱ 2003Ȭ2004).ȱ Someȱ
governmentsȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ haveȱ turnedȱ toȱ
manoȱ duraȱ programsȱ orȱ ironȱ fistȱ policies,ȱ whichȱ
useȱ hardlineȱ andȱ militaristicȱ approachesȱ toȱ
combatȱ crime.ȱ People’sȱ supportȱ forȱ manoȱ duraȱ
differsȱdependingȱonȱaȱrangeȱofȱfactors,ȱbutȱmostȱ
scholarsȱ haveȱ hithertoȱ focusedȱ predominantlyȱ
onȱcrime.ȱWhenȱfearȱofȱcrimeȱisȱhigh,ȱpeopleȱareȱ
moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ acceptȱ aȱ manoȱ duraȱ authoritarianȱ
approachȱ toȱ combatȱ crimeȱ (Goldstein,ȱ Achá,ȱ
Hinojosa,ȱ andȱ Ronckenȱ 2007).ȱ Additionally,ȱ
supportȱ forȱ manoȱ duraȱ isȱ highestȱ inȱ countriesȱ
whereȱcrimeȱratesȱareȱtheȱhighestȱ(Maloneȱ2006).ȱ
Inȱ orderȱ toȱ examineȱ moreȱ broadlyȱ whatȱ factorsȱ
leadȱ toȱ supportȱ forȱ manoȱ duraȱ acrossȱ theȱ
Americas,ȱ weȱ assessȱ andȱ compareȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ
whichȱvariousȱindicatorsȱofȱperformanceȱfailure,ȱ
asȱ wellȱ asȱ interpersonalȱ trust,ȱ predictȱ attitudesȱ
towardȱironȱfistȱgovernanceȱinȱtheȱAmericas.ȱȱ
Thisȱ reportȱ focusesȱ onȱ theȱ followingȱ questionȱ
fromȱ theȱ 2010ȱ AmericasBarometer1ȱ surveyȱ byȱ
LAPOP2:ȱ
DEM11.ȱ“Doȱyouȱthinkȱthatȱourȱcountryȱneedsȱaȱ
governmentȱ withȱ anȱ ironȱ fist,ȱ orȱ thatȱ problemsȱ
canȱbeȱresolvedȱwithȱeveryoneȇsȱparticipation?”3ȱ
Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ peopleȱ whoȱ
favorȱ ironȱ fistȱ rule,ȱ asȱ opposedȱ toȱ “everyone’sȱ
1

ȱFundingȱforȱtheȱ2010ȱroundȱmainlyȱcameȱfromȱtheȱUnitedȱ
StatesȱAgencyȱforȱInternationalȱDevelopmentȱ(USAID).ȱ
Importantȱ sourcesȱ ofȱ supportȱ wereȱ alsoȱ theȱ InterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
DevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversityȱ
2ȱ Priorȱ issuesȱ inȱ theȱ Insightsȱ Seriesȱ canȱ beȱ foundȱ at:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.phpȱ
Theȱ dataȱ onȱ whichȱ theyȱ areȱ basedȱ canȱ beȱ foundȱ atȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveyȬdata.phpȱ
3ȱTheȱquestionȱwasȱaskedȱtoȱ42,486ȱrespondentsȱacrossȱallȱ26ȱ
countriesȱ(aȱsplitȱsampleȱformatȱinȱtheȱUSȱandȱCanadaȱmeantȱ
theȱ questionȱ wasȱ askedȱ ofȱ onlyȱ 750ȱ individualsȱ inȱ eachȱ ofȱ
theseȱtwoȱcountries);ȱtheȱnonȬresponseȱrateȱacrossȱtheȱpooledȱ
sampleȱisȱ2.7%.

Figure 1. Support for Iron Fist Rule in the Americas,
2010
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participation,”ȱ byȱ countryȱ withȱ confidenceȱ
intervals.ȱ Weȱ noticeȱ thatȱ fewerȱ thanȱ 50%ȱ ofȱ
peopleȱ favorȱ ironȱ fistȱ ruleȱ inȱ allȱ countriesȱ
surveyed,ȱ whichȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ theȱ publicȱ inȱ theȱ
Americasȱ generallyȱ doesȱ notȱ supportȱ ironȱ fistȱ
rule.ȱYet,ȱsupportȱforȱironȱfistȱruleȱvariesȱacrossȱ
countries.ȱ Guyanaȱ demonstratesȱ theȱ leastȱ
supportȱforȱironȱfistȱruleȱatȱ5.4%,ȱwhileȱParaguayȱ
exhibitsȱ theȱ highestȱ supportȱ atȱ 44.4%.ȱ Notȱ
surprisinglyȱ givenȱ priorȱ researchȱ connectingȱ
violenceȱ toȱ preferenceȱ forȱ ironȱ fistȱ rule,ȱ
Honduras,ȱ Elȱ Salvador,ȱ andȱ Guatemala,ȱ theȱ
threeȱ countriesȱ withȱ theȱ highestȱ homicideȱ ratesȱ
inȱ theȱ Centralȱ Americanȱ region,4ȱ haveȱ someȱ ofȱ
theȱ highestȱ ratesȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ manoȱ dura.ȱ Weȱ
alsoȱnoticeȱthatȱtheȱcountriesȱareȱnotȱgroupedȱatȱ

4ȱ CasasȬZamora,ȱ Kevin.ȱ 2011ȱ (Mayȱ 25).ȱ ȱ “U.S.ȬCentralȱ
AmericaȱSecurityȱCooperation.”ȱUnitedȱStatesȱSenateȱCaucusȱ
onȱInternationalȱNarcoticsȱControl,ȱWrittenȱtestimony.ȱ
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theȱ twoȱ extremes;ȱ instead,ȱ theȱ figureȱ showsȱ aȱ
steadyȱincreaseȱofȱsupportȱforȱironȱfistȱruleȱfromȱ
5.4%ȱtoȱ44.4%.ȱȱ

logisticȱregression.ȱWeȱalsoȱexcludeȱtheȱU.S.ȱandȱ
Canadaȱ fromȱ thisȱ andȱ additionalȱ analyses,ȱ inȱ
orderȱ toȱ focusȱ onȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ andȱ
Caribbeanȱregions.ȱ

Weȱ findȱ Costaȱ Rica’sȱ supportȱ levelȱ forȱ ironȱ fistȱ
ruleȱ atȱ 41.3%ȱ particularlyȱ interesting,ȱ becauseȱ
Theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ theȱ regressionȱ analysisȱ areȱ
peopleȱ inȱ Costaȱ Ricaȱ generallyȱ haveȱ
presentedȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2.ȱ Asȱ withȱ allȱ Insightsȱ
comparativelyȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ
reports,ȱ theȱ dotȱ inȱ theȱ figureȱ representsȱ theȱ
democracy.5ȱ Thisȱ seemingȱ discrepancyȱ betweenȱ
standardizedȱregressionȱcoefficientȱandȱtheȱlinesȱ
representȱ theȱ 95%ȱ confidenceȱ intervalsȱ aroundȱ
supportȱ ofȱ ironȱ fistȱ ruleȱ andȱ democracyȱ
illustratesȱ thatȱ theȱ twoȱ areȱ notȱ mutuallyȱ
thatȱ estimate.ȱ Theȱ resultsȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ
exclusiveȱ (seeȱ Seligsonȱ 2003).6ȱ Further,ȱ itȱ
demonstrateȱ thatȱ livingȱ inȱ urbanȱ versusȱ ruralȱ
areasȱ doesȱ notȱ haveȱ aȱ significantȱ effectȱ onȱ
suggestsȱ thatȱ theȱ wordȱ “democracy”ȱ mayȱ haveȱ
people’sȱsupportȱforȱmanoȱdura,ȱwhichȱisȱseenȱinȱ
differentȱ nuancesȱ andȱ connotationsȱ inȱ differentȱ
theȱ figureȱ byȱ theȱ
countries.ȱ Despiteȱ theȱ
confidenceȱ intervalȱ linesȱ
interestingȱ crossȬnational
ȱ[A]sȱlevelsȱofȱeducation
overlappingȱ withȱ theȱ
differencesȱ thatȱ weȱ seeȱ inȱ
theȱdata,ȱinȱthisȱreportȱweȱ
increase,ȱpeopleȱbecomeȱlessȱ verticalȱ “0”ȱ line.ȱ Onȱ theȱ
focusȱ onȱ individualȬlevelȱ
otherȱ hand,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ
likelyȱtoȱsupportȱmanoȱdura.ȱ showȱthatȱpeopleȱwhoȱareȱ
explanationsȱ ofȱ supportȱ
forȱmanoȱdura.ȱ
wealthier,ȱ younger,ȱ andȱ
femaleȱ areȱ significantlyȱ
lessȱlikelyȱtoȱsupportȱmanoȱdura.ȱȱ
SocioeconomicȱandȱDemographicȱ

PredictorsȱofȱSupportȱforȱanȱIronȱ
FistȱRuleȱ
Whatȱatȱtheȱindividualȱlevelȱpredictsȱsupportȱforȱ
ironȱ fistȱ rule?ȱ Inȱ thisȱ sectionȱ weȱ firstȱ examineȱ aȱ
simpleȱ modelȱ inȱ whichȱ weȱ predictȱ supportȱ forȱ
manoȱduraȱwithȱfiveȱstandardȱsocioeconomicȱandȱ
demographicȱ measures:ȱ urbanȱ (versusȱ rural)ȱ
areaȱ ofȱ residence;ȱ wealthȱ (measuredȱ inȱ
quintiles)7;ȱ age;ȱ sex;ȱ andȱ education.ȱ Becauseȱ theȱ
dependentȱ variableȱ isȱ dichotomous,ȱ weȱ runȱ aȱ
ȱ Seligson,ȱ Mitchellȱ A.ȱ andȱ Amyȱ Ericaȱ Smith.ȱ 2010.ȱ ȈTheȱ
Politicalȱ Cultureȱ ofȱ Democracy,ȱ 2010.Ȉȱ AmericasBarometerȱ
Insightsȱ
Series.ȱ
(Decemberȱ
13,ȱ
2010).ȱ<http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights/2010Ȭ
RegRepȬen2.pdf>.ȱ(Aprilȱ3,ȱ2012).
6ȱ Seligsonȱ (2003,ȱ p.ȱ 563)ȱ discussesȱ surveyȱ researchȱ showingȱ
thatȱ “respondentsȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ canȱ simultaneouslyȱ
preferȱleadersȱwhoȱruleȱwithȱaȱstrongȱhandȱwhileȱpreferringȱ
democracyȱoverȱdictatorship.”ȱ
7
Seeȱ Abbyȱ Córdova,ȱ 2009,ȱ “Methodologicalȱ Note:ȱ
Measuringȱ Relativeȱ Wealthȱ usingȱ Householdȱ Assetȱ
Indicators”ȱ forȱ aȱ descriptionȱ ofȱ theȱ constructionȱ ofȱ theȱ
wealthȱindex:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights/I0806en.pdf
5

Toȱ evaluateȱ theȱ effectȱ ofȱ educationȱ onȱ supportȱ
forȱ manoȱ dura,ȱ weȱ compareȱ respondentsȱ withȱ
primary,ȱ secondary,ȱ andȱ universityȱ educationsȱ
toȱ thoseȱ withȱ noȱ educationȱ (theȱ latterȱ isȱ theȱ
omittedȱ comparisonȱ categoryȱ inȱ theȱ analysis).ȱ
Weȱ expectȱ thatȱ peopleȱ withȱ higherȱ educationȱ
levelsȱwillȱbeȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱsupportȱ“everyone’sȱ
participation”ȱoverȱmanoȱdura.ȱGlaeser,ȱPonzettoȱ
andȱ Shleiferȱ (2007)ȱ argueȱ thatȱ educationȱ
promotesȱ civicȱ participationȱ byȱ socializingȱ
childrenȱ andȱ teachingȱ themȱ howȱ toȱ cooperate.ȱ
Additionally,ȱtheseȱauthorsȱnoteȱthatȱ“educationȱ
raisesȱ theȱ benefitsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ participation”ȱ (5);ȱ
thus,ȱ educationȱ mayȱ encourageȱ peopleȱ toȱ
supportȱ systemsȱ thatȱ allowȱ significantȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
publicȱ participationȱ inȱ politics.ȱ Consequently,ȱ
educationȱ shouldȱ beȱ negativelyȱ correlatedȱ withȱ
people’sȱsupportȱforȱmanoȱdura.ȱȱ
Weȱ noticeȱ fromȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ thatȱ asȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
educationȱincrease,ȱpeopleȱbecomeȱlessȱlikelyȱtoȱ
supportȱ manoȱ dura.ȱ Theȱ figureȱ showsȱ thatȱ
primaryȱ educationȱ hasȱ theȱ smallestȱ negativeȱ
coefficient,ȱ secondaryȱ educationȱ hasȱ aȱ middleȬ
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valuedȱcoefficient,ȱandȱuniversityȱeducationȱ
hasȱ theȱ largestȱ negativeȱ coefficient.ȱ Theseȱ
effectsȱ shouldȱ eachȱ beȱ interpretedȱ inȱ
comparisonȱtoȱtheȱreferenceȱcategory,ȱwhichȱ
areȱ thoseȱ respondentsȱ reportingȱ havingȱ
receivedȱ noȱ formalȱ education.ȱ Inȱ particular,ȱ
weȱ findȱ thatȱ eachȱ educationȱ levelȱ isȱ aȱ
significantȱnegativeȱpredictorȱofȱsupportȱforȱ
manoȱ dura.ȱ Additionally,ȱ weȱ findȱ thatȱ theȱ
higherȱ theȱ educationȱ levelȱ is,ȱ theȱ moreȱ
negativeȱ theȱ predictorȱ is.ȱ Therefore,ȱ theȱ
likelihoodȱ ofȱ supportingȱ manoȱ duraȱ
decreasesȱ withȱ everyȱ levelȱ ofȱ education.ȱȱ
Thisȱnegativeȱcorrelationȱbetweenȱeducationȱ
andȱ supportȱ forȱ manoȱ duraȱ fitsȱ ourȱ
expectation.ȱȱ

Figure 2. Socioeconomic and Demographic Predictors
of Support for an Iron Fist Rule
F=54.186
N =39383
Urban

Quintiles of Wealth

Age

Female

University

Secondary
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Performanceȱ
Failures,ȱ
Interpersonalȱ
Trust,ȱ
andȱ
SupportȱforȱManoȱDuraȱ
Inȱ thisȱ sectionȱ weȱ exploreȱ whatȱ otherȱ factorsȱ
mightȱ renderȱ aȱ personȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ supportȱ
manoȱ dura.ȱ Moreȱ specifically,ȱ weȱ formulateȱ
expectationsȱ aboutȱ theȱ effectsȱ ofȱ variousȱ
“performanceȱ failures”ȱ andȱ interpersonalȱ trustȱ
onȱ supportȱ forȱ manoȱ dura.ȱ Weȱ examineȱ
performanceȱ failuresȱ throughȱ publicȱ opinionȱ
aboutȱproblemsȱrelatedȱtoȱcrimeȱandȱcorruptionȱ
(though,ȱ asȱ weȱ noteȱ later,ȱ weȱ alsoȱ testedȱ andȱ
foundȱ similarȱ effectsȱ forȱ economicȱ factors).ȱ Forȱ
bothȱ crimeȱ andȱ corruption,ȱ weȱ findȱ thatȱ bothȱ
directȱ victimizationȱ andȱ higherȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
theseȱ problemsȱ areȱ associatedȱ withȱ higherȱ
supportȱ forȱ manoȱ dura.ȱ Withȱ respectȱ toȱ
interpersonalȱ trust,ȱ weȱ findȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ
moreȱtrustingȱofȱtheirȱneighborsȱareȱlessȱlikelyȱtoȱ
supportȱ manoȱ dura.ȱ Inȱ theȱ analysisȱ thatȱ follows,ȱ
weȱ firstȱ explainȱ theȱ logicȱ behindȱ ourȱ
expectationsȱ forȱ theseȱ variables,ȱ andȱ thenȱ
describeȱtheȱresultsȱinȱmoreȱdetail.ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
Weȱ expectȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ victimizedȱ byȱ
crimeȱ andȱ whoȱ perceiveȱ insecurityȱ areȱ moreȱ
likelyȱ toȱ supportȱ manoȱ dura.ȱ Scholarshipȱ
indicatesȱthatȱcrimeȱvictimsȱseekȱswiftȱsolutionsȱ

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Country Fixed Effects and Intercept
Included but not Shown Here

toȱ issuesȱ ofȱ crime;ȱ thus,ȱ victimsȱ turnȱ toȱ manoȱ
duraȱ policies,ȱ whichȱ tendȱ toȱ implementȱ quickȱ
andȱ harshȱ programsȱ toȱ suppressȱ crimeȱ
(DammertȱandȱMaloneȱ2006;ȱPérezȱ2003).8ȱOtherȱ
scholarsȱcontendȱthatȱperceptionȱofȱinsecurityȱorȱ
fearȱ ofȱ crimeȱ putsȱ pressureȱ onȱ governmentsȱ toȱ
respondȱ toȱ crimeȱ inȱ overtȱ andȱ punitiveȱ ways,ȱ
whichȱ againȱ encompassesȱ manoȱ duraȱ (Goldsteinȱ
etȱ al.ȱ 2007,ȱ Humeȱ 2007;ȱ Smulovitzȱ 2003).ȱ
Seligsonȱ
(2003)ȱ
indicatesȱ
thatȱ
crimeȱ
victimizationȱ mayȱ notȱ beȱ directlyȱ correlatedȱ
withȱ supportȱ forȱ manoȱ dura;ȱ rather,ȱ crimeȱ
victimizationȱproducesȱfearȱofȱcrime,ȱwhichȱthenȱ
affectsȱ democraticȱ attitudes.ȱ Sinceȱ theȱ
scholarshipȱ isȱ conflictedȱ aboutȱ whetherȱ crimeȱ
victimizationȱ orȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ crimeȱ mattersȱ
more,ȱ weȱ testȱ bothȱ factors.ȱ Weȱ expectȱ thatȱ bothȱ
crimeȱvictimizationȱandȱperceptionȱofȱinsecurityȱ
willȱ beȱ positivelyȱ correlatedȱ withȱ supportȱ forȱ
manoȱdura.ȱȱ
Littleȱ hasȱ beenȱ writtenȱ aboutȱ eitherȱ theȱ
relationshipȱ betweenȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ
andȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ corruption,ȱ orȱ theȱ
8

Pérezȱ (2003,ȱ p.ȱ 638)ȱ arguesȱ thatȱ manoȱ duraȱ “inȱ manyȱ
instancesȱ resultsȱ inȱ highlyȱ repressiveȱ andȱ undemocraticȱ
measures.”
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relationshipȱ ofȱ theseȱ variablesȱ andȱ supportȱ
forȱ manoȱ dura.ȱ ȱ However,ȱ weȱ believeȱ thatȱ
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ andȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ
corruptionȱwillȱbothȱbeȱpositivelyȱcorrelatedȱ
withȱ supportȱ forȱ manoȱ dura.ȱ Weȱ theorizeȱ
that,ȱinȱaȱmannerȱanalogousȱtoȱtheȱreactionsȱ
toȱ crimeȱ describedȱ above,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ haveȱ
beenȱ victimizedȱ byȱ corruptionȱ seekȱ fastȱ
solutionsȱ toȱ theȱ issueȱ ofȱ corruption,ȱ andȱ
thusȱ turnȱ toȱ manoȱ duraȱ policies.ȱ Seligsonȱ
(2006)ȱ findsȱ thatȱ corruptionȱ victimization,ȱ
independentȱ ofȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ corruption,ȱ
erodesȱ democraticȱ legitimacy.ȱ Thus,ȱ weȱ
expectȱvictimsȱofȱcorruptionȱtoȱbeȱlessȱlikelyȱ
toȱ supportȱ solvingȱ problemsȱ withȱ
“everyone’sȱ
participation.”ȱ
However,ȱ
Seligsonȱ (2006)ȱ alsoȱ arguesȱ thatȱ “evenȱ ifȱ
corruptionȱ isȱ atȱ lowȱ levels,ȱ ifȱ perceptionȱ isȱ
thatȱ itȱ isȱ high,ȱ democracyȱ couldȱ beȱ
weakened”ȱ(Seligsonȱ2006,ȱ382).ȱMorrisȱandȱ
Klesnerȱ (2010)ȱ suggestȱ thatȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ
corruptionȱ andȱ theȱ resultingȱ lackȱ ofȱ trustȱ makeȱ
citizensȱlessȱlikelyȱtoȱ“workȱactivelyȱwithȱothersȱ
orȱ theȱ governmentȱ toȱ seekȱ solutionsȱ toȱ theȱ
problemȱ ofȱ corruption”ȱ (1276).ȱ Forȱ theseȱ
reasons,ȱ weȱ alsoȱ expectȱ thoseȱ withȱ higherȱ
perceptionsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ toȱ beȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ
supportȱ“everyone’sȱparticipation.”ȱȱ
Weȱ alsoȱ expectȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ trustȱ theirȱ
neighborsȱ willȱ beȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ supportȱ manoȱ
duraȱ andȱ willȱ desireȱ everyone’sȱ participationȱ inȱ
democracyȱ instead.ȱ Almondȱ andȱ Verbaȱ (1989)ȱ
claimȱ thatȱ socialȱ attitudesȱ affectȱ politicalȱ
attitudes.ȱ Theyȱ stateȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ haveȱ moreȱ
“faithȱ inȱ people”ȱ tendȱ toȱ believeȱ thatȱ theyȱ canȱ
workȱ withȱ eachȱ otherȱ toȱ “influenceȱ theȱ
government”ȱ (228).ȱ Consequently,ȱ weȱ expectȱ
thatȱ peopleȱ withȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ interpersonalȱ
trustȱ willȱ tendȱ toȱ valueȱ otherȱ citizens’ȱ abilitiesȱ
andȱ contributionsȱ more.ȱ Thus,ȱ theyȱ areȱ moreȱ
likelyȱtoȱsupportȱeveryone’sȱparticipationȱratherȱ
thanȱ manoȱ duraȱ policies.ȱ Usingȱ theȱ 2008ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ surveyȱ data,ȱ Pérezȱ (2009)ȱ
findsȱ thatȱ peopleȱ withȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
interpersonalȱ trustȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ supportȱ
militaryȱcoups.ȱSinceȱsupportȱforȱmilitaryȱcoupsȱ
representsȱaȱpreferenceȱforȱhardlineȱpoliciesȱinȱaȱ

Figure 3. Support for Mano Dura Varies by
Performance Failures and Interpersonal Trust
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wayȱ thatȱ isȱ somewhatȱ analogousȱ toȱ manoȱ duraȱ
approaches,ȱ weȱ expectȱ thatȱ peopleȱ withȱ lowerȱ
levelsȱofȱinterpersonalȱtrustȱareȱalsoȱmoreȱlikelyȱ
toȱsupportȱmanoȱdura.ȱ
Toȱ testȱ ourȱ expectations,ȱ weȱ createdȱ aȱ multipleȱ
variableȱ logisticȱ regressionȱ model,ȱ whichȱ
includesȱtheȱindividualȱlevelȱcharacteristicsȱseenȱ
inȱ Figureȱ 29ȱ andȱ theȱ followingȱ variables:ȱ crimeȱ
victimization,ȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ insecurity,ȱ
corruptionȱ victimization,ȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
corruption,ȱ andȱ interpersonalȱ trust.10ȱ Asȱ
ȱFullȱresultsȱappearȱinȱtheȱAppendix.ȱ
ȱ Theȱ itemȱ thatȱ measuresȱ crimeȱ victimizationȱ isȱ VIC1EXT.ȱ
“Now,ȱ changingȱ theȱ subject,ȱ haveȱ youȱ beenȱ aȱ victimȱ ofȱ anyȱ
typeȱofȱcrimeȱinȱtheȱpastȱ12ȱmonths?ȱThatȱis,ȱhaveȱyouȱbeenȱaȱ
victimȱ ofȱ robbery,ȱ burglary,ȱ assault,ȱ fraud,ȱ blackmail,ȱ
extortion,ȱ violentȱ threatsȱ orȱ anyȱ otherȱ typeȱ ofȱ crimeȱ inȱ theȱ
pastȱ12ȱmonths?”ȱȱPerceptionȱofȱinsecurityȱisȱmeasuredȱusingȱ
AOJ11.ȱ “Speakingȱ ofȱ theȱ neighborhoodȱ whereȱ youȱ liveȱ andȱ
thinkingȱ ofȱ theȱ possibilityȱ ofȱ beingȱ victimȱ ofȱ assaultȱ orȱ
robbery,ȱ doȱ youȱ feelȱ veryȱ safe,ȱ somewhatȱ safe,ȱ somewhatȱ
unsafe,ȱ orȱ veryȱ unsafe?”ȱ Corruptionȱ victimizationȱ isȱ basedȱ
onȱ aȱ seriesȱ ofȱ questionsȱ askingȱ aboutȱ whetherȱ theȱ
respondentȱhasȱbeenȱreceivedȱaȱrequestȱforȱaȱbribeȱfromȱtheȱ
police,ȱ publicȱ employees,ȱ municipalȱ officials,ȱ anyoneȱ atȱ
work,ȱinȱtheȱjusticeȱsystem,ȱwhenȱusingȱhealthȱservices,ȱandȱ
atȱ school.ȱ Perceptionȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ isȱ measuredȱ usingȱ theȱ
itemȱ EXC7.ȱ “Takingȱ intoȱ accountȱ yourȱ ownȱ experienceȱ orȱ
whatȱ youȱ haveȱ heard,ȱ corruptionȱ amongȱ publicȱ officialsȱ isȱ
veryȱ common,ȱ common,ȱ uncommonȱ orȱ veryȱ uncommon?”ȱȱ
9

10
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illustratedȱ inȱ Figureȱ 3,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ ourȱ
statisticalȱ analysisȱ supportȱ ourȱ expectationȱ thatȱ
performanceȱ failuresȱ (asȱ measuredȱ byȱ crimeȱ
victimization,ȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ insecurity,ȱ
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ andȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ
corruption)ȱ areȱ positivelyȱ correlatedȱ withȱ
supportȱ forȱ manoȱ dura.ȱ Weȱ alsoȱ findȱ thatȱ
interpersonalȱ trustȱ isȱ negativelyȱ correlatedȱ withȱ
supportȱ forȱ manoȱ dura.ȱ Allȱ fiveȱ variablesȱ areȱ
statisticallyȱsignificant.ȱȱ
Figureȱ3ȱillustratesȱhowȱcrimeȱvictimizationȱandȱ
perceptionȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ areȱ bothȱ statisticallyȱ
significant,ȱ independentȱ ofȱ oneȱ another.ȱ
Similarly,ȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ andȱ
perceptionsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ areȱ statisticallyȱ
significant,ȱ independentȱ ofȱ eachȱ other,ȱ andȱ
whileȱ controllingȱ forȱ allȱ otherȱ variablesȱ inȱ theȱ
model.ȱ Thus,ȱ whileȱ priorȱ researchȱ hasȱ focusedȱ
primarilyȱ onȱ crime,ȱ weȱ canȱ concludeȱ thatȱ notȱ
onlyȱcrime,ȱbutȱalsoȱotherȱperformanceȱfailuresȱ–ȱ
suchȱ asȱ corruptionȱ –ȱ canȱ causeȱ individualsȱ toȱ
preferȱironȱfistȱruleȱinȱtheȱAmericas.11ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ

Conclusionȱ
Theȱstrongȱpredictiveȱeffectsȱofȱeducationȱlevelsȱ
andȱ performanceȱ failuresȱ proveȱ toȱ beȱ ourȱ mostȱ
importantȱ findingsȱ inȱ respectȱ toȱ explainingȱ
supportȱ forȱ manoȱ duraȱ policies.ȱ Weȱ expectedȱ
educationȱtoȱbeȱlinkedȱwithȱdemocracy,ȱbutȱitȱisȱ

Responsesȱwereȱrecodedȱsoȱthatȱlargerȱfiguresȱmeanȱgreaterȱ
perceivedȱ corruption.ȱ Finally,ȱ weȱ measureȱ interpersonalȱ
trustȱusingȱIT1.ȱ“Now,ȱspeakingȱofȱtheȱpeopleȱfromȱaroundȱ
here,ȱwouldȱyouȱsayȱthatȱpeopleȱinȱthisȱcommunityȱareȱveryȱ
trustworthy,ȱsomewhatȱtrustworthy,ȱnotȱveryȱtrustworthyȱorȱ
untrustworthy...?”ȱAgain,ȱtheȱresponsesȱwereȱrecalibratedȱsoȱ
thatȱlargerȱnumbersȱmeanȱmoreȱinterpersonalȱtrust.ȱȱȱȱȱ
11ȱ Inȱ anȱ analysisȱ thatȱ weȱ conductedȱ butȱ haveȱ notȱ shownȱ inȱ
thisȱ report,ȱ weȱ foundȱ thatȱ negative perceptionsȱ ofȱ theȱ
economicȱ situationȱ ofȱ theȱ countryȱ wereȱ alsoȱ positivelyȱ
correlatedȱ withȱ supportȱ forȱ manoȱ dura,ȱ whileȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
theȱ personalȱ economicȱ situationȱ wereȱ statisticallyȱ
insignificant.ȱAȱlineȱofȱscholarshipȱsuggestsȱthatȱitȱisȱdifficultȱ
forȱ peopleȱ toȱ relateȱ theirȱ personalȱ situationȱ toȱ theȱ broaderȱ
economicȱ situationȱ orȱ politicsȱ (Villarrealȱ 1999,ȱ 136).ȱ Theȱ
findingȱforȱtheȱnationalȱeconomicȱsituation,ȱthough,ȱsuggestsȱ
thatȱ evenȱ perceivedȱ economicȱ performanceȱ failuresȱ matterȱ
forȱsupportȱforȱironȱfistȱrule.ȱ

interestingȱthatȱsupportȱforȱmanoȱduraȱcontinuesȱ
toȱ declineȱ withȱ eachȱ increasedȱ levelȱ ofȱ
education.ȱ Itȱ isȱ alsoȱ significantȱ that,ȱ inȱ contrast,ȱ
wealthȱ levelsȱ areȱ lessȱ importantȱ inȱ ourȱ study.ȱ
Ourȱfindingsȱaboutȱperformanceȱfailuresȱsuggestȱ
thatȱsupportȱforȱmanoȱduraȱcanȱbeȱaȱreflectionȱofȱ
overallȱ governmentȱ performanceȱ ratherȱ thanȱ
onlyȱ issuesȱ relatedȱ toȱ crimeȱ preventionȱ andȱ
punishment.ȱThisȱfindingȱisȱimportantȱbecauseȱitȱ
suggestsȱ thatȱ supportȱ forȱ manoȱ duraȱ couldȱ
remainȱ highȱ evenȱ ifȱ victimizationȱ ratesȱ declineȱ
asȱ longȱ asȱ otherȱ insecuritiesȱ remain.12ȱ
Additionally,ȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ appearȱ
toȱ haveȱ aȱ substantiallyȱ strongerȱ relationshipȱ toȱ
supportȱ forȱ manoȱ duraȱ thanȱ victimizationȱ itself.ȱ
Thisȱisȱimportantȱbecauseȱsupportȱforȱmanoȱduraȱ
couldȱ stillȱ beȱ highȱ evenȱ ifȱ corruptionȱ ratesȱ goȱ
down.ȱȱ
Theseȱfindingsȱareȱsignificantȱforȱpoliticiansȱandȱ
policymakers,ȱ sinceȱ theyȱ suggestȱ thatȱ crimeȱ
victimizationȱ andȱ insecurityȱ areȱ notȱ theȱ onlyȱ orȱ
evenȱtheȱmostȱsignificantȱfactorsȱinȱdeterminingȱ
supportȱ forȱ manoȱ dura.ȱ Inȱ fact,ȱ ourȱ analysisȱ
suggestsȱ thatȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ mayȱ beȱ
theȱ strongestȱ predictorȱ amongȱ measuresȱ ofȱ
performanceȱfailures.ȱItȱisȱimportantȱtoȱnoteȱthatȱ
increasedȱ mediaȱ attentionȱ onȱ antiȬcorruptionȱ
effortsȱ couldȱ actuallyȱ increaseȱ ratesȱ ofȱ
corruptionȱ perceptionȱ evenȱ whenȱ actualȱ
corruptionȱisȱdecliningȱ(Seligsonȱ2006).ȱThus,ȱanȱ
unintendedȱ sideȬeffectȱ ofȱ antiȬcorruptionȱ
campaignsȱcouldȱbeȱtoȱincreaseȱsupportȱforȱironȱ
fistȱ rule.ȱ Therefore,ȱ weȱ adviseȱ policyȱ makersȱ toȱ
continueȱ effortsȱ toȱ stampȱ outȱ corruptionȱ whileȱ
focusingȱonȱtheȱimportanceȱofȱbroadlyȱinclusiveȱ
civicȱ andȱ politicalȱ participation,ȱ whichȱ areȱ
crucialȱaspectsȱofȱtheȱdemocraticȱprocess.ȱToȱtheȱ
degreeȱ thatȱ policyȱ makersȱ seekȱ toȱ decreaseȱ
supportȱ forȱ ironȱ fistȱ rule,ȱ weȱ adviseȱ increasingȱ
accessȱ toȱ educationȱ becauseȱ evenȱ primaryȱ
educationȱ significantlyȱ decreasesȱ supportȱ forȱ
manoȱdura.ȱ

ȱ Aȱ studyȱ ofȱ nationalȱ crimeȱ ratesȱ mightȱ beȱ interestingȱ toȱ
pursueȱinȱfutureȱresearch,ȱbutȱweȱdoȱnotȱincludeȱitȱhereȱforȱ
theȱsakeȱofȱbrevityȱinȱthisȱreport.

12
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Appendixȱ–ȱȱ
Tableȱ1.ȱPredictorsȱofȱSupportȱforȱIronȱFistȱRuleȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbeanȱ
2010ȱ

PrimaryȱEducation
SecondaryȱEducation
University
Female
Ageȱ
Urbanȱȱ
QuintilesȱofȱWealth
CrimeȱVictimization
PerceptionȱofȱInsecurity
CorruptionȱVictimization
PerceptionȱofȱCorruption
InterpersonalȱTrust
Mexicoȱ
Guatemalaȱ
ElȱSalvadorȱ
Hondurasȱ
Nicaragua
CostaȱRicaȱ
Panamaȱ
Colombiaȱ
Ecuadorȱ
Bolivia
Peruȱ
Paraguayȱ
Chileȱ
Brazilȱ
Venezuela
Argentinaȱȱ
DominicanȱRep.ȱ
Haiti
Jamaica
Guyana
Trinidadȱ&ȱTobago
Belize
Suriname
Constant
Fȱȱ
NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ
*ȱp<0.05

Coefficientȱ

StandardȱErrorȱ

Coefficientȱ

StandardȱErrorȱ

Ȭ0.106*ȱ
Ȭ0.251*ȱ
Ȭ0.339*ȱ
Ȭ0.034*ȱ
0.051*ȱ
0.037ȱ
Ȭ0.035*ȱ

0.0322
0.0377
0.0349
0.0117
0.0140ȱ
0.0208ȱ
0.0153
ȱ
ȱ

Ȭ0.1081*ȱ
Ȭ0.2693*ȱ
Ȭ0.3607*ȱ
Ȭ0.0272*ȱ
0.0544*ȱ
0.0218ȱ
Ȭ0.0346*ȱ
0.0428*ȱ
0.0548*ȱ
0.0489*ȱ
0.0812*ȱ
Ȭ0.0547*ȱ
0.0478*ȱ
0.1333*ȱ
0.1508*ȱ
0.1528*ȱ
Ȭ0.0573*ȱ
0.1619*ȱ
0.1906*ȱ
0.1241*ȱ
0.0309ȱ
Ȭ0.0642*ȱ
0.1324*ȱ
0.1879*ȱ
0.1809*ȱ
0.0643*ȱ
Ȭ0.0797*ȱ
Ȭ0.0385*ȱ
0.1359ȱ
Ȭ0.1866*ȱ
Ȭ0.1211*ȱ
Ȭ0.2829*ȱ
Ȭ0.1640*ȱ
Ȭ0.0800*ȱ
Ȭ0.0628*ȱ
Ȭ1.1774*ȱ
48.86ȱ
36,432ȱ

0.0357ȱ
0.0414ȱ
0.0377ȱ
0.0123ȱ
0.0146ȱ
0.0213ȱ
0.0155ȱ
0.0139ȱ
0.0154ȱ
0.0149ȱ
0.0157ȱ
0.0153ȱ
0.0194ȱ
0.0182ȱ
0.0172ȱ
0.0264ȱ
0.0207ȱ
0.0239ȱ
0.0245ȱ
0.0179ȱ
0.0259ȱ
0.0314ȱ
0.0205ȱ
0.0187ȱ
0.0216ȱ
0.0300ȱ
0.0235ȱ
0.0268ȱ
0.0182ȱ
0.0266ȱ
0.0242ȱ
0.0358ȱ
0.0235ȱ
0.0226ȱ
0.0241ȱ
0.0204ȱ

0.064*ȱ
0.145*ȱ
0.155*ȱ
0.155*ȱ
Ȭ0.051*ȱ
0.164*ȱ
0.197*ȱ
0.132*ȱ
0.045ȱ
Ȭ0.052ȱ
0.154*ȱ
0.198*ȱ
0.177*ȱ
0.074*ȱ
Ȭ0.070*ȱ
Ȭ0.021ȱ
0.152*ȱ
Ȭ0.161*ȱ
Ȭ0.120*ȱ
Ȭ0.288*ȱ
Ȭ0.148*ȱ
Ȭ0.065*ȱ
Ȭ0.071*ȱ
Ȭ1.174*ȱ
54.19
39,383

ȱ
0.018ȱ
0.017ȱ
0.016ȱ
0.026ȱ
0.021
0.024ȱ
0.026ȱ
0.017ȱ
0.025ȱ
0.033
0.020ȱ
0.017ȱ
0.020ȱ
0.028ȱ
0.023
0.026
0.017ȱ
0.024
0.024
0.037
0.022
0.022
0.022
0.021

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱ*p<0.05,ȱtwoȬtailed.ȱ
CountryȱofȱReference:ȱUruguayȱ
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A

s citizens we may ask ourselves,
why should we participate in
politics in our societies at all? Many
argue that the answer to this question is
that participation deepens democracy by
teaching civic skills and demonstrating
government responsiveness to individuals
(see, for example, Goldfrank 2007). Analysts
claim that Latin American democracies are
“shallow” and that increasing citizen
participation opportunities is a potential
solution (Caputo 2004). Benefits of political
participation at the local level include the
strengthening of civil society and the
improvement
of
reliability
and
responsiveness of local government. As this
is the closest level of government to
citizens, such involvement in turn leads to
the overall strengthening of democracy
(Goldfrank 2007).
One important way that citizens become
involved in politics is by reaching out to
their local governments to request help.
This AmericasBarometer Insights report
looks at the extent to which citizens request
help
from
their
respective
local
governments in the Americas. We then
investigate individual-level determinants
that may account for variation between and
within these countries in frequency of
requesting help. A key issue we test is whether
requests for help are more likely to come from
those with greater resources or from those with
greater needs. As we will show, needs trump
material resources in explaining who seeks help
from local government, while participation in
other domains of politics and feelings of internal
efficacy also appear to matter.
The data for this report come from the 2010
round1 of the Latin American Public Opinion

1

Funding for the 2010 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development
Bank
(IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University

Figure 1. Asking Local Government for Help in the
Americas, 2010
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Panama

24.6%
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Source: AmericasBarometer 2010, by LAPOP

Project (LAPOP) survey,2 in which respondents
from 25 countries in the Caribbean and North,
Central, and South America3 were asked to
answer yes or no to the following question:4
CP4A. In order to solve your problems have you
ever requested help or cooperation from a local
public official or local government, for example
a mayor, municipal council, councilman,
provincial official, civil governor or governor?
Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.phpThe data on
which
they
are
based
can
be
found
at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
3 This question was not asked in Bolivia.
4 The response rate for this question for the pooled sample
was greater than 99%. In the US and Canada the question
was asked to only 750 individuals in each of these two
countries.
2
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Figure 1 displays the percentage of respondents
in each country who responded “yes” to the
question—meaning that they have requested
help from the local government. On average,
14.6% of respondents in each country answered
“yes.” While all countries report percentages
under 25%, there is some variation among the 25
countries, as the response rates span 18.7
percentage points. The United States, El
Salvador, Canada, and Colombia have the
highest percentages of respondents answering
“yes,” at 24.6%, 23.4%, 22.6%, and 19.9%
respectively. Looking at the other extreme,
Panama, Ecuador, Honduras, and Costa Rica
have the lowest percentages of respondents who
have
requested
help,
with
respective
percentages of 5.9%, 7.5%, 8.5%, and 8.6%. The
remaining countries vary slightly and lie
between these two extremes.
What factors explain whether or not people
request help? Hirlinger (1992) suggests that
participation in multiple avenues of political
activism increases the likelihood of partaking in
additional politically-relevant activities, such as
requesting help from the local government. Do
other forms of political participation actually
predict the likelihood of asking for help from the
local government? What other factors play a role
in determining whether or not a citizen will
request help? To assess these questions we first
turn to a simple regression model that
investigates a set of classic socioeconomic and
demographic measures as predictors of
requesting help from local government.

Socioeconomic and Demographic
Predictors
Extant literature pertaining to political
involvement and civic engagement in the
Americas justifies an
expectation
that
socioeconomic status (SES) will help predict
who seeks help from a local public or
government official. Two key factors within SES
are income (which we measure by quintiles of

wealth5) and level of education (Hiskey and
Seligson 2003). The ability to examine income
and education separately is a key point in our
analysis. While wealth and education are
frequently found to be closely linked, it is
possible that they have distinct effects on our
dependent variable.
Current scholarship presents mixed findings
about the relationship between quintiles of
wealth and our dependent variable. Two
conflicting theories emerge from this literature.
One position is that a positive correlation exists
between these variables because the wealthy
have access to the time and resources required
to be politically active (West and Zuckerman
1985). Since one mode of activism is political
contacting, this theory suggests we should find
that the wealthier are more likely to contact local
government for assistance. Another theory
centers on perceived needs, claiming that those
who are poorer feel the need to reach out to
local government for assistance more often and
are thus more likely to initiate contact
(Cornelius 1974; Hirlinger 1992; Oliver 1999).
We find the latter perspective more persuasive,
especially in the Latin American and Caribbean
context, as we believe that needs trump
availability of resources. We assert that the
desire to acquire essential services (especially
among the poor) is a strong motivator for
contacting, whereas an abundance of free time
does not necessarily push an individual to
become politically engaged in the manner we
examine here.
Considering education, a significant amount of
research in the field suggests that the educated
are more likely to participate in politics (see, for
example,
Galston
2001). However
the
explanation as to why this is the case varies
considerably. One theory is that education
5

See Abby Córdova, 2009, “Methodological Note:
Measuring Relative Wealth using Household Asset
Indicators” for a description of the construction of the
wealth index:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights/I0806en.pdf
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increases political ties and thus increases
contacting (West and Zuckerman 1985).
Another theory is that education
increases an individual’s understanding
of personal and community interests,
making him or her more inclined to
make contact (Galston 2001). We imagine
that those who feel confident in their
political knowledge and access to the
system are more likely to use the
resources of the system—one of which is
contacting local officials to ask for help.
Thus, we expect education to be
positively correlated with our dependent
variable.

Figure 2. Socioeconomic and Demographic Predictors of
Requesting Help from Local Government
F=14.103
N =37385
Urban
Fifth Quintile
Fourth Quintile
Second Quintile
First Quintile
Age
Female
Education Level
-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
To test these expectations, we seek to
Source:
AmericasBarometer
by
LAPOP
Country Fixed Effects and Intercept
predict the likelihood that an individual
Included but not Shown Here
says that they have contacted local
government for help by looking at the
quintile of wealth group, i.e., the poorest, is
following variables: urban, quintile of wealth,
more likely to have done so. These results
age, gender, and level of education. Figure 2
support our expectations about the role of needs
shows the results of this basic logit regression
in motivating requests for help from local
6
analysis. The values on the horizontal axis
government: the poorest seek help, while the
represent the relative effect of each independent
richest do not. This demonstrates that it is needs,
variable on our dependent variable. Those
and not free time or available resources, which
variables with confidence intervals crossing the
motivates this form of political participation.
0-line are deemed to be statically insignificant,
This finding is also consistent with a conclusion
although the variable may positively correlate
of Booth and Seligson (2008).
(falling to the right of the green line) or

negatively correlate (falling to the left of the
green line) with our dependent variable.
The results of Figure 2 show that there is a direct
and significant relationship between wealth and
asking local government for help. In the
analysis, we included four quintiles of wealth
and compare the effects of these to the omitted
comparison (or baseline) category—the third
quintile. The extremes (the first and fifth
quintiles) are statistically significant. This means
that, compared to the middle categories, the
highest quintile of wealth group is less likely to
report having asked for help while the lowest

Additionally, although we expected level of
education to positively correlate with our
dependent variable, Figure 2 shows that the
relationship is positive but statistically
insignificant. Such a result leads us to two
conclusions. First of all, the variables of
education and quintile of wealth are not always
capturing the same traits, a finding that
supports Hiskey and Seligson’s (2003)
conclusion that SES needs to be broken down
into more defined factors. Secondly, of these two
factors, wealth is the more important SES
indicator with respect to our dependent
variable.

6

The U.S. and Canada are excluded from this and all
subsequent analyses in this report. Full details of the
analysis are available in the report appendix.
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Other non-SES factors were included in
Figure 2 to create a broader picture of the
general characteristics of those who are
more likely to ask for help at the local level.
Gender (female) is statistically insignificant
and negatively correlated with requesting
help; age is statistically significant and
positively correlated7; and urban is
statistically significant and negatively
correlated. In the next section we investigate
additional predictors of our dependent
variable—crime victimization and political
participation—in an attempt to develop a
more thorough explanation of who
specifically asks for local-level help.

Figure 3. An Extended Model of Predicting Requests for Help
from Local Government
F=58.044
N =33253
Crime Victimization

Internal Efficacy

Attended a Municipal Meeting

Participated in Protests

Voted in the last Elections
0.0

Political Participation, Crime
Victimization, and Requesting
Help
In the previous section, we argued that needs
motivate requests for help and we examined this
with respect to wealth. Here we extend that
framework to include crime victimization as a
motivator for requesting help. In addition, we
examine whether other forms of political
participation and internal political efficacy are
predictors of requesting local help.
Prior scholarship links victimization to various
forms of political engagement, but not
specifically to requesting help from the local
government. Rather, we found scholarship
suggesting a strong and positive correlation
between crime victimization and general
political engagement (Bateson 2009). Other
literature indicates that being a victim of crime
leads to increased voting and political efficacy
(Blattman 2009; Bellows and Miguel 2009).
While none of these works focus on requesting
help, it is possible that crime victimization has a
While not shown in this figure, when the independent
variable age was further broken down into groups there was
a curvilinear relationship between age and asking for help.
The age range of 46 to 55 years is the most likely to ask for
help.

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Country Fixed Effects, Sociodemographics and Intercept
Included but not Shown Here

similar positive effect on this type of
participation, as crime victims may be motivated
to request help from local government out of
need for help or desire for justice.
In considering political participation more
generally, we propose that high levels of
participation in other political domains should
be associated with an increased likelihood of
requesting help from the local government.
Research suggests that previous participation in
political activities will make a person more
likely to become involved in additional political
actions, such as requesting help (Hirlinger 1992).
Thus, we expect that attendance at municipal
meetings will also be related to increased
likelihood of asking for help. We assert that
attending meetings demonstrates political
interest and involvement that would increase
one’s likelihood to ask for help due to increased
knowledge of the municipal government.8 This
hypothesis is supported by LAPOP’s 2010 Report
on the Americas, which states that those who
attend municipal meetings are most likely to
make a demand or request from a local

7

It is also possible that some citizens actually make their
requests for help at municipal meetings.

8
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government official
2010,pp. 137-138).

(Seligson

and

Smith

Booth and Seligson (2005) also suggest that
citizens with ties to political actors and citizens
who are more engaged in civil society activism
are more likely to request help from the
government. Following this broader perspective,
we expect that protesting and voting in past
elections will also positively correlate with
asking for help. In a related vein, we also expect
that internal political efficacy will be related to
increased likelihood of requesting help because
confidence in personal knowledge of the
political situation in one’s country should fuel
political engagement.9
To test these expectations, we ran a multiple
variable analysis that includes (but does not
show) the individual-level characteristics from
Figure 2 while also assessing the effects of the
factors mentioned above. We measure the effect
of crime victimization on the likelihood of
requesting help by using a question from the
AmericasBarometer 2010 on crime victimization.
In order to measure political participation, we
include the following variables: attendance at a
municipal meeting, participation in protests,
and voting in the last election. In addition, we
include a measure of internal efficacy. Results
from the logistic regression analysis are shown
in Figure 3.10,11
The item that measures crime victimization is VIC1EXT.
“Now, changing the subject, have you been a victim of any
type of crime in the past 12 months? That is, have you been a
victim of robbery, burglary, assault, fraud, blackmail,
extortion, violent threats or any other type of crime in the
past 12 months?” We used EFF2 “You feel that you
understand the most important political issues of this
country. How much do you agree or disagree with this
statement?” to measure internal efficacy. We also used the
item NP1. “Have you attended a town meeting, city council
meeting or other meeting in the past 12 months?” To
measure participation in protests, we used PROT3. “In the
last 12 months, have you participated in a demonstration or
protest march?” And finally, to measure voting we used the
item VB2. “Did you vote in the last presidential elections of
(year of last presidential elections)?”
10 Once we include the new independent variables for Figure
3, the effects for age, urban versus rural, and quintiles of
9

We hypothesized that crime victimization, other
forms of political participation, and internal
efficacy would all positively predict an
individual’s likelihood of requesting help. The
results show that crime victimization, internal
efficacy, attendance at a municipal meeting,
participation in protests, and voting in the last
election are all significantly and positively
correlated with the dependent variable.
Attendance at a municipal meeting is the
strongest correlate of requesting help, while
internal efficacy is the weakest. The results show
that those who are victimized by a crime, those
who participate more in other political activities,
and those who have greater levels of internal
political efficacy are more likely to request help
from the local government. The positive and
significant finding for crime victimization
suggests that financial needs are not the only
issues that motivate individuals to seek help
from local officials, but rather needs related to
physical security matter as well.

Conclusion
In sum, this Insights report indicates multiple
factors that predict citizens’ likelihood of
requesting help from their respective local
governments. In support of our hypotheses,
crime victimization, political efficacy, and
various components of political participation
(participation in protests, voting, and attending
a municipal meeting) all positively predict an
individual’s likelihood of requesting help. Our
finding that political participation in various
arenas is positively correlated with our
dependent variable supports Hirlinger’s (1992)
theory that one avenue of political participation
wealth remain unchanged, but education is now negatively
correlated yet still statistically insignificant, and female is
now positive and statistically significant (see Appendix for
full results).
11 We also expected trust in institutions to positively
correlate with our dependent variable. After running a
separate analysis, we found trust in the national government
is statistically significant and positively correlated while
trust in the justice system is not correlated; for the sake of
parsimony we left this out of the body of our report.
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increases activity in other forms of political
participation. We further found that needs, not
availability of resources, drive requests for help.
While level of formal schooling is not a
significant predictor, lack of wealth and crime
victimization are significant determinants of
requesting help from local government.

Journal of Public Economics 93 (August): 11441157.

For politicians and policy makers, a pertinent
finding from our study is that political efficacy
and political participation increase likelihood of
requesting help from local government. These
findings indicate that citizens with more
knowledge of the political system and current
political situation in their country will be more
active. This underscores the importance of
political education programs to increase a
citizen’s basic knowledge and confidence in his
or her understanding of the political system. In
addition, policies that create more opportunities
for citizens to participate in the political system
(through activities such as voting and attending
government meetings) are likely to increase the
likelihood of requesting help from local
government. Through the efforts of such
programs and policies, citizens become more
likely to engage in multiple forms of political
participation,
potentially
strengthening
democracy in their countries.

Booth, John A., and Mitchell A. Seligson. 2005.
"Political Legitimacy and Participation in Costa
Rica: Evidence of Arena Shopping." Political
Research Quarterly 59, no. 4: 537-550.
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Appendix
Table 1. Predictors of Requesting Help in Latin America and the Caribbean, 2010

Education
Female
Age
Urban
1st Quintile of Wealth
2nd Quintile of Wealth
4th Quintile of Wealth
5th Quintile of Wealth
Crime Victimization
Internal Efficacy
Attended a Municipal
Meeting
Participated in Protests
Voted
Mexico
Guatemala
El Salvador
Honduras
Nicaragua
Costa Rica
Panama
Colombia
Ecuador
Peru
Paraguay
Chile
Brazil
Venezuela
Argentina
Dominican Rep.
Haiti
Jamaica
Guyana
Trinidad & Tobago
Belize
Suriname
Constant
F
Number of Observations
* p<0.05

Coefficient

Standard Error

Coefficient

Standard Error

0.029
-0.008
0.137*
-0.168*
0.070*
0.007
-0.029
-0.066*

0.020
0.015
0.016
0.021
0.021
0.021
0.021
0.022

-0.043
0.036*
0.085*
-0.148*
0.099*
0.014
-0.027
-0.094*
0.140*
0.077*

0.022
0.017
0.019
0.023
0.022
0.023
0.024
0.024
0.017
0.018

0.454*
0.195*
0.164*
0.064*
0.047*
0.129*
-0.086*
-0.003
-0.071*
-0.131*
0.130*
-0.148*
0.034
0.095
0.107
-0.024
-0.033
-0.013
0.048
0.031*
-0.001
0.040
-0.020
0.012
-1.977
0.064*
54.04
33,253

0.014
0.016
0.019
0.026
0.026
0.026
0.029
0.027
0.030
0.033
0.031
0.040
0.025
0.031
0.045
0.030
0.029
0.026
0.027
0.027
0.028
0.026
0.027
0.027
0.031
0.026

0.049*
0.061*
0.128*
-0.098*
0.005
-0.089*
-0.166*
0.094*
-0.150*
-0.022
0.023
0.048
0.068
-0.007
-0.020
0.040
0.062*
-0.013
-0.015
0.031
-0.006
-0.001
-1.870*
14.10
37,385

0.023
0.023
0.023
0.028
0.025
0.028
0.032
0.029
0.037
0.024
0.023
0.028
0.044
0.026
0.030
0.024
0.025
0.024
0.026
0.023
0.023
0.022
0.025

Note: Coefficients are statistically significant at *p<0.05, two-tailed. The country of reference is Uruguay. The 3rd Quintile of
Wealth is the category of reference for wealth variables.
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*Author names are listed alphabetically. Margarita Corral, a Ph.D. candidate in Political Science
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By Erica Graff, Maranda Orrell and Alex Rigl
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Executive Summary: Campaign work involves a subset of the population that is
highly dedicated to exercising its democratic right to participate in politics. It can
therefore be used as an indicator of electoral participation beyond voting. We
find that rates of campaign participation vary across individuals and countries in
the Americas, with rates in certain Caribbean countries especially high. Focusing
on the individual level, we find that education is a positive predictor of this type
of involvement in electoral politics, but wealth is not. Interestingly, we also find
that interpersonal trust negatively predicts campaign work. We discuss two
potential explanations for this finding: one is that those with more interpersonal
trust might feel less compelled to participate because they trust others to do so,
and the other is that participation in the inner-workings of electoral politics
might sour people and decrease interpersonal trust.

LAPOP is pleased to note that this report was developed and written by undergraduate
students participating in a Vanderbilt University honors seminar in the Spring of
2012. That class, HONS186, was taught by Professor E. J. Zechmeister and Margarita
Corral acted as teaching assistant. Author names are listed here in alphabetical order;
biographies of the authors are provided in the report appendix.

The Insights Series is co-edited by Mitchell A. Seligson, Amy Erica Smith, and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister with
administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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T

he electoral process arguably is the most
significant feature of a modern
democracy. It is principally through
elections that systems meet “the claim of
democracies to be governments in which the
people participate in policy making” (Powell
2000, p. 3). While most individuals participate
in elections through voting, if they participate
at all, a smaller subset of citizens devote time
and energy to political campaigns. Citizen
participation
in
campaigns
to
elect
representatives demonstrates commitment to
the system, reflects a strong interest in
exercising the basic democratic right of
participation, and may impart important
political knowledge and skills. Thus, it is
important to understand who participates in
campaign work in the Americas, and why.

In this Insights report, we examine individual
level variables that predict a person’s
likelihood of having worked on a recent
national campaign. We focus in particular on
resources and social capital. With respect to the
first category, interestingly, we find that wealth
is not a predictor of participation in campaign
work, while education is. Together this
provides only modest support for a classic
resource model of participation.1 Moving on,
we assess two dimensions of social capital:
community engagement and interpersonal trust.
We find that indicators of community
engagement positively predict working for an
electoral campaign. In contrast, trust has a slight
negative relationship with campaign work. As
we discuss later, this latter finding could be due
to exposure the conflict inherent in political
campaigns, though testing such a causal
relationship is outside the scope of this report.
The question at the center of this Insights report
was included in the 2010 AmericasBarometer2
Brady, Verba and Schlozman (1995, p. 273) identify time,
money, and civic skills as “resources for political
participation.”
2 Funding for the 2010 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID)
.Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
1

Figure 1. Working for Parties or Candidates during
Campaigns in the Americas, 2010
Dominican Republic
Suriname
Haiti
Paraguay
United States
Uruguay
Panama
Belize
Costa Rica
Honduras
Brazil
Nicaragua
Venezuela
El Salvador
Argentina
Guatemala
Colombia
Trinidad & Tobago
Guyana
Ecuador
Jamaica
Bolivia
Mexico
Peru
Canada
Chile

19.9%
18.8%
15.6%
14.8%
13.4%
13.0%
12.9%
12.6%
12.2%
11.7%
11.5%
11.5%
11.2%
11.1%
10.6%
9.3%
9.1%
9.0%
9.0%
8.8%
8.8%
8.3%
8.0%
5.8%
4.8%
3.1%
0
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Percentage Working for
Parties or Candidates
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer 2010, by LAPOP

survey by LAPOP3, and was presented to 42,488
individuals across 26 countries.4 The question
was
worded
as
follows:
PP2, “There are people who work for parties or
candidates during electoral campaigns. Did you
work for any candidate or party in the last
Presidential [Prime Minister] elections of
20[XX]?”

Development
Bank
(IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University
3 Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.phpThe data on
which
they
are
based
can
be
found
at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
4 The 2010 round of the AmericasBarometer included 43,990
respondents, but the question examined here was asked of
only a split sample in the U.S. and Canada; the average nonresponse rate for this question for the pooled sample is 1.9%.
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does not address campaign work as the sole
Figure 1 depicts the percentage of individuals in
focus of its research, and therefore our research
each country who report having worked for a
expectations are based on extrapolation from
political party or candidate in the last national,
more general works on political participation.
executive-level electoral campaign. The rates of
Second, resources may encompass more than
participation range from 3.1% in Chile to 19.9%
just the benefits of wealth and education; thus,
in the Dominican Republic. The gray bars
other factors might reasonably matter more than
indicate the 95% confidence interval; countries
status
in
predicting
with
overlapping
campaign work in the
confidence intervals are
Political campaign activism
Americas.5
statistically
is
high
in
the
Caribbean.
The
indistinguishable
with
respect to their estimated
We conduct a logistic
Dominican Republic and
rates of participation in
regression
analysis
in
Suriname lead all nations in the which we predict our
electoral campaigns. The
countries with the highest
dichotomous
dependent
Americas, while Canada and
levels of participation are
variable, working for a
Chile lag far behind.
found in the Caribbean
political party or candidate,
region,
namely
the
with
the
following
Dominican Republic and Suriname, whereas
measures: place of residence (urban versus
there is only modest variation across the
rural), quintiles of wealth6, age, gender, and
remaining 24 countries, with percentages
education level.7 Figure 2 presents the results of
tapering off slowly. Overall, working for a
this analysis, with the independent variables
political party or candidate in the more recent
aligned on the vertical axis. Each dot on the
national campaigns is a task that is only taken
graph corresponds to the relative predicted
on by a small subset of the population. But who
impact of each independent variable based on
are these select few? In the next sections we
standardized coefficients. Dots to the left of the
evaluate a number of possible individual level
vertical line at 0.0 represent a negative
predictors of campaign work.
correlation with working for a political party or
candidate. Likewise, the dots to the right of the
line represent a positive correlation with work
Socioeconomic and Demographic
for a political party or campaign. The lines
Characteristics and Working for a
flanking the dot on either side represent the 95%
confidence interval. When the confidence
Party or Candidate
interval does not overlap the vertical “0.0” line
we conclude that the coefficient for that
One dominant explanation of political
independent variable is statistically significant at
participation is the resource model (Brady,
the 0.05 level.
Verba, and Schlozman 1995). Drawing on this
perspective, one might expect that those with
more wealth and education are more likely to
participate because wealth might provide
people with the time and financial resources to
support participation in campaigns and
education should impart civic skills. While we
test these expectations here, we found two
reasons to caution against making strong a priori
predictions along these lines. First, much of the
literature dealing with political participation

Huckfeldt and Sprague (1992) claim that political structure
exists independently of social structure and therefore, social
status may not always predict political participation.
6
See Abby Córdova, 2009, “Methodological Note:
Measuring Relative Wealth using Household Asset
Indicators” for a description of the construction of the
wealth index:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights/I0806en.pdf
7 In this and subsequent analyses in this report, we omit the
U.S. and Canada in order to focus on public opinion and
behavior in the Latin American and Caribbean regions.
5
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All of the independent variables except quintiles
of wealth are statistically significant predictors
of the likelihood that a person worked for a
political party or candidate. The variables
“urban” and “female” are negatively
correlated, whereas “age”8 and “education
level” are positively correlated. Thus, those
who live in rural areas, men, those who are
older, and those who are more educated are
more likely to have worked for a campaign in
the last national election. The relative strength
of each correlation is determined by the
absolute value of the standardized coefficient.
Thus, in relation to each other and the
dependent variable, urban versus rural place of
residence has the weakest significant
relationship, while education level has the
strongest correlation with the dependent
variable. Thus, while we find no support for
the expectation, drawn from the standard
resource model framework, that wealth
matters, we do find that education has a strong
effect on one’s likelihood of working for a
campaign or party in national elections in the
Americas.

Community Involvement,
Interpersonal Trust, and Political
Identification as Predictors of
Working for a Party or Candidate
One additional factor that may influence the
likelihood that a person has worked for a
political party and/or candidate in an election is
social capital. Klesner (2007) defines “social
capital” as the quantity of communal bonds
formed in society, which allow citizens to
pursue similar goals and objectives. Social
capital thus implies both social trust and
participation. Drawing on this perspective, we
consider that high levels of social trust and
Interestingly, age does not show a perfectly linear
relationship with the dependent variable. After the age of 55,
the likelihood of campaign participation decreases,
suggesting a curvilinear relationship. For the sake of brevity
and focus, this was eliminated from the discussion.

8

participation in one’s community, which capture
the two principal dimensions of social capital,
might be related to a higher likelihood that
citizens will actively participate in politics, with
Figure 2. Socioeconomic and Demographic
Predictors of Campaign Participation
F=19.167
N =39745
Urban

Quintiles of W ealth

Age

Female

Education Level
-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Country Fixed Effects and Intercept
Included but not Shown Here

such participation in this case evidenced by
work for a political campaign.
Our extended model thus includes three types
of indicators: interpersonal trust, community
involvement, and general political attachment
and involvement. Before introducing the specific
measures, we provide further discussion of our
expectations for these factors.
The general social capital framework suggests
that, as a component of social capital,
interpersonal trust should be positively
correlated with campaign work. One might
reasonably assume that the more trust a person
has in others, the more likely he or she will be to
engage with other citizens and political leaders.
Amber Seligson (1999) introduces the idea of
interpersonal trust as a factor in determining
engagement with a political system, though she
concedes that her research did not fully support
this hypothesis. Thus, there is reason to think
that interpersonal trust, though often associated
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himself or herself to a set of beliefs and policies.
with social capital, should be considered
As Klesner (2007 p. 26) asserts, “for the five
independently from community involvement.
forms of conventional and unconventional
Focusing on the complexity of social capital,
Uslaner and Brown
(2005, p. 874) assert,
Figure 3. Predicting Work in Campaigns
“[T]rust should not
F=82.851
work the same way (if
N =36777
at all) across different
Interpersonal Trust
forms of participation.
There is little reason to
Solving Problems in the Community
believe
that
trust
should affect all forms
Committee for Community Improvements
of civic engagement
equally, or even at
all...”
The
mixed
Attended a Town Meeting
theory and ambiguous
findings
in
prior
Identify with a Political Party
research leave this as
an open question:
Participation in Meetings of Parties
does
interpersonal
-0.1
0.0
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5
trust positively predict
campaign work?
95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

The second set of
variables relates to
community
involvement. According to Amber Seligson
(1999 p. 357-358), “participation in community
development groups appears to be one of the
keys
to
sparking
further
democratic
participation.” Furthermore, she argues that
“institutions
working
on
strengthening
democracy would best use their resources in
forming community development groups and
supplying them with the funds with which to
sustain their projects” (p. 359), which again
emphasizes the importance of social capital.
Therefore, we have reason to expect a strong
link between community participation and
political participation. We examine community
involvement
with
measures
of
active
participation in working to solve problems and
resolve issues in the community, in addition to
attending community meetings.
Our third basket of variables relates to general
political attachment and participation. In
identifying with a party, a person is attaching

Sociodemographics, Country Fixed Effects and Intercept
Included but not Shown Here

political activity, …either political interest or a
sense that politics is important was a significant
indicator in all forms.” Rather than examine
political interest in the abstract, we test whether
specific expressions of interest – party
identification and attending meetings of parties
– affect participation in campaign work. We
expect to find positive correlations for these
variables.
The results of our new analysis are presented in
Figure 3. The model includes a measure of
Interpersonal Trust.9 It also includes the following
measures of community involvement: Solving
Problems in the Community, Participation in
Committee for Community Improvement, and

IT1. And speaking of the people from around here, would
you say that people in this community are very trustworthy,
somewhat trustworthy, not very trustworthy or
untrustworthy...?

9
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Attending a Municipal Meeting.10 Finally, we
include two measures of more general political
attachment and involvement: Identifying with a
Political Party and Participating in Meetings of
Parties.11 The model also includes the
socioeconomic and demographic measures and
country fixed effects contained in the analysis
shown in Figure 2; the full set of results is
available in the appendix.
One of the most interesting results from our
analysis is that, contrary to expectations drawn
from the social capital literature, interpersonal
trust is negatively correlated with work for
political parties. This suggests that social capital
indeed is a nuanced factor when it comes to its
role in political engagement. The negative
correlation that exists between interpersonal
trust and our dependent variable runs counter
to conventional wisdom that involvement
strengthens trust and makes an individual more
apt to approve of political participation. It does,
however, fit with classic conceptions of the ways
in which political parties can sow divisions
within a society. George Washington, in his 1796
Farewell Address, warned against divisive
partisanship that could create less-trusting
political participants. As Washington stated,
“the alternate domination of one’s action over
another, sharpened by the spirit of revenge,
natural to party dissention … is itself a frightful
despotism” (Washington 1796). Thus, one
possibility is that engagement in campaign work
decreases interpersonal trust by exposing an
10 We used the following items to measure these variables:
CP5: “In the last 12 months have you tried to help to solve a
problem in your community or in your neighborhood?,”
CP8: “Have you attended meetings of a community
improvement committee or association?,” and NP1. “Have
you attended a town meeting, city council meeting or other
meeting in the past 12 months?”
11 These items are: VB10: “Do you currently identify with a
political party?” and CP13: “Have you attended meetings of
a political party or political organization?” We also
considered Approving of People Working for Campaigns.
Although it shows a strong positive correlation with our
dependent variable, there is insufficient support from the
literature at this time to provide us with the basis for a
strong theoretical claim of its causal relationship to our
dependent variable.

individual to the political discord inherent in
democratic politics. Another possibility is that
those with high interpersonal trust are content
to let others do the work involved in campaigns,
as they trust that others can get the job done
well. We note that our analyses cannot
adjudicate between these possibilities; it is
possible that either one, or both, explains the
negative correlation and we urge researchers to
take up this topic in more detail in future work.
Our measures of community and general
political attachment and involvement work as
expected. First, working to solve problems,
participating in community improvement
meetings, and attending municipal meetings are
all positive predictors of working for a political
campaign. Second, as anticipated, identification
with a political party and attending political
party meetings are very strongly correlated with
campaign work.

Conclusion
Our analysis of the AmericasBarometer 2010
data suggests that working for a political party
or campaign is uncommon. Therefore, we
wondered what factors help account for the
small percentage of active, involved citizens.
Our discussion highlighted two principal types
of factors that could matter: resources and social
capital. We find only moderate support for a
resource model: education matters, but not
wealth. This suggests that the intangible lessons
and resources obtained through education are
more important to involvement in campaign
work than the material resources that wealth
provides. Beyond just resources, education may
instill a sense of duty, which may be a cause or
effect of community participation and activism.
In other words, not only do people need a
specific skill set, but they also need to feel
obligated to participate, and education may be
one avenue through which individuals acquire
this sense of duty.
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With respect to social capital, our discussion and
results
highlighted
the
importance
of
distinguishing between the engagement and
trust dimensions. We found that interpersonal
trust and engagement in local and partisan
politics both matter, but in opposite ways. We
have several thoughts as to why this is so. With
respect to engagement, it may be that
involvement in community and political affairs,
like education, sharpens civic skills in ways that
promote electoral campaign involvement. With
respect to trust, our analyses point to the
possibility, though we caution it is only a
possibility, that working for a campaign
decreases social trust (we can infer this as a
possibility because the relationship between these
two variables is negative in our model). To the
extent there is indeed this type of causal
relationship at work, our analyses have
implications for policymakers who might wish
to increase citizen involvement in electoral
campaigns; specifically, our findings with
respect to the negative relationship between
trust and electoral work cautions against civic
engagement and education programs that
emphasize partisan differences and competition,
for these may be the aspects of working for a
campaign that undermine social trust. If future
work were able to demonstrate that this
negative correlation we find is indeed rooted at
least in part in such a causal process, then there
is a potential dark side to citizen involvement in
campaign work.
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Appendix
Table 1. Predictors of Campaign Participation in Latin America and the Caribbean, 2010

Education
Female
Age
Urban
Quintiles of Wealth
Solving Problems in the Community
Participated in Committee
Attended Municipal Meeting
Identify with a Party
Participated in Meeting of Party
Interpersonal Trust
Mexico
Guatemala
El Salvador
Honduras
Nicaragua
Costa Rica
Panama
Colombia
Ecuador
Bolivia
Peru
Paraguay
Chile
Brazil
Venezuela
Argentina
Dominican Rep.
Haiti
Jamaica
Guyana
Trinidad & Tobago
Belize
Suriname
Constant
F
Number of Observations
* p<0.05

Coefficient

Standard Error

Coefficient

Standard Error

0.223*
-0.148*
0.131*
-0.047
-0.028*

0.023
0.017
0.018
0.021
0.020

-0.090*
-0.053
-0.024
0.005
-0.009
-0.003
-0.005
-0.089*
-0.112*
-0.129*
-0.179*
0.032
-0.334*
-0.017
-0.035
-0.035
0.107*
0.052*
-0.097*
-0.076*
-0.083*
0.012
0.061*
-2.152*
19.17
39745

0.025
0.025
0.021
0.022
0.021
0.023
0.024
0.026
0.032
0.030
0.030
0.022
0.037
0.049
0.024
0.039
0.022
0.023
0.024
0.025
0.023
0.022
0.024
0.024

0.167*
-0.071*
0.041*
-0.008
-0.025*
0.092*
0.099*
0.182*
0.452*
0.501*
-0.060*
-0.020
0.032
0.021
0.047*
0.016
0.068*
0.088*
-0.033
0.083*
-0.069*
-0.098*
0.066*
-0.146*
0.124*
0.007
-0.018
0.023
0.065*
-0.031
0.021
-0.013
0.087*
0.033
-2.440*
86.75
37,605

0.025
0.018
0.020
0.023
0.021
0.019
0.019
0.016
0.020
0.015
0.020
0.025
0.027
0.022
0.022
0.022
0.023
0.026
0.028
0.032
0.030
0.029
0.022
0.037
0.050
0.027
0.030
0.021
0.024
0.026
0.025
0.025
0.023
0.027
0.026

Note: Coefficients are statistically significant at *p<0.05, two-tailed.
Country of Reference: Uruguay
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Executive Summary. Can democracy exist without political parties? In this Insights
report, we examine responses to this question, using data from the 2010 round of the
AmericasBarometer surveys. We begin with the notion that there are two opposing
conceptions of democracy: one in which parties are critical for democratic governance, and
one in which parties are unnecessary. Our analyses reveal that, across the Americas,
political parties are generally regarded as necessary, but there is a relatively large degree of
cross-national and individual-level variation in responses. Of the factors we examine, one of
the most significant predictors of attitudes concerning the importance of parties to democracy
is education. Those with higher levels of education are more likely to disagree with the idea
that democracy can exist without parties. Moreover, as education levels increase, people
become more likely to associate support for democracy with the belief that democracy relies
on political parties to function effectively.

LAPOP is pleased to note that this report was developed and written by undergraduate
students participating in a Vanderbilt University honors seminar in the Spring of
2012. That class, HONS186, was taught by Professor E. J. Zechmeister and Margarita
Corral acted as teaching assistant. Author names are listed here in alphabetical order;
biographies of the authors are provided in the report appendix.
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A

re
parties
truly
essential
for
democracy?
Throughout
modern
history, this question has been debated
by a range of individuals. Some, like George
Washington, have warned against political
parties because of their potential to divide and
corrupt the nation (Washington 1796). Others,
including many political scientists, insist that
political parties are necessary for political
progress (Aldrich 1995, Bryce and Bryce 1921,
Dahl 1990, Downs 1957; see also Schattschneider
1942). Thus, it appears that in theory two
conceptions of democracy exist: one in which
parties are vital to the democratic system, and
one in which democracy can exist without a
formal party system.

Figure 1. Average Belief that Democracy can Exist
without Political Parties, 2010
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In this Insights1 report, we explore the factors
that influence which of these two conceptions of
democracy the public holds. We find that
education not only influences whether or not
people believe that political parties are
necessary for democracy, but also conditions the
extent to which they relate support for
democracy with support for political parties’
role in democracy.
This report focuses on the following question
from the 2010 round of the LAPOP
AmericasBarometer survey.2 Interviewees were
asked to rate their response on a scale of 1 to 7,
with 1 indicating “strongly disagree” and 7
indicating “strongly agree.”3

Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.phpThe data on
which
they
are
based
can
be
found
at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
2 Funding for the 2010 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development
Bank
(IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University
3 The question was asked to 42,486 respondents across all 26
countries (a split sample format in the US and Canada meant
the question was asked of only 750 individuals in each of
these two countries, though we exclude these countries from
analysis here in order to focus on Latin America and the
Caribbean). The non-response rate for this question for the
entire pooled sample was 7.32%.
1
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Democracy can Exist without Political Parties
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effects Based)

DEM 23: Democracy can exist without political
parties. How much do you agree or disagree?
Figure 1 reports mean responses to this
question, on a rescaled index that runs from 0 to
100. The figure shows that our variable exhibits
considerable variation across Latin America and
the Caribbean; the two extreme cases (Belize at
the low end and Haiti at the high end) are
separated by a range of just under 30 units on
the 0-100 scale. The national averages seem to
cluster around the low 40s with the mean across
all nations landing at 41.3 units, indicating that,
considering Latin America and the Caribbean as
a whole, the average citizen displays only a
slight preference for party-based democracy.
Citizens of Haiti tend to have the strongest belief
that democracy can exist without political
parties, while in Belize the overall opinion tends
toward greater faith in the role of political
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parties in the democratic system, as
demonstrated by its average score of 28.8.
Another noteworthy result is Venezuela’s low
placement on the distribution. Considering that
Hugo Chávez’s leadership style has tended to
rely on his personality and on political
structures that differ from traditional democratic
parties, some might be surprised to find that the
Venezuelan public has a high degree of support
for political parties’ essential role in democracy.

or, instead, to cynicism; yet, at the same time,
they argue that the more educated are also less
likely to want to delegate power to a strong
leader.4 Given that we are not examining trust
per se, but instead whether one conceives of
democracy as needing parties, we draw from
this discussion the notion that education may
exert a strong, direct, and negative influence on
the belief that democracy can exist without
political parties.

Since the 26 nations surveyed
Literature on individual
show a substantial degree of
characteristics
has
Belief that parties are
variation
in
average
indicated that age is also
unnecessary for democracy is
responses to this question, it
related to a person’s
could be that country-level
highest in the Haiti. Considering attachment to the
factors help predict attitudes
political system, with
Latin
America
and
the
Caribbean
on this variable; however, we
older citizens exhibiting
as a whole, the average citizen
tested whether polarization,
stronger party ties and
level of democracy, or GDP
younger people showing
displays only a slight preference
were significant predictors
more
skepticism
for party-based democracy.
and found no support for
(Converse 1969, Dalton
any of these relationships.
1984, Henn, Weinstein,
Therefore, we turn to an examination of various
and Wring 2002). Therefore, we suspect that
individual-level factors that help to explain the
being older is associated with lower values of
public’s reaction to the idea of democracy
our dependent variable, since such a response
without political parties. Our key focus is the
indicates support for the role of political parties
influence of education as a direct predictor of
in democracy.
belief in the necessity of parties and as a factor
that conditions the ways in which people link
In Figure 2,5 we assess the above expectations,
support for democracy to the need for the
while also examining the role of urban versus
parties within that system.
rural area of residence and wealth.6 More
specifically, the figure presents the results of an
OLS regression analysis in which the belief that
Socioeconomic and Demographic
political parties are not necessary for democracy
Predictors of the Belief that
is predicted by education, age, gender, location

Democracy Can Exist Without
Parties
Existing scholarship suggests a role for
socioeconomic and demographic factors,
especially education, in influencing public
opinion about political parties. According to
Gronke and Levitt (2007), there is some debate
over whether heightened levels of education
and knowledge of political systems leads to
trust in the political institutions of one’s country

4

Interestingly, varying levels of education have also been
connected to the types of parties people support, with the
lesser educated tending to show greater support for parties
with a religious or highly conservative background, and
more educated people favoring liberal parties (Arian and
Barnes 1974). Exploration of this tendency here is outside of
the scope of this report.
5 See full results of the models in the Appendix.
6
See Abby Córdova, 2009, “Methodological Note:
Measuring Relative Wealth using Household Asset
Indicators” for a description of the construction of the
wealth index:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights/I0806en.pdf
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(urban vs. rural) and quintiles of wealth. It is
important to recall that higher values on our
dependent variable indicate greater support
for the notion that democracy can exist
without parties.

Figure 2. Who is More Supportive of the Idea that
Democracy Can Exist Without Parties?
R-Squared =0.042
F=38.762
N =37442
Urban

The independent variables are shown on the
vertical axis, while belief in the need for
political parties is the dependent variable.
Since none of the dots’ corresponding bars
(which represent 95% confidence intervals)
intersect the vertical “0” line in our figure, we
conclude that all five variables are statistically
significant. Dots falling to the left of the “0”
line indicate a negative correlation, which for
our purposes means that greater values on the
predictor are associated with a tendency to
reject the idea that democracy can exist
without parties. Dots falling to the right of the
“0” line, on the other hand, indicate a positive
correlation, indicating an association between
higher values on that variable and the belief that
political parties are not necessary for democracy.
Figure 2 shows that the wealthier, older, and
more educated, along with women, have lower
agreement with the statement that democracy
can exist without political parties, while living in
an urban area is associated with a greater belief
that parties are unnecessary. The strongest
predictor of the belief in the need for political
parties is age. However, education, which is the
principal focus of this paper, also shows a
significant relationship. As we expected,
education is negatively associated with the
dependent variable, which means that the more
educated have a greater attachment to the
notion of political parties as important to

Quintiles of W ealth

Age

Female

Education Level
-0.06

-0.04

-0.02

0.0

0.02

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Country Fixed Effects and Intercept
Included but not Shown Here

democracy. In the next section, we further
explore how education affects individuals’
beliefs by interacting it with support for
democracy.

Education’s
Influence
Conceptions of Democracy

on

In this section we continue to focus on
education, while at the same time introducing a
more
complex
argument
and
model.
Specifically, we argue that people’s level of
education influences how they relate their
degree of support for democracy with the notion
that democracy can exist without political
parties.
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Prior research indicates that an
individual’s beliefs about democracy
Figure 3. Education, Support for Democracy and Support for
are highly conditioned by his or her
Parties
education level and, consequently, we
suspect that education will act to
R-Squared =0.044
F=38.356
produce different conceptions of the
N =36666
Education*Support for Democracy
role of parties in democracy.
In
particular, several studies have noted
the
association
between
higher
education levels and a stronger support
for democracy (Dennis 1996, Evans and
Education Level
Whitefield 1995). Political knowledge,
which is a logical result of greater
education, has been observed to have
the same relationship (Holmberg 2002).
By the same token, education has also
Support for Democracy
been linked to a rejection of
-0.15
-0.1
-0.05
0.0
0.05
0.1
authoritarian principles in favor of
95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
more democratic values (Glaeser,
Country fixed effects, sociodemographics and intercept
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
Ponzetto, and Shleifer 2006, Rose and
included but not shown here
7
Mishler 1996). Given that parties are
traditionally key vehicles for political
participation, this may then simultaneously
To test this expectation, we created a model that
increase individuals’ belief that parties are
interacts
education
with
support
for
necessary, and thus lead to a tendency for the
democracy.9 The results of this model are shown
highly educated to have belief systems in which
in Figure 3, which is presented in the same
support for democracy and belief in the need for
format as Figure 2; the analysis includes the
political parties are strongly related.8
same measures as before, but now also includes
Glaeser, Ponzetto, and Shleifer (2006) observe as well that
increased education levels are associated with the shift from
dictatorship to democracy, but not in the opposite
direction—education tends to stabilize democracy, and the
authors propose that schooling may help to socialize citizens
into a culture of political participation (on the general
relationship between education and democracy, see also
Lipset 1959).
8
Other studies have suggested that the opposite may be
true: the highly educated may be more likely to turn away
from parties. Although Finkel, Sabatini, and Bevis (2000) felt
education was linked to support for democracy, they found
that increased awareness of political systems leads people to
critique them; from this, one could extrapolate the notion
that higher levels of education lead individuals to be less
trusting of parties. Similar findings suggest that as people
become more educated, they tend to detach from the party
system because they feel more capable of making political
decisions independently (Dalton and Wattenberg 2001).
While these authors’ arguments run counter to our
expectation that higher education will lead people to
support a democracy that depends on the traditional
structure of political parties, it is possible that their findings
7

are still consistent with our hypothesis. Although educated
people may begin to detach from the party system and
scrutinize it, this does not necessarily imply that they do not
find it necessary for democracy; on the contrary, they may
still view it as a useful tool that simply needs to be
improved, as opposed to rejected altogether.
9 There is a suggested link between slow economic growth
and political instability (Alesina et al. 1996). Furthermore,
when it comes to the economy, people usually look to place
blame or credit with one concrete group of people, especially
when these leaders are easy to identify. (Anderson 2000).
One might then consider whether perceived economic
conditions are a significant determinant of whether or not a
respondent believes political parties are necessary for
democracy. However, examining this lies outside the scope
of this particular report.
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support for democracy10 and its interaction with
education.11,12

belief that political parties are necessary for
democracy.

As before, the coefficients reported in the figure
are standardized and confidence intervals
falling entirely to the right of the “0” line
indicate a positive correlation, which means that

The first variable presented in Figure 3
illustrates the interaction between education and
support for democracy. Interaction terms are
difficult to interpret directly from regression
output, but we can nonetheless draw two
conclusions. First, the interaction is
significant, which lends support to our
Figure 4. Predicted Attitudes toward Party-Based
Democracy at Varying Levels of Support for Democracy
expectation that education conditions the
and Education
relationship
between
support
for
democracy and our dependent variable.
Second, the direct effect of support for
democracy (the third variable listed in
Figure 3) is significant and positive.
Given that this result represents the
effect of support for democracy for those
with little to no education, we can
conclude that for those with little to no
education, support for democracy is
positively and significantly related to a
belief that democracy can exist without
political parties.

higher values of a variable are associated with
the belief that democracy can function without
political parties. Conversely, variables whose
confidence intervals fall entirely to the left of the
“0” line show a negative relationship, meaning
that increased values are associated with the

10 We measured this using the ING4 variable, which asks
“Democracy may have problems, but it is better than any
other form of government. To what extent do you agree or
disagree with this statement?”
11 When we ran the analysis with these new variables, all of
the socioeconomic and demographic variables from Figure 2
remained statistically significant except for gender, which
became insignificant.
12 We also tested a model that included a control for trust in
political parties; the coefficient is significant and positive,
but including it does not change the results shown in Figure
3 and therefore, for the sake of parsimony, we omit this
control variable.

Because of the difficulty of interpreting
Figure 3, we refer the reader to Figure 4.
This
new
figure
expresses
the
conditioning relationship in a different
way, by presenting the predicted value of our
dependent variable for people with different
levels of support for democracy for each of the
four education brackets. The darkest line shows
the predicted relationship for those with higher
education, while the lightest line shows the
relationship for those without any education.
The two lines in the middle represent the
relationship among those with primary
education and those with secondary education,
respectively.13
As Figure 4 shows, people with secondary
education or lower tend to reject the need for

13 The predicted levels of support for a democracy without
political parties were calculated for male respondents with
all other variables set at their mean.
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claimed democracy can exist without political
political parties in democracy as their support
parties, a response of “disagree” introduces a
for democracy increases, which suggests that
confusing double-negative situation in which
they ascribe to a definition of democracy that
disagreeing with the statement somewhat
does not include parties. This trend is the
counter-intuitively translates to support for the
strongest for those with no education and
role of parties in democracy. In short, this is a
weakens as education increases, with highly
difficult question and the ability to understand it
educated citizens showing a weak trend in the
may have varied by levels of education. Future
opposite direction. This means that for this
scholarship on this topic might test different
demographic, higher support for democracy is
variations on this question, and determine
(at least modestly) associated with a greater
whether the complex wording affects response
belief in the need for political parties. It
patterns in ways that would be important for the
therefore appears that formal education
conclusions we have drawn here.
influences an individual’s conception of
democracy and the role of parties
Assuming that the findings
in it. While those with lower
reported here are accurate,
levels of education are able to
[T]hose with the highest
the significant impact of
simultaneously
approve
of
levels
of
education
tend
to
education
on
people’s
democracy and cast off the role of
support a vision of
overall
definition
of
parties
in
democratic
democracy
bears
important
government, the most educated
democracy that necessarily
implications for public
in society view parties as a
includes political parties.
policy.14 It reinforces the
necessary element of democracy,
and
express
support
for
role of schooling in the
democracy alongside the belief in the necessity
formation of people’s civic values, which
of political parties.
suggests that in addition to continuing efforts to
encourage people to pursue higher levels of
education, policymakers who value political
Conclusion
parties
as
vehicles
for
democratic
communication and representation should
In this Insights report, we have demonstrated
consider including greater amounts of civic
that people with different levels of education
education in the early school years to give
perceive the relationship between political
people with even a limited education a basic
parties and democracy in drastically different
background in the functioning of democracy.
ways. Whereas those with the highest levels of
While the importance of education is by no
education tend to support a vision of democracy
means a new concept, the results of this Insights
that necessarily includes political parties, many
report help to further justify it by suggesting
people with lower levels of education seem to
that education can lead to more consistent
hold a view of democracy in which parties are
public support for the role of party systems
not vital. This is a surprising result that
within modern democratic politics.
underscores the role of education in the
formation of the public’s political views and
understanding of government structure.
Nevertheless, we must consider the possibility
that the wording of the question used to
measure political party support influenced the
results of this survey. Since respondents were
asked to agree or disagree with a statement that

14 The fact that average levels of support for party-based
democracy are fairly low across Latin America and the
Caribbean also suggests that parties could do a better job
securing the support of the people (see Radiografía a los
Partidos, June 22, 2012).
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Appendix –
Table 1. Predictors of Support for the Idea that Democracy can Function without Parties
in Latin America and the Caribbean, 2010

Education
Female
Age
Urban
Quintiles of Wealth
Support for Democracy
Support for Democracy * Education
Mexico
Guatemala
El Salvador
Honduras
Nicaragua
Costa Rica
Panama
Colombia
Ecuador
Bolivia
Peru
Paraguay
Chile
Brazil
Venezuela
Argentina
Dominican Rep.
Haiti
Jamaica
Guyana
Trinidad & Tobago
Belize
Suriname
Constant
R-squared
Number of Observations
* p<0.05

Coefficient

Standard Error

Coefficient

Standard Error

-0.031*
-0.015*
-0.046*
0.020*
-0.027*

0.007
0.006
0.006
0.008
0.007

0.088*
0.060*
0.083*
0.094*
0.058*
0.013
0.107*
0.081*
0.118*
0.116*
0.044*
0.067*
0.084*
0.076*
0.021
0.023*
0.078*
0.156*
0.007
0.077*
0.059*
-0.006
0.045*
-0.035*
0.042
37,442

0.010
0.010
0.009
0.009
0.010
0.011
0.010
0.009
0.012
0.013
0.010
0.010
0.011
0.014
0.011
0.011
0.009
0.009
0.010
0.015
0.010
0.010
0.011
0.008

0.028
-0.012*
-0.047*
0.018*
-0.029*
0.081*
-0.092*
0.092*
0.065*
0.087*
0.098*
0.059*
0.013
0.109*
0.085*
0.122*
0.118*
0.048*
0.071*
0.088*
0.079*
0.022
0.024*
0.083*
0.159*
0.009
0.079*
0.061*
-0.003
0.047*
-0.034*
0.044
36,666

0.016
0.006
0.006
0.009
0.007
0.016
0.023
0.010
0.010
0.009
0.009
0.011
0.011
0.010
0.009
0.012
0.013
0.010
0.010
0.011
0.014
0.011
0.011
0.009
0.010
0.010
0.015
0.010
0.010
0.012
0.008

Note: Coefficients are statistically significant at *p<0.05, two-tailed.
Country of Reference: Uruguay
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Executive Summary: This Insights report examines levels of trust in national legislatures
throughout the Americas. Through analyses of the 2010 round of AmericasBarometer survey, we
find that the most important predictors of trust in the national legislature are trust in political parties
and perceptions of representatives doing a good job. Other, but less consequential, predictors of
trust include external efficacy, perceptions of the national economy, and perceptions of the level of
political corruption in the country. Considering the results as a whole, we conclude the following: a
national legislature whose representatives and parties are perceived to be both honest and
reliable will be most trusted by its citizens.
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A

few months ago, a CNN Poll
Figure 1. Trust in the National Legislature across the
found that the U.S. public’s faith in
Americas, 2010
the national government had
reached an all-time low, with only 15% of
respondents saying that they trust the
66.3
Uruguay
government in Washington to do what’s
56.9
Honduras
54.0
Mexico
right always or most of the time.1 Is such a
52.8
Belize
low level of trust in the government
52.1
El Salvador
52.0
Chile
unique to the United States, or are the
51.9
Bolivia
other countries in the Americas faring the
51.5
Guyana
50.8
Costa Rica
same? National legislatures play essential
50.5
Dominican Republic
roles
in
elections,
policy,
and
49.4
Colombia
47.8
Suriname
representation in modern democratic
46.6
Canada
governments. While some have found that
46.6
Panama
44.9
Venezuela
people effectively distinguish between
42.4
Brazil
criticisms of the current government and
41.5
Ecuador
40.2
Jamaica
problems with democracy in general,
39.5
Nicaragua
levels of trust in legislatures can be an
38.2
Argentina
36.6
Guatemala
important indicator of public opinion with
35.4
Trinidad & Tobago
respect to the political system and the
34.8
Paraguay
31.9
Peru
people in power. Scholarship has
31.2
Haiti
suggested that higher levels of trust follow
31.0
United States
from the enactment of policies that the
0
20
40
60
80
people want, as “people are more likely to
Trust in the National Legislature
trust things they perceive to be working
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effects Based)
effectively” (Hetherington 1998, p. 794).
Source: AmericasBarometer 2010, by LAPOP
The AmericasBarometer survey by LAPOP
allows us to answer these questions: To
American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP)
what degree do citizens in the Americas trust
surveys3, in which 43,990 respondents from 26
their national legislatures? What factors explain
countries in Latin America, the Caribbean, the
high or low levels of trust?
United States and Canada were asked the
following question:
This Insights2 report looks at levels of trust in the
national legislature in the Americas and assesses
individual determinants of variation in those
levels. Past Insights reports have examined trust
in Supreme Courts (I0854), elections (I0837), and
the armed forces (I0827), but trust in the national
legislature has yet to be examined. To evaluate
this topic, we query the 2010 round of the Latin
“CNN Poll: Trust in government at all time low.” CNN.
September 28, 2011.
http://politicalticker.blogs.cnn.com/2011/09/28/cnn-polltrust-in-government-at-all-time-low/
2 Prior issues in the Insight series can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php. The data on
which
they
are
based
can
be
found
at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveydata.php.

B13 “To what extent do you trust the national
legislature?”
Respondents were asked to choose an answer
from 1 to 7 where “1” represents “Not at all”
and “7” “A lot.” Responses were recoded on a 0100 scale following the LAPOP standard, in

1

Funding for the 2010 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development
Bank
(IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.

3
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order to ensure comparability across questions
and survey waves.

Socioeconomic and Demographic
Factors and Trust in the National
Legislature

Figure 1 displays national average scores with
their margins of error (i.e., confidence intervals).
The mean response across all countries was
We begin by examining how socioeconomic and
45.18, indicating that most respondents have
demographic factors affect the dependent
somewhat low levels of trust in the national
variable, the respondent’s trust in the national
legislature.4 Uruguay has the highest level of
legislature.6 Among the independent variables,
trust with an average of 66.3, followed by
we include measures of wealth and education
Mexico and then Belize. The United States has
levels. Although intuition might lead one to
the lowest with an average level of trust in
expect those who are wealthier7 and have a
Congress of only 31.0, followed by Haiti and
higher education level tend to trust the
then Peru. The wide divide of 35.3 points
government more because they are clear
between the countries with
beneficiaries of the
the highest and lowest levels
status quo, several
of
trust suggests that
[M]ost respondents have
scholars find the
country-level factors might
(Gronke
somewhat low levels of trust opposite
be an important part of a
2004; Hibbing and
broader study of trust in
Theiss-Moore 2002;
in the national legislature.
national legislatures across
Moreno 2001). The
the Americas, but in this
logic offered for such
report we focus on the individual level while
a negative relationship – at least for education –
controlling for country differences.
is that those with a higher education level have a
At the individual level, what factors explain
variation in trust in national legislatures in the
Americas? We examine this question by, first,
presenting a basic linear regression model that
includes classic socioeconomic and demographic
independent variables. Then we present a more
extensive multiple variable regression analysis
that takes into account variables suggested by
relevant literature, including measures that tap
trust in political parties and perceptions of the
government acting in the public’s best interest
by successfully implementing policy.5

Non-response to this particular question was 4.1% across
the sample as a whole.
5 All statistical analyses in this report were conducted using
STATA v10.1 and results were adjusted for the complex
sample designs employed. The analyses include a series of
dummy variables accounting for the impact of national
context, which is assumed to be “fixed” (or constant) for
each respondent within the country. When using this
technique we must set one of the dummy variables as the
reference, and in this case it is Uruguay.
4

higher level of political awareness, which leads
to criticism and even cynicism towards the
government (Gronke 2004). In addition to
measures of wealth and education, our analysis
also includes age8, gender9 (coded 0 for male 1
for female), and urban (versus rural) place of
residence. While we have fewer a priori
expectations for these latter variables, we note
that Moreno (2001) suggests that age has a
positive correlation with the dependent variable.
6 As a typical practice for the Insights series, we omit Canada
and the United States from this and other analyses in the
report to focus on the Latin American and Caribbean cases.
7 The measure of wealth we use is described in a previous
Insights report by Abby Córdova (2009),
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights/I0806en.pdf
8 Age was coded into 5 quintiles that were then compared to
the age of 18-25. The quintiles included 66+, 56-65, 46-55, 3645, and 26-35.
9 Gender is included as a control and also because many
often speculate that women in Latin America will have more
confidence and trust in the national legislature because of
the patriarchal societies (Moreno 2001). We include this in
our analysis even though there is no theoretical basis to
hypothesize the effects of the variable.
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To assess our expectations, we created a
regression model that tests the relationships

are less likely to trust in their legislature than
those who live in rural communities.

Figure 2. Socioeconomic and Demographic Predictors of Trust in
the National Legislature
R-Squared =0.088
F=73.969
N =38740

Perception of Effective
Government and Trust in
the National Legislature

Urban

Prior research on trust in institutions
has led us to identify two sets of factors
66+
that should help explain trust in the
56-65
national legislature. First, trust in the
integrity of politicians to act as honest
46-55
and sincere representatives should
36-45
matter. Political scandals have been
26-35
found to be associated with lower trust
Female
in the national legislature, possibly
Education Level
because such events cause the public to
-0.08
-0.06
-0.04
-0.02
0.0
0.02
0.04
doubt the sincerity and honesty of
legislators (Bowler 2004; Chanley 2000;
95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Nye 1997; Sotero 2005). Trust in
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
Country Fixed Effects and Intercept
Included but not Shown Here
political parties is also positively
related to trust in the national
legislature (Nye 1997, Patterson 1992).
between these five individual level factors and
Since
political
parties are a prime means
trust in government. The results, displayed in
through which the people and legislators
Figure 2, show standardized coefficients for ease
interact,
having
reliable
channels
of
of comparison (see appendix for full results of
communication
may
help
strengthen
trust.
this and any subsequent analysis). The
External efficacy, or how much someone feels
estimated effect of each independent variable is
that their opinion matters and how capable they
shown by a dot. The corresponding bars
feel of influencing decision-makers, has also
represent a 95% confidence interval around that
been found to be correlated with higher trust in
estimate. If the dot and the bar fall to the left of
the national legislature (Catterburg 2000;
the 0 line then the variable is both negative and
Patterson 1992). In short, we expect to find that
significantly significant. If the dot and bar fall to
the more people feel that the national legislature
the right of the 0 line then the variable is both
is free of corruption and elected representatives
positive and significantly significant.
are receptive to their priorities, the greater the
level of trust in that institution.
As we had expected, we found that those with a
Quintiles of Wealth

higher education level are less likely to trust the
government than those with less education.
Also, females and older people trust in their
national legislatures more than males and
younger people. Interestingly, we found that
wealth does not have a significant impact on
individuals’ trust in the national legislature.
Finally, those who live in urban communities

Second, trust in the national legislature should
also be tied to measures of material
performance. Chanley (2000), Levitt (2011), and
Patterson (1992, 1997) have found that the
perception of the national economic situation is
positively related to trust in the legislature,
making it plausible that people hold the
legislature responsible for the economic
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condition of the nation. The
overall perception of the
work of the legislature is
clearly linked with its
performance,
and
also
should influence the level of
trust in the body (Catterburg
2006; Hetherington 1998;
Levitt 2011).

Figure 3. Determinants of Trust in the National Legislature
R-Squared =0.371
N =32527
Representantives Doing a Good Job

Trust in the Political Parties

External Efficacy

Jointly, with these two
themes, sincere interaction
and
successful
implementation of policy,
we are suggesting that
people
come
to
trust
legislatures more when the
legislatures prove that they
are able and willing to
understand the priorities of
the citizenry and effectively
legislate with these in mind.

Perception of National Economic Situation

Perception of Corruption
-0.1

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

To test this model of trust in national
legislatures, we conducted a regression analysis
that includes the following: perceptions of
corruption,10 trust in political parties, external
efficacy, perceptions of the national economic
situation,
and
approval
of
legislative
performance.11,12 Figure 3 displays the results for

The perception of corruption measure captures the extent
to which scandals are frequent in a given context.
11 The data are drawn from the AmericasBarometer survey.
The relevant survey questions are: M2 Performance of
Congress (“Now speaking of Congress and thinking of
members/senators and representatives as a whole, without
considering the political parties to which they belong, do
you believe that the members and representative of
Congress are performing their jobs: very well, well, neither
well or poorly, poorly, or very poorly?”); B21 Trust in
Political Parties (“To what extent do you trust political
parties?”); SOCT1 Perception of the National Economic
Situation (“How would you describe the country’s economic
situation? Would you say that it is very good, good, neither
good nor bad, bad, or very bad?”); EFF1 External Efficacy
(“Those who govern this country are interested in what
people like you think. How much do you agree or disagree
with this statement.); and EXC 7 Perception of Corruption
(“Taking into account your own experience or what you
10

0.0

Country Fixed Effects, Sociodemographics, and Intercept
Included but not Shown Here

the analysis, in the same fashion as Figure 2.
Each coefficient is standardized to capture the
relative impact of each variable and allow for
comparison. Standard socioeconomic and
demographic variables and country-fixed effects
are also included as controls, though not shown
in the figure.13 Independent variables are
significant when their 95% confidence intervals,
represented by the brackets, do not intersect the
0 line.
have heard, corruption among public officials is….very
common, common, uncommon, very common”).
12 We also ran a regression analysis for other independent
variables. These included trust in elections, trust in the
President/Prime Minister, respect for political institutions,
and asking for help from a representative from Congress.
While our analysis does not focus on these variables, we
note the first three were positively correlated with trust in
national legislature and the last was statistically
insignificant.
13 Canada and the United States are again omitted from the
model. Figure 3 controls for the same socioeconomic and
demographic variables included in Figure 2 as well as
country fixed effects. After adding new variables to the
analysis, those tested in Figure 2 did not change with the
exception of two age variables. The age categories 26-35 and
36-45 were both negatively correlated and significant in
Figure 2. However, these variables lost their significance in
Figure 3. This indicates that they must in some way be
related to the variables that we tested in Figure 3.
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The outcome of the regression analysis is
consistent with the expectations we drew from
the literature. All variables shown in Figure 3
are statistically significant. Thus, we find strong
support for our argument that, when
individuals believe their legislature is comprised
of sincere individuals who take into account the
views of the citizenry and when legislature are
perceived as doing a good job, then people are
willing to invest greater trust in the legislative
institution as a whole.

same. For the interested reader, we provide this
reduced model in graph form in Appendix B.

Conclusion

The findings from this Insights report show that
in general those with lower levels of trust in
political parties, those who have a lower
perception of legislative representatives’
performance,
and
those with a higher
perception of political
A reader might wonder if
[P]eople will trust more in
corruption are the least
the results of this analysis
legislatures
when
they
likely to trust in the
remain stable when the
national
legislature.
U.S. and Canada are
believe that institution to be
Furthermore,
the
included. At the start of
report
finds
that
those
run
by
honest
and
reliable
this report, we noted
with lower external
public discontent with
politicians
who
have
heard
efficacy and more
congress in the United
negative perceptions of
States. Our presentation
their concerns and who
the national economy
of mean levels of trust in
implement
them
into
action.
tend to trust less in the
the legislature across the
national
legislature,
Americas shows that the
though these effects
U.S. is not exceptional in
are
smaller
than
some
of
the other effects found
this regard; some other countries in the
in
this
report.
These
results
suggest that the way
Americas have similar low average levels of
people relate to their national legislature and
trust in this institution. If we include the U.S.
evaluate its performance strongly influences
and Canada in the model presented in Figure 3
their overall trust in the institution. In other
(in which case we substitute out the wealth
words, people will trust more in legislatures
variable for an income measure), our results
when they believe that institution to be run by
remain the same.
honest and reliable politicians who have heard
their concerns and who implement them into
We also acknowledge that the variable for
action.
congressional performance may be too closely
related to our dependent variable, so that we are
essentially predicting positive views of the
legislature with positive views of the legislature.
While we acknowledge this as a reasonable
concern, we note that the independent variable
in our model taps evaluations of performance,
while the dependent variable relates to trust.
More
importantly,
when
we
omit
“Representatives Doing a Good Job” from the
model, the results for the other factors in the
model, and thus our conclusions, remain the

Though not addressed in this report, scholarly
research (Catterburg 2006; Hetherington 1998;
Levitt 2011) indicates that people who identify
with the majority party in the national
legislature tend to trust in legislature more. In
future work on this subject, researchers might
consider extending the analysis we presented
here to take into account the majority party in
power and the party with which individuals
most identify, which could contribute to an even
more nuanced understanding of trust in the
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national legislature.14 We also have reason to
believe that the media – by virtue of the fact that
it acts as an information conduit - can affect
people’s perception of corruption, which in turn
would affect their trust in their legislatures.
Further investigation is recommended to
determine if there is a correlation between
attention to the media and trust in the national
legislature.
In the meantime, we conclude as follows:
Honest and effective translation of the priorities
of the people into policies bolsters trust in
national legislatures.
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Appendix A
Table 1. Predictors of Trust in National Legislatures in Latin America and the
Caribbean, 2010

Education
Female
26-35
36-45
46-55
56-65
66+
Quintiles of Wealth
Urban
Perception of Corruption
Perception of National Economic Situation
External Efficacy
Trust in Political Parties
Representatives doing a Good Job
Mexico
Guatemala
El Salvador
Honduras
Nicaragua
Costa Rica
Panama
Colombia
Ecuador
Bolivia
Peru
Paraguay
Chile
Brazil
Venezuela
Argentina
Dominican Rep.
Haiti
Jamaica
Guyana
Trinidad & Tobago
Belize
Suriname
Constant
R-squared
Number of Observations
* p<0.05

Coefficient

Standard Error

Coefficient

Standard Error

-0.042*
0.018*
-0.018*
-0.017*
-0.002
-0.001
0.022*
-0.007
-0.054*

0.007
0.005
0.006
0.006
0.006
0.007
0.007
0.007
0.008

-0.077*
-0.191*
-0.094*
-0.071*
-0.173*
-0.102*
-0.124*
-0.101*
-0.211*
-0.122*
-0.207*
-0.196*
-0.097*
-0.186*
-0.126*
-0.164*
-0.101*
-0.238*
-0.165*
-0.101*
-0.194*
-0.092*
-0.118*
0.071*
0.087
38,740

0.008
0.009
0.007
0.007
0.009
0.010
0.010
0.009
0.011
0.011
0.009
0.008
0.009
0.011
0.010
0.009
0.008
0.008
0.010
0.011
0.008
0.010
0.010
0.008

-0.020*
0.011*
-0.003
-0.003
0.007
0.002
0.014*
-0.007
-0.027*
-0.030*
0.053*
0.121*
0.371*
0.224*
0.018*
-0.067*
-0.024*
-0.027*
-0.059*
-0.025*
-0.058*
-0.031*
-0.073
-0.012*
-0.085*
-0.078*
-0.023*
-0.075*
-0.048*
-0.048*
-0.009
(dropped)
-0.047*
-0.042*
-0.069*
0.004
-0.052*
0.057*
0.37
32,527

0.006
0.005
0.006
0.006
0.006
0.006
0.006
0.006
0.007
0.005
0.006
0.006
0.007
0.006
0.008
0.008
0.007
0.007
0.009
0.008
0.007
0.008
0.011
0.010
0.008
0.008
0.009
0.010
0.009
0.008
0.008
0.009
0.008
0.008
0.008
0.008
0.007

Note: Coefficients are statistically significant at *p<0.05, two-tailed.
Country of Reference: Uruguay
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Appendix B: Figure 3 with “Representatives Doing a Good Job” Omitted

R-Squared =0.334
F=395.860
N =35436
Trust in Political Parties

External Efficacy

Perception of National Economic Situation

Perception of Corruption
-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Country Fixed Effects, Sociodemographics, and Intercept
Included but not Shown Here
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Executive Summary. In 2012, the Latin American Public Opinion Project’s
AmericasBarometer surveyed over 41,000 individuals in 26 countries. This Insights
report presents the executive summary of our newly published regional report, The
Political Culture of Democracy in the Americas, 2012: Towards Equality of
Opportunity. In the full report, we analyze responses to new questions and standard
core modules in order to develop a portrait of public opinion in the Americas. In the
2012 round, a special emphasis was placed on issues related to equality of
opportunity. Interested readers can find the full report at our website
(www.americasbarometer.org). All data from the AmericasBarometer series are also
available at that same website.
The Insights Series is co-edited by Jonathan Hiskey, Mitchell A. Seligson and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister
with administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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I

n
the
2012
round
of
the
AmericasBarometer survey by the Latin
American Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP), we examine inequalities that affect
the quality, and at the extreme the stability,
of social, economic, and political life in the
Americas1. We draw on an extensive set of
questions from the 2012 AmericasBarometer
survey by LAPOP. The study covers 26
countries, making it a truly regional survey
project.2 Our report, The Political Culture of
Democracy in the Americas, 2012: Towards
Equality of Opportunity3, complements our
series of country-specific reports for the 2012
AmericasBarometer
by
offering
a
comparative perspective on inequalities in
experiences and attitudes across both
individuals and countries. In the first part of
the report, we pay particular attention to
inequalities
by
gender,
race/ethnicity
(including
skin
tone),
and
parents’
background and social status, as well as
attitudes toward gay individuals, those on
welfare, and those who are disabled. Beyond
objectively
measured
inequalities,
we
consider attitudes towards the political and
economic
involvement
of
historically
marginalized groups as well as policies to
remedy inequalities. We also examine how
inequalities are related to engagement in and
attitudes toward the political system. In the
latter part of the report, we broaden our

1 Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
2 Funding for the 2012 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
3 The report was written by a team of researchers: Ryan E.
Carlin (Georgia State University), Fred Batista Pereira
(Vanderbilt), Mollie Cohen (Vanderbilt), Nicole Hinton
(Vanderbilt), Gregory J. Love (University of Mississippi),
Mason Moseley (Vanderbilt), Mariana Rodriguez
(Vanderbilt), Matthew M. Singer (University of
Connecticut), Amy Erica Smith (Iowa State University),
Elizabeth J. Zechmeister (Vanderbilt), and Daniel ZizumboColunga (Vanderbilt). The report was edited by Mitchell A.
Seligson, Amy Erica Smith, and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister.

Figure 1. 2012 AmericasBarometer Coverage

perspective to consider issues related to
government performance in key areas (the
economy, crime, and corruption); local
government; and democratic legitimacy.
In Part I, we examine (in)equalities of
opportunity in the Americas. In the first
chapter, we describe economic and social
inequalities by demographic characteristics.
This look at the 2012 AmericasBarometer
reveals important inequalities in levels of
education, wealth, income, and food insecurity.
Individuals with darker skin tones, on average,
have fewer years of education and lower
personal incomes than do those with the
lightest skin tones. Women who work have
lower personal incomes on average than do
men, even after taking education into account.
We further find that both those with darker
skin tones and women are at greater risk of
food insecurity in the Americas. Additionally,
we find that family background (measured by
mother’s educational attainment) is strongly
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related to how well or poorly citizens fare in
the Americas.
Turning to public opinion, we find that many
individuals across the Americas support the
general notion of government action to reduce
inequalities. With the exception of the United
States, the average citizen in every country of
the Americas strongly agrees that government
should implement policies to reduce income
inequalities.

wish to create more equalities of opportunity
for their citizens face both levels of support and
constraints that vary by country.
In Chapter Two we measure participation
among different groups in electoral politics and
civil society. We find that self-reported turnout
rates by gender have converged over time: in
2012, there is no evidence of a significant
gender gap in electoral participation by gender.
We do find, however, that gender roles are
related to other forms of civic and political
engagement. Across the Americas as a whole,
female homemakers participate more than men
and female non-homemakers in religious and
parent associations, though this participation is
not always reflected in leadership roles in those
or other organizations. Men, on the other than,
are more likely to participate in community
improvement organizations as both members
and leaders, more likely to try to persuade
others of their political views, and more likely
to
work
for
political
campaigns.

But on the other hand, when we ask about
policies targeting particular groups we find
more mixed public opinion. For example,
average support for race-/skin tone-based
affirmative action programs hovers just below
the neutral point across the Americas as a
whole. The average citizen is significantly
supportive in eight countries, while the average
citizen is at least somewhat opposed to
affirmative action in seven others. We also find
evidence of a welfare
stigma, seen in negative
The 2012 AmericasBarometer
views of those who receive
contains interviews with
Beyond gender gaps, we
social assistance, in a
examine
participatory
number of countries. Thus,
41,632 individuals from 26
inequalities
across
there exists some tension in
countries. Each national
socioeconomic groups and
public opinion in the
Americas: while some favor
sample consists of a minimum racial lines. The good news
is that on average we find
government intervention to
of 1,500 respondents and
little evidence of differences
reduce inequalities, others
margins
of
error
are
+/2.5%.
in
participation
across
adopt negative views of
different
racial
groups,
racial targeting as well as
though in a number of
those
who
receive
countries citizens with darker skin are actually
government assistance. Further, we find
likely to participate more than others in political
evidence
that
discriminatory
attitudes
campaigns. The not-so-good news, however, is
underwrite some inequalities in the Americas.
that inequalities are much larger and more
For example, in 13 countries at least 20% of the
persistent across lines of social class: those who
population blames poverty among darkare wealthier and better educated participate
skinned individuals on culture. In addition,
much more in most all forms of politics than
approximately 30% of citizens of the Americas
the least educated and the poorest citizens.
agree at least somewhat with the notion that
men should have priority over women in the
Because attitudes can create barriers to
labor market. At the same time, there is
participation in political and civic activities, we
significant variation in experiences and
also examine public opinion with respect to
attitudes across the Americas. Chapter One
participation by different types of individuals.
thus provides insight into the notion that
While
average
views
tend
against
governments and publics in the Americas that
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discrimination, we nonetheless find that
approximately 1 in 4 individuals across the
Americas believes that men make better
political leaders. But, at the same time, among
those who make a distinction by gender,
individuals tend to report that female
politicians are less corrupt and more capable of
managing the economy. In addition, we find
that 10% of citizens across the Americas
express discriminatory attitudes towards darkskinned political leaders, while 20% disagree
with allowing the disabled to run for office,
and 51% disapprove of allowing gays to do so.
In Chapter Three, we relate social, economic
and political differences in the Americas to
measures
of
public
contentment
and
democratic political stability. We assess how
experiences of discrimination are associated
with internal efficacy (evaluations of one’s own
ability in politics) and external efficacy (belief
that politicians care about one’s interests).
Average rates of self-reported discrimination in
government offices or public places are low.
However, people who self-identify as black or
indigenous are much more likely to report
discrimination. Women are not more likely
than men to report discrimination. Our
analyses
reveal
that
experiences
of
discrimination are associated with greater
internal efficacy and lower amounts of external
efficacy. Moreover, those who report higher
rates of discrimination have lower levels of
system support and support for democracy.
Higher rates of self-reported discrimination are
also associated with increased rates of
protesting – almost double the rates of
protesting compared to those not reporting
being a victim of discrimination.
Part II broadens the focus on the 2012 round of
the AmericasBarometer survey by LAPOP. In
this section, we examine issues related to
governance, local government performance,
and support for democracy in the Americas.
The introduction to Part II, written by the
authors of that section, provides a detailed
overview. We discuss just some of the findings
here.

Chapter
Four
examines
government
performance on the economy, crime, and
corruption, all of which are posited to influence
levels of life satisfaction. Overall, citizens of the
Americas perceive government economic
performance as improving: evaluations of one’s
personal and national economic well-being
continue to trend upward in 2012. Crime rates
have dropped on average across the Americas
in 2012 (compared to 2010), but experiences
differ significantly by country. The same is true
when we consider concerns about corruption.
For example, 32% of Hondurans report that
issues related to corruption and government
constitute the most important problem facing
the country, whereas less than 5% of the
populations of Nicaragua, Uruguay, and El
Salvador express a similar concern. Overall,
across the Americas, perceptions of corruption
have decreased somewhat but remain high;
actual experiences with corruption (rates of
being asked for bribes to access public services)
increased somewhat in comparison to rates
found in the 2010 Americas Barometer survey.
Nonetheless, and likely due in part to
continued positive economic outcomes, life
satisfaction is increasing in the Americas.
In Chapter Five, we focus on local government,
examining
citizens’
participation
and
perceptions
of
its
effectiveness
and
performance. The data reveal very low levels of
participation and interaction with the local
government as well as mediocre levels of
satisfaction. There is great variation among
countries: in Haiti, 21% of respondents report
attending a town meeting in the last twelve
months, while only 4% of Chileans report
having done the same. Higher attendance rates
are associated with higher requests of the local
government, but when requests are voiced,
only a limited number of citizens feel those
requests were resolved. We find fairly
consistent results on these measures in 2012
compared to earlier time periods. We also find
that lower trust in the local government is
associated with low performance ratings and
low participation rates.
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Chapter Six addresses democratic attitudes in
the
Americas.
Analysis
of
the
AmericasBarometer data reveals that the
following attitudes have increased over time:
trust in democratic institutions, support for
rule of law, and support for the political
system. Political tolerance and support for
democracy have been consistently high, for the
most part, over time. Support for democracy is
highest in Uruguay, Venezuela, and Argentina
and lowest in Honduras. Moreover, the
analyses reveal that those who benefit from the
current system support it; they are also,
however, less tolerant of political dissent (that
is, of the rights of regime critics to participate in
politics). The analysis affirms that increasing
the capacity of state institutions with respect to
economic performance, reducing crime,
eliminating corruption, and maintaining

transparency will deepen the attitudinal and
normative foundations of democracy.
The complete comparative report for the
AmericasBarometer 2012 study, and all
country-specific reports and our Insights series
reports,
are
freely
available
at
www.americasbarometer.org. As well, the data
from the 2012 round of the AmericasBarometer,
and all previous AmericasBarometer studies,
are available free of charge at that same
website. Individuals and institutions can also
select to subscribe to receive premium access to
the data, codes, and technical support.

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

146

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2013
Number 86

Inequality Matters: The Role of
Education in Defining Social Class in
Colombia vs. Uruguay
By María José Álvarez-Rivadulla and Rosario Queirolo
mariaj.alvarez@urosario.edu.co and rqueirolo@um.edu.uy
Universidad del Rosario (Colombia) and Universidad de Montevideo
Executive Summary. Despite the high levels of inequality in Latin America, we
know very little about how citizens perceive themselves in terms of social class.
Using a question on subjective social class included in the AmericasBarometer
2012, this Insights report compares two countries that represent opposites in the
regional distribution of inequality: the more egalitarian Uruguay and one of the most
unequal countries in the world, Colombia. We explore how Colombians and
Uruguayans identify on the social ladder and the determinants of this perception.
As expected, we find that those who are wealthier and more educated place
themselves in higher classes. Yet, the role of education varies. It is more relevant in
Colombia than in Uruguay, where access to education is more equal. Moreover,
ascribed factors such as a darker skin color and living in a rural area are related to
lower class self identification in the more unequal Colombia, but not in Uruguay.
Finally, we present evidence that other perceptions such as the evaluation of one’s
current and past personal economic situations or general life satisfaction are as
important as more objective measures of well-being in determining class
perceptions in these two countries.
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L

atin America is the most unequal
region of the world in terms of income
distribution (Hoffman and Centeno
2003). Yet, we know little about how people
locate themselves on the social ladder.
Research on class perceptions or subjective
social status, popular in English speaking
countries, has not received the same
attention in the region. Hence, we do not
know whether objective measures of
inequality mirror how people perceive
themselves in terms of class (but see
Zechmeister, Sellers, and Seligson 2012).1
Part of this lack of attention comes from the
absence of data on class perceptions.
Fortunately, the 2012 AmericasBarometer
included a question on this topic.2 In this
Insights report, we use these data to
understand what determines subjective
social class, meaning where citizens identify on
the social ladder. It is important to investigate
the determinants of such subjective class
identity, as one’s identification as upper or
lower class has an independent impact on
various political behaviors and even health
outcomes, both physical and psychological
(Adler et al., 2000; Huckfeldt, 1984; Ostrove et
al., 2000; Singh-Manoux et al., 2003). We
compare two countries at opposite extremes of
income inequality: Colombia, one of the most
unequal countries in Latin America (and the
world) and Uruguay, one of the most
egalitarian countries in the region.3 Our
expectation is that determinants of social class
identification may vary across less and more
equal contexts. And, in fact, we find that

Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php

Figure 1. Subjective social class in Colombia and Uruguay, 2012
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Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

education matters more for social class
perceptions in relatively unequal Colombia
compared to more equal Uruguay.
Although most research on class perceptions
has been conducted at the national level there
are
some
examples
of
cross-national
comparisons (Wright 1997). In our case,
comparing citizens’ self perceptions of class in
two countries with distinct income distribution
contexts
will
provide
leverage
in
understanding the impact such contexts can
have on how individuals perceive themselves.
In this Insights report, we show how
Colombians
and
Uruguayans
perceive
themselves in terms of social class, focusing on
the following question from the 2012 round of
the AmericasBarometer survey by LAPOP:

1

Funding for the 2012 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
3 Colombia has a Gini index of 55.9, while in Uruguay it is
45.3. A Gini index of 0 represents perfect equality while an
index of 100 implies perfect inequality. Data from 2010,
source: World Bank.
2

MOV1. Would you describe yourself as
belonging to the upper class, upper middle
class, middle class, lower middle class, or lower
class?
Figure 1 shows the distribution of class
perceptions in Colombia and Uruguay. 4 There
The response rate for this question is high for both
countries: 99% in Colombia and 98% in Uruguay. The

4
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are no important differences in the upper end
of the distribution. Self-identification with the
upper and upper middle classes is low in both
countries. Yet, two main differences stand out.
While in Colombia the proportion of people
who think of themselves as middle class is
38.5%, in Uruguay the proportion reaches more
than half of the population (52.8%). And that
difference is in large part due to the fact that
Colombia has a much bigger group of people
who consider themselves lower class (25.8%
versus 13.5%). This picture, based on subjective
perception, mirrors objective data, given the
higher levels of poverty and inequality in
Colombia.

Predictors of Subjective Social
Class
From Marx onwards there has been little
agreement about how class consciousness
works. Do people identify themselves with the
class they belong to according to objective
measures of occupation or education, or not?
Evidence is mixed. In the U.S. context, Jackman
(1979) found education, income and occupation
impact individuals’ perceptions of their social
class. But, she argues, people do not only
consider their current situation when faced
with a question such as “What class do you
belong to?” Assessments of past class
trajectories and future expectations of wellbeing matter as well. Jackman also found that a
husband’s occupation affects his wife’s class
identification, so relational assessments with
members of the family may matter as well.
In this section we examine the factors that
influence subjective social class. We first
include some indicators of the socioeconomic
well-being of the person usually associated
with objective social class, such as quintile of
wealth5 and education.6 Occupation is a “usual
question was asked of only half the sample (via a split
sample design) in Colombia.
5 The variable QUINTALL is created based on an index of
household goods. For more information on the creation of
the wealth quintiles, see Córdova (2009).

suspect” in the definition of class perception
(Pampel and Vanneman 1977), but we need
comparable data on specific occupational
categories for that type of analysis. Given that
those data are not available in the
AmericasBarometer 2012, we only use one
category
in
relation
to
occupation:
unemployment, with the expectation that being
unemployed will lower class perceptions.7
To account for the person´s overall assessment
of her economic situation (following Jackman,
1979) we included evaluations of one’s current
personal economic prospects as well as an
evaluation of her past economic conditions.8
The hypothesis here is that those who evaluate
more positively their economic situation are
more likely to identify with upper classes, all
else equal.
Based on previous research that shows a
positive relationship between income and life
satisfaction (Corral 2011; Lora 2008; Stevenson
and Wolfers 2008; Di Tella and MacCulloch
2008), we also include life satisfaction as a
predictor of subjective social class.9 It is
possible that individuals with higher levels of
satisfaction consider themselves as part of an
upper class, other things being equal. However,
Lora (2008) finds that despite the enormous
income inequality prevalent in Latin America,

6 ED:

“How many years of schooling have you completed?”
We included a dummy for “unemployed,” which takes
the value of 1 if the respondent has no job but is looking for
one and 0 otherwise. We considered a person to be
unemployed if she was actively looking for a job (OCUP4A
= 3).
8 Because of space constraints, LAPOP did not include
questions about evaluations of future economic situations
in the 2012 round. The questions we include are measured
with IDIO1 and IDIO2 (recoded to a 0-100 scale). IDIO1:
“How would you describe your overall economic
situation? Would you say that it is very good, good, neither
good nor bad, bad or very bad?” IDIO2: “Do you think that
your economic situation is better than, the same as, or
worse than it was 12 months ago?”
9 Measured with LS3 (recoded to a 0-100 scale). LS3: “To
begin, in general how satisfied are you with your life?
Would you say that you are very satisfied, somewhat
satisfied, somewhat dissatisfied, or very dissatisfied?”
7
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individuals
from
different
income levels have surprisingly
similar levels of satisfaction.10

Figure 2. Determinants of Class Identification, Colombia 2012
Female

R-Squared =0.294
Following the idea that people
F=18.205
Skin tone
N =556
may consider things other than
Age
material
conditions
when
Urban
placing themselves on the social
Ideology
ladder, we have included
ideology as a predictor (1 is
Life Satisfaction
completely to the left and 10 is
Past Personal Economic Sit.
completely to the right).11 We are
Current Personal Economic Sit.
here inverting class cleavage
Unemployed
theory (Lipset and Rokkan,
Education
1967), which states that the social
Wealth
position that an individual has in
-0.20
-0.10
0.00
0.10
0.20
0.30
a society determines his/her
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effect Based)
political
preferences.
Our
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
hypothesis
is
that
other
(material) things being equal,
those that lean to the left will not
Other socio-demographic controls are age and
identify themselves with the upper classes
place of residence (coded 0 for rural, and 1 for
because it would go against their egalitarian
urban). We have also included skin color as an
values.
indicator of race. Experts consider this measure
better than racial or ethnic self-identification for
We do not have information about family
comparative purposes in inequality research in
members to test, for example, partner and
Latin America (Telles and Steele 2012).12
children´s placement in relation to the
household head´s class, but we have included
gender to see if there is a difference between
women and men in their self–placement in
terms of class (0 for male and 1 for female).

10 We acknowledge that causality, in this case, can also go
in the opposite direction: being upper class could make you
happier. However, with this model, we are testing the
impact of life satisfaction on subjective social class.
11 Measured with L1: “According to the meaning that the
terms "left" and "right" have for you, and thinking of your
own political leanings, where would you place yourself on
this scale?” Because a fair number of respondents do not
answer the left-right question and therefore are eliminated
from analyses that rely on this direct measure, we also
examined ideology as a series of distinct dummy variables,
including one for those who do not answer the left-right
question, and found no significant effect for any of these
variables in either of our analyses. However, recovering the
missing values on ideology in the Colombia analysis does
cause life satisfaction to become statistically significant and
perception of one’s past personal economic situation to
become statistically insignificant. Recovering the missing
on ideology in this same way has no effect on the other
measures included in the Uruguay analysis.

12 Measured by COLORR, a variable which runs from 1
(lightest skin) to 11 (darkest skin). Skin tone is registered
discretely by the interviewer, without asking, using a color
chart.
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The results of the linear
regression models are shown
Figure 3. Determinants of Class Identification, Uruguay 2012
in Figures 2 and 3 (see
Appendix 1 for the regression
Female
R-Squared =0.135
F=15.230
table),
which
display
N =1304
Skin tone
standardized
regression
Age
coefficients.13 Our dependent
Urban
variable
is
social
class
identification, which takes the
Ideology
values of 1 for lower class, 2
Life Satisfaction
for lower-middle, 3 for
Past Personal Economic Sit.
middle, 4 for upper-middle,
and 5 for upper class. Each dot
Current Personal Economic Sit.
in the figures represents the
Unemployed
estimated
standardized
Education
coefficient, which captures the
Wealth
relative relationship of the
-0.10
0.00
0.10
0.20
0.30
identified factor with class
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effect Based)
identification. If a dot falls to
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
the right of the vertical line at
0, its estimated effect on class
identification is positive; if a
class identification.15 Neither does age. In both
dot falls to the left of the line, its estimated
countries, more positive evaluations of
effect is negative. The horizontal bars indicate
people´s current economic situation correspond
95 percent confidence intervals around these
to higher social class identifications. Contrary
point estimates. We can be at least 95 percent
to what we expected, self-placement on the
confident that the effect is statistically
ideological scale is not a significant predictor.
significant if the horizontal bar does not cross
This issue deserves further attention given that
the vertical line.
in an exploratory analysis of respondents
across all of Latin America, ideology emerges
Results show commonalities and differences
as an important predictor of one’s class
for the two countries. Wealth and education are
identification
significantly and positively associated with
class perceptions. Yet, education has a smaller
Some variables are significant only for
effect in Uruguay than it does in Colombia.14
Colombia. The first is gender. Colombian
This makes sense given that access to education
women tend to place themselves in a higher
is more widespread in the former country.
social class than men. We do not have any
Being unemployed, in turn, does not change
theory or hypothesis to explain this, so it
remains a puzzle. Second, evaluations of past
economic situations do affect positioning in the
13 Given that our dependent variable varies only from 1 to
social ladder in the analysis presented in Figure
5, we also ran an ordered logit model. Results were
2. More positive evaluations correspond to
substantively the same. All analyses were conducted with
STATA v12 and results were adjusted for the complex
sample design employed.

As a robustness check, we pooled the data for the two
countries and ran a single analysis in which we included an
interaction between “Uruguay” and the education
measure; the interaction is significant and negative,
affirming that the effect of education is statistically less
powerful in Uruguay compared to Colombia.
14

15 In future work we hope that more specific occupational
categories can be tested to account for the great theoretical
relevance sociology gives to occupation in relation to class
locations and perceptions.
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identification with higher classes. Third, urban
Colombians position themselves above their
fellow countrymen who live in rural places.
Finally, skin tone is significant, showing that
the darker the respondent, the lower is his/her
placement in the social structure. None of these
variables achieves statistical significance in
Uruguay.
In turn, life satisfaction turns out significant in
Uruguay while not in Colombia (but see
footnote 11). The more satisfied Uruguayans
are with their lives, the higher they position
themselves.

Conclusions
Colombians and Uruguayans are fairly class
conscious, given the correspondence between
measures of well-being and self-perception in
terms of class. Those who are more educated
and wealthier position themselves in higher
classes. Yet, there is a striking difference in the
role of education for subjective social class.
While for Colombians education is a key factor
determining class identification, it matters less
for Uruguayans. This needs to be understood
in the context of different levels of educational
coverage and achievement in the two countries
we compare. Education has more value and
status when it is a scarce good, that is, in more
unequal contexts.
A salient finding is the key role that some
ascribed factors have in determining class
perceptions in the more unequal Colombia.
Rural and darker skinned Colombians locate
themselves at lower social classes than fellow
Colombians with the same education and
wealth (and the other characteristics we control
for). The first finding may relate to the wider
gaps in that country between rural and urban
areas, which may in turn cause a feeling of
relative deprivation among rural populations.
According to the last Human Development
Report, rural areas in Colombia are much more
vulnerable than urban areas (PNUD 2011).

The relation between skin tone and class
perceptions shows the intersectionality of race
and class. The lack of relationship in Uruguay
remains a puzzle, given that in both countries
there is evidence of racial inequalities (Bucheli
and Scuro 2008; Rodríguez et al. 2008; Urrea
and Viáfara 2007). More single country and
comparative research is needed here to
understand the complex ways in which race
and class perceptions mutually influence each
other.
One of the most interesting findings, however,
relates to how, beyond these “objective” wellbeing and ascribed factors, other more
subjective factors also affect how people
understand their position in the class structure.
Thus, better evaluations of one’s current
economic situation increase respondents’ self
ratings in terms of class. In addition, while the
general assessment of life satisfaction matters
in Uruguay, the evaluation of one’s past
personal economic situation matters in
Colombia. We recognize causality can work
both ways between these evaluations and class
perceptions. Thus we prefer to speak of
associations between well-being and class
identification.
We conclude that class perceptions are not
mere mirrors of “objective” class positions.
People consider other subjective aspects when
they define themselves in terms of class, and
some of those aspects vary by context. In
addition, some objective factors such as
education are valued differently in different
contexts, in terms of their relevance for how
people locate themselves in the social ladder.
Finally, we show that ascribed factors not only
impact inequality, as many others have
demonstrated, but they can impact how people
perceive themselves, as we show here.
In this brief paper we analyzed the
determinants of self class identification for two
countries. Given that the measure of social class
self-identification was part of the 2012
AmericasBarometer core survey, we hope that
scholars will conduct similar analyses for all
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the countries in the LAPOP sample. We are
also
interested
in
understanding
the
relationship between these perceptions and
other attitudes, perceptions and behaviors such
as discrimination experiences and perceptions.
We posit that perception of one’s social class
may be affected by a wide variety of
experiences with fellow citizens and with
public officials. It remains to be seen, however,
whether these relationships exist in the data
and whether they vary by country, as do some
of the factors we have analyzed here.
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Appendix. Regression Results: Determinants of Class Perception
Uruguay

Colombia

Wealth
Education
Unemployed
Current Personal Economic Sit.
Past Personal Economic Sit.
Life satisfaction
Ideology
Urban

0.094***
0.016*
0.051
0.009***
0.094
0.003*
0.011
0.069

(0.02)
(0.01)
(0.09)
(0.00)
(0.06)
(0.00)
(0.01)
(0.09)

0.145 ***
0.046***
0.207
.008 ***
0.227*
0.003
0.009
0.424***

(0.03)
(0.01)
(0.12)
(0.00)
(0.09)
(0.00)
(0.01)
(0.10)

Age
Skin tone
Female
Constant
Number of observations
Adjusted R-squared

-0.001
0.014
0.000
1.271***

(0.00)
(0.01)
(0.05)
(0.18)

-0.001
-0.050**
0.181*
0.337

(0.00)
(0.02)
(0.07)
(0.31)

1304
0.13

556
0.29

Note: Coefficients are statistically significant at *p<0.05, ** p < .01; *** p < .001.
Standard errors in parenthesis.
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Executive summary. This Insights report explores public opinion in the
Americas regarding support for having direct government by the people
rather than representative democracy. While average levels of support are
low, on average, there is quite a bit of variation across countries and
individuals. This report examines individual-level variation in support for
direct government. Initial analyses reveal that the wealthy, urban and more
educated are more supportive of representative government, while the
young and indigenous are more receptive to some form of direct
government. A second set of analyses finds that direct democracy
supporters tend to feel more politically efficacious and be more supportive
of their political system and popular elections, but less supportive of political
parties. When taken together, these findings suggest that support for direct
democracy is more a reflection of citizens’ desires for more effective outlets
for their collective political voice than a rejection of the system and core
democratic processes.
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C

ontemporary
democracies
have
favored
the
election
of
representatives as a governance
mechanism well-suited for large, complex,
modern nation states. Yet from their seats in
various institutions, such as the office of the
president and the parliament, elected officials
can appear prone to infighting and deadlock
(Linz 1990). These days, trust in parties and
support for party-based democracy exist at
moderate to low levels across the Americas
(Ahern et al. 2012). It is perhaps not
surprising, then, that a fair number (but far
from the majority) of individuals in Latin
America and the Caribbean express a
preference for bypassing elected officials via
a system of direct democracy.

Figure 1. Mean Agreement with People Governing Directly
Rather than Through Elected Representatives
El Salvador
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46.8

Nicaragua

46.6

Bolivia

42.5
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41.6
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32.9
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In this Insights report I explore the extent to
which there is agreement across the Americas
that the people should govern directly, rather
than through elected representatives. I focus
the analysis on the following question from
the 2012 AmericasBarometer2 survey by
LAPOP, in which 38,631 survey respondents
from 24 countries3 were asked the extent to
which they agree or disagree with the
following statement:4

Haiti

31.5

Trinidad & Tobago

30.7

1

POP107. The people should govern directly
rather than through elected representatives.
How much do you agree or disagree?
This question thus helps to distinguish between
those who agree with direct government and
Prior issues in the Insights series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop
2 Funding for the 2012 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
3 The United States and Canada were excluded in keeping
with the tendency for Insights reports to focus on the Latin
American and Caribbean region.
4 Non-respondents are 6.1% of the LAC sample.
1

32.9

Venezuela

29.8

Belize

27.6

Argentina

27.0

Guyana

26.9

Uruguay

26.1
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95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effects Based)
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

those who prefer a system of elected
representatives.5 Figure 1 shows mean levels of
agreement that direct democracy is preferable to
representative democracy. At one extreme we
find Uruguay, Guyana and Argentina, where
mean agreement with having direct government
is at or less than 27 units on the 0 to 100 scale. At
the other extreme we find El Salvador, Suriname
and Nicaragua where agreement with direct
government reaches a mean level of just over 45
units.
The original scale from 1 (“strongly disagree”) to 7
(“strongly agree”) was rescaled from 0 to 100 to facilitate
interpretation. It is important to note that about 35% of
respondents answered that they “strongly disagree”, which
indicates that a lot of people have strong reservations about
direct democracy; on the other side of the scale, only about 8
percent “strongly agree”.

5
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In the upcoming analyses, I first explore if
higher levels of support for direct government
are associated with specific socio-demographic
groups across Latin America and the Caribbean.
Thereafter, I try to clarify the motivations for
preferring one form of government over the
other.
To foreshadow my results, I find higher support
for direct government among individuals who
support the political system in
general,
believe
in
the
importance of elections and a
citizen’ role in politics, but see
political
parties
as
unnecessary for democracy to
function. These are interesting
results, as they suggest that it
is not discontent with the
current system per se that
fuels preferences for direct
democracy, but a search for
an alternative mode of input into it (e.g., one
devoid of parties). I discuss these results in
greater detail later in the report. First, though, I
assess what subgroups express greater levels of
support for direct democracy.

best for their constituents (O'Donnell 1994;
Rehfeld 2009). This distinction highlights the
possibility that at least some representatives
may be unresponsive to the public’s input.
Underrepresentation has been identified as a
critical challenge for particular social groups
that tend to be “marginalized” in the policy
domain: women (Schwindt-Bayer and Mishler
2005), the indigenous (Yashar 1998), the poor
(Bartels 2010), the less educated (Besley and
Reynal-Querol 2011), and
the
rural
population
(Tarrow 1971). Given these
representation biases in
many
contemporary
systems, we might expect to
find higher levels of
support
for
direct
government among these
socio-economic groups.

It is not discontent with
the system that fuels
preferences for direct
democracy, but instead a
search for an alternative
mode of input into it.

Socioeconomic and Demographic
Predictors of Support for Direct
Governance
Political scientists (Arrow 1963; Bartels 2003)
have shown that the contemporary system of
representative democracy often fails to satisfy
the normative expectation that public policy will
correspond with the will of the people. Studies
distinguish between representatives who act as
“trustees” and follow the preferences of the
public and those who act as “delegates” and
independently decide what kind of policies are

In order to examine the
extent
to
which
socioeconomic
and
demographic characteristics predict favoring
direct government, I develop a linear model
predicting respondents’ level of agreement with
the notion that the people should govern
directly. In line with the above discussion, the
expectation is that women should be more
supportive of direct government, given the
comparatively marginal position of women’s
interests in representative forms of democracy
(Schwindt-Bayer and Mishler 2005). Those who
self-identify as indigenous should also express
greater agreement with the idea of governing
directly. Such an attitude is consistent with the
modern surge of indigenous organizations
willing to promote their interests directly
without relying on alliances with political
parties (Van Cott 2000).
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Conversely, more educated and
Figure 2. Socioeconomic and Demographic Predictors of
wealthier citizens should be more
Agreement with Direct Governance
likely to prefer representative
R-Squared =0.047
F=36.650
democracy,
as
this
form
of
N =35505
government tends to favor these
16 to 25 years
groups (Soroka and Wlezien 2008;
Indigenous
Besley and Reynal-Querol 2011).
Urban
Education may matter for other
Higher Education
reasons as well: those people with
higher education are more likely to
Secondary Education
develop civic skills in daily life and
Primary Education
be invited to participate in political
Quintiles of Wealth
activities (Schlozman et al. 2005).
Other factors that may affect support
Woman
for direct government include a
-0.15
-0.1
-0.05
0.0
0.05
respondent’s place of residence (rural
95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
vs. urban) and age, where younger
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2012
Note: Country fixed effects and intercept included but not shown here
people may be more open to a move
toward direct democracy while older
citizens may be more aware of the negative
fall to the right of the 0 line, the relationship is
consequences a move away from representative
considered positive and statistically significant.
government could entail (Seligson 2007).6
Interestingly, and counter to the above
expectations, these results show that all else
The standardized results of the model are
equal women’s support for direct government
presented in Figure 2. The estimated effect of
does not differ significantly from that of men.
each independent variable on the dependent
We do find, however, that respondents
variable is represented by a dot. If the dot and
identifying as indigenous are more likely to be
its corresponding bars, which indicate the 95%
in favor of direct forms of government when
confidence interval, fall to the left of the 0 line,
compared to those who self-identify as nonthen the relationship is considered both negative
indigenous. Also, as expected, the wealthier a
and statistically significant; if the dot and bars
person is, the less she prefers direct government
as an alternative to elected representatives. With
6 I coded female as 1, and 0 for male. I also coded as 1 those
who identified themselves as indigenous and 0 any other
respect to education, we find that those with
alternative. Education was coded in four categories: “No
higher and secondary education express greater
education”, “Primary education”, “Secondary education”
support for a system of elected representatives
and “Higher education.” “No education” is used as the
than do those with no education. The urban
reference
category.
See
Abby
Córdova,
2009,
“Methodological Note: Measuring Relative Wealth using
population is only marginally more likely than
Household Asset Indicators” for a description of the
the rural population to prefer direct
construction of the wealth index:
government. And finally, compared with
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights/I0806en.pdf
respondents over 25 years, those between 16 and
I coded 1 the respondents living in the urban area, and 0
those living in a rural setting. And finally, I coded age into
25 years are more open to considering some
two groups to highlight the preferences of the youngest
form of direct government.7 Although these
(those between 16 and 25 years) versus those above 25 years.
Note that in most cases, those aged 17 and below are
excluded from the study; an exception is the case of
Nicaragua, where the voting age is 16.

Initial analyses showed the difference in the preferences
between the youngest and any of the older age categories
was very similar. Therefore, to keep the presentation as

7
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results are statistically significant,
substantively
they
exert
only
marginal influences on the dependent
variable. Thus, I now explore the
possibility that attitudes toward the
system, efficacy, and disenchantment
with parties and democracy might
explain
support
for
direct
government.

The Role of Support for
Democratic
Institutions
and Political Efficacy

Figure 3. Political Attitudes Related to Support for
Direct Government
R-Squared =0.133
F=105.625
N =30648
Internal Efficacy
External Efficacy

Popular Vote is Always Best
Support for Democracy

Democracy without Parties
System Support
-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
The argument underlying the above
discussion is that certain groups are
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2012
Note: Country fixed effects, socioeconomic variables and intercept included but not shown here
more
satisfied
with
indirect
representative democratic politics
include measures of internal and external
than others, and oppose change to this status
efficacy. I measure system support with an
quo. It is possible to go further and test whether
index based on one’s perception that the state
general disenchantment with the components of
guarantees a fair trial, respect for political
democratic governance (system support,
institutions, perception that the system protects
embracing the use of elections, preferring
basic rights, level of pride related to living in the
democracy to any alternative, and favoring the
country and the extent of belief that one should
existence of political parties) explains support
support the system. I also test if those who agree
for direct government. Furthermore, it is also
that democracy can exist without parties are
important to clarify if the preference for people
more approving of direct government.8
governing directly is related to having a high
Additionally, I examine the relationship
perception of one’s own ability to understand
between one’s view of elections and willingness
and impact politics. Political efficacy promotes
to empower unelected officials with the level of
political activism, which is a key incentive for
support for direct democracy. 9 Finally, I
politicians to be responsive in a democratic
evaluate if having higher levels of political
context (Almond and Verba 1965). Political
efficacy is related to a greater preference for
efficacy (both internal and external) is also an

indication of having the necessary resources to
take part in politics as direct government
requires.
DEM23. Democracy can exist without political parties.
How much do you agree or disagree with this statement?
9 ING4. Changing the subject again, democracy may have
problems, but it is better than any other form of government.
AUT1. There are people who say that we need a strong
leader who does not have to be elected by the vote of the
people. Others say that although things may not work,
electoral democracy, or the popular vote, is always best.
What do you think? (1) We need a strong leader who does
not have to be elected. (2) Electoral democracy is the best.
8

In a model that builds on the results shown in
Figure 2, I now include measures of system
support, attitudes toward elections, political
parties and democracy in general; and, as well, I

parsimonious as possible, I focus on the difference between
the youngest and respondents any older than 25 years.
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governing directly
representatives.10

rather

than

through

Figure 3 shows the results of this new, extended
model (see Appendix for the full model, which
includes all the variables included in the
analysis reported in Figure 2). Those
respondents with higher levels of system
support are more likely to agree with people
governing directly rather than through elected
representatives. Thus, it is not discontentment
with the system (beyond parties) but rather
satisfaction with and support for the system that
predicts a preference for direct government.
And while support for democracy in the abstract
is associated with lower levels of support for
direct government, those respondents who
agree that “the popular vote is always best” are
more open to some form of direct democracy.
Yet another noteworthy result here is that
thinking democracy can work without parties
predicts greater openness to an alternative for
the current representation system. Finally, an
individual who believes she understands
politics and that the system is responsive also is
more likely to support direct government.11

feel more politically efficacious, supportive of
their political system and electoral democracy,
but skeptical of the role of political parties in
democracy are more receptive to direct
government.
Overall, these results suggest that supporting
direct government may be an expression of the
inclination to engage in politics, and a reaction
to the deficiencies political parties and
democracy in the abstract are perceived to have.
Although political engagement is a central
component of democratic governance to keep
politicians accountable, this participatory
impulse leads to looking for alternatives to the
status quo system of indirect democratic
governance.12 Therefore, in addition to signaling
high levels of efficacy and potentially having
positive implications for civic engagement, high
levels of support for direct government could
also be seen as a signal of a failure of the
traditional party system and of democracy in the
abstract but, not, it seems of elections or the
political system itself.
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Appendix 1. OLS model explaining preference for direct government
rather than through elected representatives
Standardized Coefficient
Standard Error
System Support
0.025***
0.007
Democracy without Parties
0.219***
0.007
Support for Democracy
-0.096***
0.007
Popular Vote is Always Best
0.075***
0.006
Internal Efficacy
0.116***
0.007
External Efficacy
0.050***
0.007
Women
0.004
0.005
Wealth Quintal
-0.025***
0.006
Primary Education
-0.011
0.016
Secondary Education
-0.042
0.018
Superior Education
-0.085***
0.015
Urban
0.011
0.007
Identify as Indigenous
0.013
0.007
16 to 25 years
0.032*
0.005
Mexico
0.077***
0.007
Guatemala
0.052***
0.008
El Salvador
0.100***
0.008
Honduras
0.052***
0.008
Nicaragua
0.108***
0.007
Costa Rica
0.062***
0.005
Panama
0.056***
0.008
Colombia
0.039***
0.007
Ecuador
0.074***
0.009
Bolivia
0.112***
0.008
Peru
0.076***
0.007
Paraguay
0.081***
0.006
Chile
0.058***
0.010
Brazil
0.045***
0.008
Venezuela
0.039***
0.008
Argentina
0.021***
0.008
Dominican Republic
0.026***
0.007
Haití
-0.023**
0.008
Jamaica
0.052***
0.007
Guyana
0.004
0.007
Trinidad & Tobago
0.036***
0.009
Belize
0.008
0.007
Suriname
0.104***
0.009
Constant
0.008
0.007
R2
0.133
Observations
30648
Note: Coefficients are statistically significant at *p<0.05; ** p < 0.01; *** p < 0.001.
‘No education’ is the reference category for education, ‘over 25 years’ for age, and Uruguay for country fixed effects.
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Executive Summary. Understanding citizen attitudes toward bribery is
important for identifying the micro-foundations of democracy and the rule
of law. This Insights report tests a rational-actor model of bribe justification
using public opinion data from the Americas. In line with this model, the
evidence suggests that where citizens detect norms of corruption and law
disobedience, they are more likely to see bribery as a justifiable behavior.
Specifically, support for bribe justification increases with having been
asked to pay a bribe, perceptions of corruption, distrust of the justice
system, doubts that police protect citizens, and the rejection of the rule of
law. These results point to the strategic dilemmas citizens face in contexts
where anti-corruption and law-obedience norms are not firmly established.
They further point to both the importance of and challenges inherent to
efforts to reform institutions, laws, and policies that reflect and motivate
adherence to the rule of law in the Americas.

The Insights Series is co-edited by Jonathan Hiskey, Mitchell A. Seligson and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister
with administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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B

ribery is a means by which
citizens can seek preferential
treatment from state officials.
When public officials solicit or accept
bribes, they engage in a specific form
of corruption, the “abuse of entrusted
power
for
private
gain”
(Transparency International 2012b).
At the “street level” (Rose-Ackerman
1999), bribery undercuts citizen
support for rule of law (Carlin et al.
2012) and democracy (Seligson 2002).
At the national level, it “threatens or
distorts both economic development
and democracy” (Morris and Blake
2009, 9). Given these findings, we
should expect most citizens to oppose
paying bribes. And, as this Insights
report shows, most do. Yet some
citizens feel justified in paying a bribe.
Why?

Figure 1. Percentage of people who think given the way
things are, sometimes paying a bribe is justified
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21.1%
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17.2%
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14.4%
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14.0%
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13.0%
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12.6%
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12.6%
11.7%

El Salvador

9.5%
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9.1%

Venezuela
Argentina

8.4%
8.3%

8.3%
I argue that citizens’ attitudes toward
Uruguay
8.2%
Panama
bribery are shaped by the rule of law.
7.1%
Chile
If rule of law is weak, social
4.8%
Guatemala
behavioral norms can foster a “vicious
circle of noncompliance”: recurring
0
10
20
30
40
50
60
violations of the law incentivize others
Sometimes Paying a Bribe is Justified
to violate the law, “further feed[ing]
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effects Based)
Source:
©
AmericasBarometer
by LAPOP
the spiral of normative disobedience”
(Sarsfield
2012,
220).
Where
disregarding the law is normal rather
from the 2012 AmericasBarometer2 survey by
than an aberration, citizens are more likely to
LAPOP, to which 39,380 respondents from 253
see paying a bribe as in their best interest (ibid;
countries were asked to respond4 “Yes” or
Bergman 2009). Where obeying the law is the
“No”:
norm and disobeying it constitutes deviant
behavior, citizens are more likely to reject
EXC18: Do you think given the way things are,
bribery. If this argument holds, it uncovers a
sometimes paying a bribe is justified?
rationale of bribery and informs the design of
reforms meant to address it. Thus identifying
who sees bribes as justified, and why, is critical.

Funding for the 2012 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.

2

This Insights report1 investigates attitudes
towards bribery using the following question

The question was not asked in Canada and was asked
only of a split-sample in the United States. The latter is
excluded from the report in order to focus on respondents
from the Latin American and Caribbean regions.

3

Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
1

4

Of those asked, 37,335 gave a response.
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Figure 1 shows the percentage of respondents
who answered “Yes” in each country. In most
countries, less than one in six respondents feel
paying bribes is sometimes justifiable. The
range, however, spans from a low of 4.8% to a
high of 53.9% in Haiti. In six countries –
Guyana, Trinidad and Tobago, Mexico,
Colombia, Jamaica, Ecuador – at least 20% say
bribe-paying can be justified. In short, across
countries there is a great deal of variation in the
belief that paying a bribe is justifiable at times.
Accounting for confidence intervals, these 2012
levels differ very little from those reported in
2010 (Plata 2012). The glaring exception is
Haiti, which saw a 22 percentage-point
increase.
Existing theories suggest
that democratic age and
level of democracy could
matter
for
explaining
variation in attitudes toward
bribery.
Over
time,
democracy is thought to
reduce corruption by constructing horizontal,
vertical, and social accountability mechanisms
(Gerring and Thacker 2004, Smulovitz and
Peruzzotti 2000, Thacker 2009, Treisman 2000).
Yet the percentage of citizens across the
Americas who say paying a bribe is sometimes
justified is not systematically related (r = -.24, p
= .28) to the durability of democracy (measured
as the number of years since the last regime
change by Polity IV). The level of democracy
may lower tolerance for corruption (Johnston
2005, Rose-Ackerman 1999, Sandholtz and
Koetzle 2000). But this conclusion is at odds
with higher or equal levels of corruption in
Latin America since the return to democracy
(Morris and Blake 2009). When I examined this
question, I found an unreliable relationship (r =
.36, p = .08) between the percentage of citizens
who see bribe-paying as justified and
democracy levels (measured as the inverse
average of Political Rights and Civil Liberties
ratings by Freedom House).

of law offer more a more compelling account
why of bribery justification varies throughout
the Americas.

Rule of Law, Norms & Bribery
Justification
While the rule of law is a contested concept
(Carlin and Sarsfield 2012; Skaaning 2010),
most definitions include a baseline of legal
equality, the notion that no one is above the
law (Dicey 1959). Behavioral studies of bribe
victimization and corruption perceptions
suggest legal equality is unevenly dispersed in
the Americas (Singer et al. 2012; Transparency
International
2012a).
Similarly,
institutional
analyses find rule
of law, broadly
conceived, is more
firmly rooted in
some parts of the
hemisphere than in others (Bergman 2012,
Carlin 2012, Møller and Skaaning 2012). Such
variation may owe to differing local norms of
law obedience, disobedience, and enforcement.

Bribery justification reflects
expectations of corrupt
behavior on part of state actors.

In contrast to these perspectives, then, I argue
the behavioral norms associated with the rule

Norms allow citizens to form reliable
expectations about the behavior of others.
According to Sarsfield’s (2012) rational-actor
model, corruption norms, like bribery, are
created as follows, “[i]f citizen A believes the
majority of citizens are corrupt, A will be more
likely to accept corruption as a behavioral
norm” and act accordingly, since, “if most
citizens are corrupt, obeying the law becomes a
costly, irrational decision” (223). To flesh out
this logic, Sarsfield crafts a formal proof of a
driver’s decision to pay a mordida (bribe) to a
Mexican traffic officer. The driver faces a
dilemma: (A) to uphold the law by not bribing
the officer, pay the fine, retrieve the car the next
day from an insecure impound, and find
transportation home, versus (B) to break the
law by paying the bribe, avoid the fine, forego
the next-day retrieval of the (potentially
damaged or looted) car from impound, and
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Figure 2. Absence of Corruption in Law Enforcement and
Bribery Justification in the Americas, 2012
25

r = -.40, p = .11; ß = -13.13, r.s.e. = 5.66, p = .04
MEX

20

carry on. If norms of bribery are
strong and the threat to impound the
car if a bribe is not paid is credible,
the costs of (B) will typically exceed
the costs of (A). Thus to the driver,
paying a bribe is a rational decision.
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norms
via
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perceptions of other citizens and state
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actors. For example, it is more
CHL
difficult to reject bribery “[i]f citizens
US
GUA
perceive a circle of impunity within
.2
.4
.6
.8
and around government and big
Govt. officials in police and military do not use public office for private gain
business” (Sarsfield 2012, 223).
Fitted values
Bribery Sometimes Justified (AB 2012)
Conversely, if elites are held
accountable for corruption scandals
and crimes citizens will internalize
Bribery Justification across the
law-abiding norms. Perceptions of legal and
law enforcement institutions, e.g. the judiciary
Countries of the Americas
and police, are also critical: “[i]f one sees those
central to law enforcement as corrupt, why
Are local norms of law (dis)obedience with
should one reject corrupt activity?” (Sarsfield
respect to corruption and legal equality related
2012, 224). On the other hand, if judges and
to the propensity of citizens feeling justified in
police officers are viewed as incorruptible and
paying bribes? Figure 2 plots the percentage of
willing to uphold the laws, citizens will detect
respondents in each country that says paying a
these norms and adjust their expectations and
bribe is sometimes justified (y-axis) against
behavior accordingly. In sum, citizens’ views of
point estimates of the aggregate scores for the
bribery reflect their own experiences with it,
World Justice Project’s Rule of Law Index subtheir perceptions of how systemic the problem
factor, Absence of Corruption in Law Enforcement5
is, and the odds that they or others will be
(x-axis). These scores have a range from 0 to 1,
punished for such behavior. In other words,
where 1 indicates greater adherence to the rule
they reflect social norms related to rule of law.
of law, in this case, less corruption.6 The
regression line’s negative slope7 suggests the
I test how well these propositions account for
extent of police and military corruption
the variation in attitudes toward bribery both
corresponds directly to the outright rejection of
across countries and across citizens using data
bribery. Although the AmericasBarometer and
from the 2012 AmericasBarometer and the
World Justice Project Rule of Law Index
(Agrast et al. 2012).
5
“Government officials in the police and the military do
not use public office for private gain.”

These estimates are based on answers to 16 questions
asked on expert and public opinion surveys in each
country. For more details on the methodology please
consult http://worldjusticeproject.org/methodology and
Botero and Ponce (2011, 42).
6

7

Due to heteroskadisticity, White-Huber robust standard
errors are reported in this and all other bivariate analyses.
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World Justice Project have just 17 cases8 in
common,
similar
results
obtain
with
Transparency International’s (2012a) Corruption
Perceptions Index,9 which only excludes Belize,
and the World Bank’s (2011) World
Governance Indicators Control of Corruption 10
measure, which overlaps with all 25 cases for
which the AmericasBarometer included this
item. I use the World Justice Project measure
for consistency with the next analysis.

Rule-of-law based theories help explain why
bribe justification is higher in some parts of the
Americas than others. But does it grant us any
purchase on the question of why some citizens
justify bribes and others reject them?

Figure 3. Civil Justice Equality and Bribery Justification in
the Americas, 2012
25

r = -.57, p = .02; ß = -25.97, r.s.e. 5.80, p < .000
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Figure 3 depicts a stronger and
more robust relationship between
bribery justification rates (y-axis)
and point estimates of the
aggregate scores for the World
Justice Project’s Civil Justice
Equality11 (x-axis). Again, these
scores range from 0 to 1, where 1
indicates greater adherence to the
rule of law, in this case, no groupbased discrimination or bias in civil
justice.12 It suggests that where
courts
do
not
regularly
discriminate in favor of some
groups and against others, citizens
do not generally justify occasional
bribery.

Bribery Justification across the
Citizens of the Americas

.3

.4

.5
.6
Civil justice is free of discrimination

Fitted values

.7

.8

Bribery Sometimes Justified (AB 2012)

These findings are consistent with
expectations
derived
from
Sarsfield’s (2012) rational-actor model vis-à-vis
norms of corruption, legal equality, and the
likelihood of punishment. Namely, citizens feel
more justified in paying bribes where
corruption is rampant and where equal
treatment by the civil justice system is not
guaranteed.

8

The latter excludes Belize, Costa Rica, Guyana, Haiti,

Honduras, Paraguay, Suriname, and Trinidad and Tobago.
9

r = -.45, p = .03; β = -.32, r.s.e. = .15, p = .04.

10

r = -.45, p = .02; β = -6.52, r.s.e. = 3.08, p = .045.

11

“Civil justice is free of discrimination.”

12 These estimates are based on answers to 7 questions
asked on expert and public opinion surveys in each
country. For more details on the methodology please
consult http://worldjusticeproject.org/methodology and
Botero and Ponce (2011, 50).
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To tap citizens’ assumptions about the
likelihood that state actors will abide by
the law, I use items asking respondents
about their perception of the scope of
corruption among state officials,13 if
various officials have solicited a bribe
from them,14 and whether they see the
police as complicit in crime.15 Rule of
law norms, and the expectations of
officials’ behavior they yield, should
also permeate citizens’ levels of trust in
the justice system16 and its ability to
ultimately punish criminals.17

Figure 4. Rational-Actor Model of Bribe Justification
Perception of Corruption
Asked to Pay a Bribe

F=.
N =26138

Believe Police are Involved in Crime
Trust in Justice System
Justice System Would Punish Guilty
Support for the Rule of Law
Interpersonal Trust
Life Satisfaction
Political Tolerance
Signed a Petition
Woman
Age
Size of Place of Residence

Quintiles of Wealth
Finally, if citizens’ attitudes towards
-0.40
-0.20
0.00
0.20
0.40
paying bribes reflect a broad spectrum
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effect Based)
of law-abiding norms, they should be
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
associated with other attitudes in this
vein. The AmericasBarometer asked
Beyond these theoretical predictors, I control19
respondents if authorities should always abide
for orientations related to what Inglehart and
by the law in their apprehension of criminals or
Welzel (2003) call “effective democracy,” i.e.
18
if they can disregard it on occasion. Following
systems that not only respect political and civil
Malone (2010) I label this measure Support for
freedoms but are also free from the corruption
Rule of Law.
that threatens to reduce these freedoms’
effectiveness. They theorize without “deeperrooted orientations of tolerance, trust, and a
13 EXC7. Taking into account your own experience or what
participatory outlook, the chances are poor that
you have heard, corruption among public officials is: Very
effective democracy will be present at the
uncommon, Uncommon, Common, Very Common. (Scale
reversed, recoded 0-100).
societal level” (62). Since these orientations
14 A scale is formed from positive answers about having
may produce anti-corruption norms apart from
been asked to pay a bribe to police EXC2, government
the rational-actor and rule-of-law theories, I
employee EXC6, solider or military officer EXC20…
control for four variables Inglehart and Welzel
15 AOJ18. Some people say that the police in this
identify: interpersonal trust,20 life satisfaction,21
community (town, village) protect people from criminals,
political tolerance,22 and petitioning.23
while others say that the police are involved in the criminal

activity. What do you think? [Read options]
(1) Police protect people from crime or
(2) Police are involved in crime
(3) [Don’t Read] Neither, or both
Responses recoded into a dummy variable coded 1 for
“Police protect people from crime” and 0 otherwise.
16 B10A. To what extent do you trust the justice system?
(Scale recoded 0-100).
17 AOJ12. If you were a victim of a robbery or assault how
much faith do you have that the judicial system would
punish the guilty. (1) A lot, (2) Some, (3) Little, (4) None.
18 AOJ8. In order to catch criminals, do you believe that the
authorities should always abide by the law or that
occasionally
they
can
cross
the
line?
(1) Should always abide by the law
(2) Occasionally can cross the line
Coding reversed and recoded 0-100.

19

Excluding these controls does not substantively change
the inferences we can draw from this model.
20

IT1. And speaking of the people from around here,
would you say that people in this community are very
trustworthy, somewhat trustworthy, not very trustworthy
or untrustworthy...? (1) Very trustworthy, (2) Somewhat
trustworthy , (3) Not very trustworthy (4) Untrustworthy.
Coding reversed and recoded 0-100.
21

LS3. To begin, in general how satisfied are you with your
life? Would you say that you are, (1) Very satisfied, (2)
Somewhat satisfied, (3) Somewhat dissatisfied, (4) Very
dissatisfied. Coding reversed and recoded 0-100.

22

This index is composed of the following four items:

D1. There are people who only say bad things about the
[country’s] form of government, not just the incumbent
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Figure 4 reports the results of a fixed-effects
logistic regression model of bribe justification.24
Consistent with the proposition that bribery
justification reflects citizens’ expectations that
state actors will accept or require bribes, the
likelihood of justifying bribery increases for
those who perceive widespread corruption,
have been solicited for a bribe, and believe the
police are involved crime. Citizens who trust
the justice system and have faith it will punish
the guilty are more likely to rebuff bribery as
well. Evidence that “support for rule of law”
reliably predicts bribery rejection suggests
attitudes towards bribe-paying align with other
law-abiding attitudes.
Predicted probability simulations show the
likelihood of bribery justification rises by 5-8%
over the range of most of these variables. But
having been asked to pay a bribe yields by far
the greatest effect, boosting the odds of
justifying bribery by 18%. This may be due to
rationalization among those respondents who
actually paid the solicited bribe; that is, those
who have engaged in this behavior may be
more strongly motivated to consider it
acceptable.
Results for the controls are mixed. We observe
roughly the same socio-demographic profile of
bribe justifiers as found by Plata (2012).
Interpersonal trust and life satisfaction are
associated with rejecting bribe-paying as
government but the system of government. How strongly

expected, but political tolerance is insignificant
and petitioning is significant in the unexpected
direction.
In sum, the individual-level analyses shown
here support the claim that citizen expectations
of the behavior of state actors produce norms of
law (dis)obedience that, in turn, color their
views on the justifiability of bribery.

Conclusion
Why is bribery more justifiable in some
countries and to some people in the Americas?
This report suggests bribe justification is a
strategic response to citizens’ expectations of
corrupt behavior on the part of state actors.
These expectations are shaped by law-abiding
norms that vary with levels of rule of law in the
hemisphere. The results indicate that bribery
has a self-perpetuating mechanism: if the rule
of law is so weak that state actors are brazen
enough to solicit bribes and self-interested
citizens feel justified in paying them, the
supply and demand of bribery will converge to
form strong social behavioral norms. Hence we
should not expect anti-bribery or anticorruption norms to spring automatically from
the processes of modernization and democracy.
It will require state actors to change their
behavior and, in so doing, reshape citizens’
expectations about them. Until then, we should
expect many citizens to continue to see paying
the occasional bribe as in their own best interest
and to act accordingly.

do you approve or disapprove of such people’s right to
vote? Please read me the number from the scale [1-10]:
D2. How strongly do you approve or disapprove that such
people be allowed to conduct peaceful demonstrations in
order to express their views? Please read me the number.
D3. Still thinking of those who only say bad things about
the [country’s] form of government, how strongly do you
approve or disapprove of such people being permitted to
run for public office?
D4. How strongly do you approve or disapprove of such
people appearing on television to make speeches?
23

PROT6. In the last 12 months have you signed any
petition? (1) Yes, signed, (2) No, has not signed.

Drastic behavioral modifications such as these
often require new institutional incentives, both
carrots and sticks. In the last two decades
governments, aid and development agencies,
and non-governmental organizations have
made huge investments in anti-corruption
campaigns, judicial system overhauls, and
police and security reforms. According to this
report, such governance and rule of law
reforms are critical to beginning a virtuous
cycle of law obedience that will generate anti-

24

Canada, Bolivia, Suriname, United States are excluded
for lack of data.
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corruption norms that, over time, would make
bribery a non-starter in the Americas.

Dicey, Albert V. 1959. Introduction. Law of the
Constitutions, 2nd ed. New York: Macmillan.
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Appendix
Table 1. Predictors of Agreement that Sometimes Paying a Bribe is Justified, 2012
Coefficient
Perception of Corruption

0.136*

0.043

0.311*

0.030

Believe Police are Involved in Crime

-0.063*

0.031

-0.064*

0.032

Justice System Would Punish the Guilty

-0.044*

0.021

Support for the Rule of Law

-0.199*

0.023

Interpersonal Trust

-0.070*

0.023

Life Satisfaction

-0.071*

0.021

Political Tolerance

0.049

0.042

Signed a Petition

0.077*

0.027

-0.074*

0.040

Coefficient

Robust
Standard
Error

Asked to Pay a Bribe
Trust in the Justice System

0.173*

Robust
Standard
Error

0.025

Worsening of the National Economy

0.011

0.024

Trust in Police

-0.005

0.024

Trust in Local Government

-0.085*

0.031

Political Interest

0.028

0.018

Education

-0.048

0.025

Age

-0.311*

0.047

-0.263*

0.041

Quintiles of Wealth

0.074*

0.027

0.05

0.027

Woman

-0.166*

0.031

-0.144*

0.032

Size of Place of Residence

0.123*

0.027

0.082*

0.026

Mexico

0.193*

0.006

0.174*

0.005

Guatemala

-0.142*

0.007

-0.161*

0.005

El Salvador

0.026*

0.005

0.019*

0.005

Honduras

0.049*

0.009

0.045*

0.009

Nicaragua

0.108*

0.004

0.109*

0.005

Costa Rica

0.101*

0.006

0.099*

0.006

Panama

-0.010*

0.004

0.015

0.010

Colombia

0.169*

0.005

0.198*

0.008

Ecuador

0.190*

0.002

0.137*

0.007

Bolivia

0.144*

0.005

Peru

0.073*

0.004

0.052*

0.007

Paraguay

0.090*

0.005

0.088*

0.005

Chile

-0.027*

0.006

-0.026*

0.004

Brazil

0.001

0.003

0.002

0.004

Venezuela

-0.019*

0.005

0.006

0.004
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Coefficient

Robust
Standard
Error

Coefficient

Robust
Standard
Error

Argentina

0.003

0.007

-0.019*

0.005

Dominican Rep.

0.129*

0.006

0.132*

0.005

Haiti

0.554*

0.005

0.465*

0.012

Jamaica

0.214*

0.004

0.226*

0.007

Guyana

0.326*

0.008

0.323*

0.007

Trinidad & Tobago

0.221*

0.007

0.199*

0.007

Belize

0.093*

0.006

0.095*

0.004

Suriname

0.170*

0.008

0.095*

Constant

-1.841*

0.015

-1.935*

0.017

Pseudo-R2

.096

.124

Number of Obs.

32414

26138

Note: Coefficients are statistically significant at *p<0.05, two-tailed.
Country of Reference: Uruguay
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Bribery Diminishes Life
Satisfaction in the Americas
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University of Connecticut
Executive Summary. There is little debate that corruption weakens
support for democracy in the Americas. This Insights report evaluates
whether corruption undermines citizen happiness with their lives.
Corruption victims report lower levels of life satisfaction than do those
who have not been targeted recently for a bribe. Being extorted for a
bribe affects happiness in a way similar to being the victim of a crime
more generally. Yet, there is no evidence that perceiving that the
government is corrupt affects life satisfaction or that levels of life
satisfaction are lower in countries where corruption is common.
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T

here is little debate that
corruption serves as a drag on
the economy (Blake and Morris
2009) and reduces support for
democracy (Booth and Seligson 2009,
Carlin et al. 2013). In this Insights1
report I explore whether bad
governance has a more personal effect.
That is, does exposure to corruption
make citizens of the Americas unhappy
with their own lives? 2
Several recent studies focusing on
other regions of the world suggest
there is a link between good
governance and citizen happiness
(Helliwell 2003, Tavits 2007, Helliwell
and Huang 2008, Rodríguez-Pose and
Maslauskaite 2012, Kim and Kim 2012).
These studies have almost exclusively
looked at aggregate trends: citizens
living in countries where corruption is
widespread tend to be less happy than
are those who live in countries where
corruption is less common. Yet these
studies do not explore whether
individual-level
experiences
with
corruption affect citizen happiness.
Thus it remains an open question if
corruption hurts all members of society
equally or if its effect is particularly
concentrated on bribe victims.

Figure 1. Life Satisfaction Levels by Country, 2012
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Data for this report come from the 2012 round
of the Latin American Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP) surveys3, in which 38,631 respondents

1 Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php. The data
on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php

from 24 countries in Latin America and the
Caribbean were asked the following question:4
LS3. In general how satisfied are you with your
life? Would you say that you are...
(1) Very satisfied (2) Somewhat satisfied
(3) Somewhat dissatisfied (4) Very dissatisfied
Responses to this question were recoded so that
high values represent high levels of life
satisfaction and rescaled to run from 0-100.

The literature uses the terms “happiness”, “life
satisfaction”, and “subjective well-being” interchangeably
(Larsen et al 1985), a practice I follow here.

2

Funding for the 2012 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.

3

The United States and Canada were also included in the
survey but I exclude them from this analysis because data
on household wealth are not available for the U.S. or
Canada. These countries are in the bottom half of the
hemisphere’s happiness rankings.

4
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Most respondents in the 2012
wave expressed high levels of
life satisfaction: roughly 42
percent reported being very
satisfied and another 45
percent were satisfied. Life
satisfaction levels in 2012 were
higher than those recorded in
2010 (Singer et al. 2013).5,6

Figure 2. Socioeconomic and Demographic Predictors of Life
Satisfaction
R-Squared =0.126
F=93.898
N =34,477
Income Has Increased in Past Two Years
Quintiles of Wealth
Unemployed
Frequency Attends Church
Married
Common Law Married
Never Married
Number of Children
26-35 years
36-45 years
46-55 years
56-65 years
66 years or more
Woman
Educational Level
Skin Color
Size of Place of Residence

Life satisfaction varies across
countries. Figure 1 graphs the
average level of happiness in
each country in the hemisphere
and its confidence interval. It is
-.05
0
.05
.1
.15
highest in Costa Rica, Panama,
95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Venezuela,
Colombia,
Source:
AmericasBarometer
by
LAPOP
Guatemala, and Brazil. The
lowest levels are in Haiti
followed by Suriname, and
Demographic Characteristics and Happiness
Jamaica. While satisfaction levels are lowest in
Haiti, which is also the poorest country in the
Before looking at how governance outcomes
hemisphere, these country differences in 2012
predict happiness, I establish a baseline model
do not seem to correspond neatly with national
of how life satisfaction levels vary across
income. Chile, Uruguay, and Trinidad and
economic and social groups, following
Tobago, the three countries with the largest per
empirical specifications developed by Corral
capita GDP’s in Latin America and the
(2011). Several economic trends are clear in the
Caribbean, are all in the bottom half of the
literature. Wealthy individuals are more likely
happiness rankings. This is consistent with
to be happy than are those who struggle to get
previous work finding a weak correspondence
by (Graham and Pettinato 2001, Diener and
between economic development and life
Biswas-Diener 2002, Frey and Stutzer 2002,
satisfaction at the aggregate level (Easterlin
Graham and Felton 2006). The unemployed are
1995, Frey and Stutzer 2002). As countries
also likely to report being dissatisfied with
develop, aspirations change and happiness
their life generally while individuals whose
levels may thus remain the same in the
income increases are more likely to be happy
aggregate.
(Gallie and Russell 1998, Frey and Stutzer 2002,
Lucas et al 2004, Kassenboehmer and HaiskenDeNew 2009). In short, economic security
generally should lead to greater feelings of
5 The AmericasBarometer annual report The Political Culture
personal satisfaction.
of Democracy in the Americas, 2012: Towards Equality of
Opportunity (Seligson et al. 2013) tracks the evolution of
citizen attitudes toward the economy, corruption, crime,
local government performance and life satisfaction as well
as trends in democratic attitudes in the hemisphere. It is
available for download at www.americasbarometer.org.
6 A previous Insights report examines life satisfaction in
2010 and shows that variation within the Americas is
associated with economic variables like personal wealth
and employment and social variables like church
attendance, marriage status, and family size (Corral 2011).

Moving beyond pure economics, individuals
who have a strong support network, such as
those who are married or who participate
actively in a church community, are also
expected to be satisfied with their lives (Ellison
1991, Lane 2000, Radcliff 2001). Yet having
children has been linked to lower levels of
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happiness as parenting can create a financial
burden and occasionally an emotional drain,
although this relationship shifts over the life of
the child (Margolis and Myrskylä 2011).
Individual life satisfaction may also shift over
the life cycle, with middle age individuals
expressing less happiness than the very young
who face fewer financial pressures or family
commitments or older citizens who are well
established (Oswald 1997, Frey and Stutzer
2002).
In Figure 2 I model individuals’ life satisfaction
as function of demographic variables.7 I control
for unmeasured differences across countries by
including dummy variables for countries, but I
do not report these in the figure. The figure
presents the estimated coefficient from an OLS
analysis.8 The impact of each of those variables
on life satisfaction is shown graphically by a
7 The income has increased variable is drawn from a question
asking “Over the past two years, has the income of your
household decreased, stayed the same, or increased?” The
wealth variable is based on an index of household access to
water and electricity and ownership of television, vehicles,
appliances, and other household goods-see Córdova (2009)
for details. The unemployed variable refers to respondents
who are actively looking for a job and contrasts them to
those who are working, students, housewives, the retired
and the disabled. The frequency of church attendance is
measured using the question How often do you attend
religious services? Never or almost never, once or twice a
year, once a month, once per week, or more than once per
week. Marriage is expected to increase happiness via its
provision of companionship but not all relationships are
equally secure, so I separately distinguish married couples
and couples who are in a common law relationship. The
baseline category is individuals who were previously in a
long-term relationship but are now divorced or widowed,
with single individuals as an intermediate category. The
number of children variable is a count of the number of kids
the respondent has; as a robustness check I have modeled it
as a dichotomous measure of whether or not the
respondent has any children and the substantive results do
not change. The age cohort variables use the 16-25 cohort as
a reference category. Education measured as the highest
level of school that was completed: none, primary,
secondary, or higher. Skin color is measured using a series
of reference palettes enable the interviewer to rate the skin
color of the interviewee on an 11 point scale, where 1 is the
lightest skin tone and 11 the darkest (see Telles and Steele
2012). Finally, the size of place of residence variable
distinguishes whether the respondent lives in a rural area,
a small, medium, or large city, or the national capital, with
high values representing larger cities.

An alternative specification using ordered logit reaches
comparable results.

8

dot and the bars represent the 95% confidence
intervals. The figure also plots the “0” line to
judge easily the direction of the coefficient and
its statistical significance (p<0.05). Coefficients
are presented in standardized form (i.e., “beta
weights”) to facilitate comparison within the
model.
Economic factors have large associations with
life satisfaction. Wealthy individuals are more
likely to report feeling happy than poor
individuals are. Unemployment is associated
with lower levels of happiness; in analyses not
reported here I find that this is true at all levels
of household wealth. Finally, individuals
whose income has increased are more likely to
report being satisfied with their life. Income,
both in its overall level and its trend, is more
strongly connected to life satisfaction levels
than is any other demographic variable in the
model.
Life satisfaction also differs systematically
across demographic groups. Respondents’
family situations also correspond to their
happiness levels. Married individuals tend to
have higher levels of life satisfaction. In
contrast, individuals with children report less
happiness than those without children. Church
attendance is also associated with high levels of
life satisfaction. Happiness is highest among
the very old and very young. Women,
individuals with dark skin, the uneducated,
and individuals living in large cities tend to
have lower levels of happiness (though the
coefficient for the gender measure does not
pass a strict significance test). In general, these
life satisfaction patterns in the Americas tend to
mirror those found in other regions.
Corruption and Life Satisfaction
Moving
beyond
demographics,
recent
scholarship suggests that life satisfaction is
associated with good governance (Helliwell
2003, Tavits 2007, Helliwell and Huang 2008,
Rodríguez-Pose and Maslauskaite 2012, Kim
and Kim 2012). Some of these studies assume
that the linkage between corruption and
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happiness is through the
economic costs associated with
corruption at the macro-level
and thus focus on aggregate
indicators of corruption. Yet
this pattern might also rest on
several micro-level foundations.

Figure 3. Governance and Life Satisfaction Levels
R-Squared =0.139
F=87.043
N =31704
Victimized by Corruption
Perception of Corruption
Any Crime Victim in Household

Perception of Insecurity
One
possibility
is
that
corruption victims are similar
National Economy Improving
to crime victims. Crime victims
Income Has Increased in Past Two Years
are less happy than are nonQuintiles of Wealth
crime victims as a result of both
Unemployed
the direct costs of the crime and
-.1
-.05
0
.05
.1
the psychological costs of
95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
perceiving a lack of control over
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
their own lives (Adams and
Serpe 2000, Powdthavee 2005,
Cohen 2008, Graham 2009,
To test these expectations, I add measures of
Graham and Camilo Chaparro 2012). Being
bad governance to the baseline model of life
targeted for a bribe likely results in similar
satisfaction I estimated previously in Figure 2. I
material costs and loss of personal control and
assess the relevance of personal experiences
therefore could lead corruption victims to
with corruption by modeling whether the
experience a drop in satisfaction similar to
individual has been targeted for a bribe in the
crime victims.
past year.9 I also model perceived levels of

A second potential mechanism depends less
upon personal experiences with corruption and
focuses more on the normative costs of
corruption. Corruption violates norms of
fairness and reminds citizens that the cards are
stacked against them if they stick to the rules
while trying to get ahead (Tavits 2007,
Helliwell and Huang 2008). This may diminish
life satisfaction. Moreover, even if you yourself
have not been targeted for corruption, the
specter of corruption may have negative
consequences. Previous work has documented
a similar pattern with respect to crime;
individuals who have not been crime victims
themselves but who live in high crime areas
also experience a drop in happiness as they live
in fear of being attacked (Michalos and Zumbo
2000, Powdthavee 2005). Thus, corruption may
have a negative effect on life satisfaction even
among individuals who have not recently been
targeted for a bribe.

corruption in the government.10 To put these
findings in perspective, I also control for
personal experiences with crime and whether
the respondent feels insecure in her
neighborhood (even if she may or may not
have actually been a crime victim).11 Finally, as
we move beyond personal experiences and
their impact on life satisfaction to focus on the
context surrounding citizens, I add an
The corruption victimization measure is a dichotomous
measure with 1 indicating that a member of the household
was targeted for a bribe by a policeman, government
employee, court, local government official, or in the
workplace, school, or health system and 0 for non-victims.

9

10 The corruption question asks “Taking into account your
own experience or what you have heard, corruption among
public officials is very common, common, uncommon, or
very uncommon?” Responses are coded so that high values
represent a high degree of perceived corruption.

The crime experience question is a dummy variable that
takes the value of 1 if the respondent or any other member
of her household was a crime victim in the last year and 0
otherwise. The crime perceptions question asks “Speaking
of the neighborhood where you live and thinking of the
possibility of being assaulted or robbed, do you feel very
safe, somewhat safe, somewhat unsafe or very unsafe?”.
11
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additional control for the individual’s
assessment of the state of the national economy
to compare how governance compares to
economic performance as a driver of life
satisfaction.12 In order to make the results in
Figure 3 easier to read, I omit from them most
of the demographic controls and the country
dummies; the full results are in the appendix.
The results in Figure 3 are consistent with the
conclusion that corruption victims experience a
drop in life satisfaction. Victims who paid a
bribe are less satisfied with their lives than are
those who did not. Victims of corruption have
similar levels of unhappiness as do those from
households where someone was a victim of a
crime. Corruption and crime victims thus seem
to experience a drop in happiness as a result of
those experiences.13

evidence that high levels of perceived
corruption have a significant effect on how
citizens of the Americas perceive their own
lives. In other words, in the Americas, the
evidence from the 2012 AmericasBarometer
survey is that the negative effect of corruption
on life satisfaction is driven by personal
experiences, such that this relationship is
limited to bribe extortion victims.
Another key finding from Figure 3 is that
corruption’s effect on life satisfaction is smaller
than is the effect of economics or a general
sense of insecurity. The effects of wealth and
changes in income are substantially larger than
is the effect of being targeted for a bribe. While
the effects of crime victimization and
corruption victimization are roughly equal in
magnitude,
both
are
dwarfed by the effect of
living in an area that is
unsafe. Fear of violence is
associated with large
levels of discontent even
among non-crime victims;
the predicted impact of
this factor is roughly
equal to any of the
economic variables in the
model. So while corruption appears to
diminish life satisfaction in the Americas, the
results here suggest that this relationship is less
consequential than is that between life
satisfaction and measures related to economic
performance and security, two issues
consistently rated as more important problems
than corruption in the AmericasBarometer
surveys (Singer et al 2013).

Victims of corruption have
similar levels of unhappiness as
do those from household where
someone was a victim of a
crime.

There is less evidence,
however,
that
life
satisfaction levels are
lower among those
who
perceive
corruption within the
government but have
not necessarily been
targeted for a bribe.
While the estimated coefficient for corruption
perceptions is negative as expected, it is not
significantly different from 0.14 As an additional
consideration, I analyzed whether levels of
happiness at the country-level are correlated
with levels of corruption reported in the World
Bank’s
Governance
Indicators
or
by
Transparency International, and I find no
significant correlations. In contrast to much of
the previous work on other regions, I find little

Conclusion
Respondents were asked “Do you think that the
country’s current economic situation is better than, the
same as or worse than it was 12 months ago?” with high
values representing an improving economy.
12

It is also possible that those who are unhappy are more
likely to report themselves to be victims of these negative
experiences; in an analysis of the type presented here, such
reciprocal causation cannot be tested for, or ruled out.
13

14 The effect of general corruption perceptions is
insignificant even if we drop the corruption victimization
measure from the models.

The results presented here support the notion
that government performance can have an
important effect on personal happiness.
Consistent with the importance of other
individual-level economic factors, a strong
national economy is linked to higher levels of
life satisfaction. Yet non-economic factors can
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also leave important imprints on citizens’ lives.
Crime victimization and living surrounded by
crime create real costs to individuals, and
therefore result in drops in happiness.
Yet this study also suggests that the costs of
government corruption include an effect on
citizens’ life satisfaction. Being targeted to pay
a bribe reduces life satisfaction even if overall
levels of perceived corruption do not. The close
correspondence of crime victimization and
corruption victimization is instructive-they
both entail monetary costs and the
psychological costs of confronting the lack of
control victims have over their lives. These
findings suggest that, if steps are taken to keep
citizens safe from criminals or from officials
abusing their positions to extract bribes,
happiness should improve among those
individuals who are most frequently targeted.
While overall levels of perceived corruption do
not have a strong negative effect on citizen
satisfaction with their own lives, we should not
conclude that citizens are resigned to
corruption or ignore it. AmericasBarometer data
not presented here (but see Carlin et al. 2013)
show that citizens who perceive that the
government is corrupt tend to be less
supportive of democratic institutions, less
likely to be satisfied with the overall state of
democracy in their country, and more likely to
tolerate political activities by those looking to
enact regime change. Citizens in the Americas
thus
recognize
the
negative
political
consequences of political corruption for
democracy and the economy and may be
willing to take political steps to reduce it even
if there is less evidence of a direct connection
between how citizens of the Americas perceive
levels of government corruption and how they
perceive their own welfare.
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Appendix
Table 1. Predictors of Life Satisfaction in Latin America and the Caribbean, 2012
Coefficient
Victimized by Corruption
Perception of Corruption in Government
Crime Victim in Household
Perception of Insecurity
National Economy has Improved
Income has Increased in Past Two Years
Quintiles of Wealth
Unemployed
Frequency Attends Church
Married
Common-Law Married
Never Married
Number of Children
26-35
36-45
46-55
56-65
66+
Woman
Educational Level
Skin Color
Size of Place of Residence
Argentina
Belize
Bolivia
Brazil
Chile
Colombia
Costa Rica
Dominican Rep.
Ecuador
El Salvador
Guatemala
Guyana
Haiti
Honduras
Jamaica
Nicaragua
Panama
Paraguay
Peru
Suriname
Trinidad & Tobago
Uruguay
Venezuela
Constant
R-squared
Number of Observations

0.102*
0.082*
-0.033*
0.049*
0.050*
0.025*
0.011
-0.025*
-0.019*
-0.036*
-0.043*
-0.044*
-0.011
-0.006
0.035*
-0.018*
-0.025*
-0.021*
-0.030*
-0.114*
0.040*
-0.044*
0.051*
0.058*
0.034*
-0.013
-0.014
0.048*
-0.058*
-0.151*
0.002
-0.103*
0.017
0.070*
-0.011
-0.063*
-0.106*
-0.077*
-0.021*
0.056*
-0.004
0.128
34,477

Standard
Error

(0.006)
(0.007)
(0.006)
(0.006)
(0.009)
(0.009)
(0.010)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.005)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.011)
(0.009)
(0.013)
(0.010)
(0.011)
(0.009)
(0.009)
(0.009)
(0.010)
(0.009)
(0.010)
(0.013)
(0.011)
(0.011)
(0.011)
(0.009)
(0.009)
(0.010)
(0.010)
(0.009)
(0.010)
(0.009)
(0.010)
(0.007)

Coefficient
-0.015*
-0.008
-0.016*
-0.090*
0.070*
0.084*
0.080*
-0.034*
0.045*
0.052*
0.028*
0.009
-0.026*
-0.019*
-0.032*
-0.040*
-0.043*
-0.009
-0.005
0.037*
-0.009
-0.004
-0.025*
-0.038*
-0.113*
0.029*
-0.054*
0.043*
0.054*
0.033*
-0.016
-0.013
0.048*
-0.067*
-0.152*
0.005
-0.120*
0.001
0.053*
-0.022*
-0.065*
-0.120*
-0.088*
-0.037*
0.054*
-0.002
0.139
31,704

Standard
Error
(0.006)
(0.006)
(0.006)
(0.006)
(0.006)
(0.006)
(0.007)
(0.006)
(0.006)
(0.010)
(0.009)
(0.011)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.005)
(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.008)
(0.011)
(0.010)
(0.014)
(0.010)
(0.011)
(0.009)
(0.009)
(0.009)
(0.010)
(0.009)
(0.009)
(0.013)
(0.011)
(0.011)
(0.011)
(0.010)
(0.009)
(0.010)
(0.010)
(0.010)
(0.010)
(0.009)
(0.010)
(0.007)

* Denotes coefficients that are statistically significant at *p<0.05, two-tailed.
Country of Reference: Mexico
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'no longer functioning' after
“H onduras
plunging over fiscal cliff” . This headline
1

appeared on January 25, 2013, and
captures at least some of the deep sense of
crisis facing this Central American country.
This Insights Series report2 revisits the political
situation in Honduras by examining a measure
of “triple dissatisfaction” developed by John
Booth and Mitchell Seligson (2009)3. This
approach provides insight into a moment of
deep citizen discontent and volatile elite
politics in contemporary Honduras.
Using the 2004 AmericasBarometer survey Booth
and Seligson detected serious warning signs of
political instability in Honduras five years
before the 2009 crisis that toppled then
President Manuel Zelaya. They found that
citizen views of political legitimacy in
Honduras were very low compared to its
neighbors in Central America. The authors
examined the proportion of citizens who were
“triply dissatisfied” as a percent of all voting
aged citizens versus those who were “triply
satisfied.” The “triply satisfied” were the
citizens who scored above the scale midpoint
(i.e. “satisfied”) on each of three key
dimensions, namely 1) support for democracy,4
2) support for national institutions,5 and 3)
1See:

evaluation of the incumbent government’s
economic
performance.6
The
“triply
dissatisfied” group consisted of those citizens
who fell below the legitimacy scale midpoint
on those same three key dimensions. Seligson
and Booth revisited this issue in a prior Insights
“Special
Report”
using
the
2008
AmericasBarometer survey and found the
situation even more extreme than it had been in
2004 (Seligson and Booth, 2009).
The results from the 2008 survey indicated
extremely high levels of dissatisfaction among
Honduran citizens, an indication of the sources
of political discontent and polarization that
served as a background to the military coup of
June 28, 2009. After the coup, and using data
from the immediate post-election period in
early 2010, in yet another Insight Series report,
using the 2010 AmericasBarometer survey,
Orlando J. Pérez, John A. Booth and Mitchell A.
Seligson
(2010)
reported
substantial
improvement, as measured by a sharp decline
in the proportion of “triply dissatisfied”
citizens when compared to the pre-coup
period. They concluded that “the removal of
Pesident Zelaya and subsequent election [of
President Porfirio Lobo] seemed to have been
cathartic for the Honduran population in terms
of their levels of dissatisfaction with the
legitimacy of their political system…”

http://worldnews.nbcnews.com/_news/2013/01/25/1669
2051-honduras-no-longer-functioning-after-plunging-overfiscal-cliff?lite.
2 Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php. The data
on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
3 Funding for the 2012 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.

This dimension is measured by a scale composed of three
questions: How much do you approve or disapprove? E5.
Of people participating in legal demonstrations; E8. Of
people participating in an organization or group to try to
solve community problems; and E11. Of people working
for campaigns for a political party or candidate. The
questions are measured originally on a 1-10 point scale.

4

Support for national institutions is measured by scale
summarizing results of seven B-series questions (b2 b3 b4
b6 b21 b13 b31): B2. To what extent do you respect the
political institutions of (country)? B3. To what extent do

5

you think that citizens’ basic rights are well protected by
the political system of (country)? B4. To what extent do you
feel proud of living under the political system of (country)?
B6. To what extent do you think that one should support
the political system of (country)? B13. To what extent do
you trust the National Legislature? B21. To what extent do
you trust the political parties? B31. To what extent do you
trust the Supreme Court?
Perception of regime economic performance is measured
by the following questions: SOCT1. How would you
describe the country’s economic situation? Would you say
that it is very good, good, neither good/nor bad, bad or
very bad? SOCT2. Do you think that the country’s current
economic situation is better than, the same as or worse than
it was 12 months ago? IDIO1. How would you describe
your overall economic situation? Would you say that it is
very good, good, neither good/nor bad, bad or very bad?
IDIO2. Do you think that your economic situation is better
than, the same as, or worse than it was 12 months ago?

6
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In this LAPOP Insights report, Pérez, Booth
and Seligson again revisit Honduras’s
“triply dissatisfied” citizens. It is troubling
to find that in many ways, the political and
economic situation in the country is now
comparable or worse than prior to the coup.
Some indicators of social stress are that
crime has increased significantly. Over the
past three years, there have been 20,573
homicides, with 7,172 murders in 2012
alone. The murder rate is 85.5 per 100,000
inhabitants, 10 times the world average. In
comparison, murder rates in neighboring
Nicaragua and Costa Rica are 12 and 11.5
per 100,000 inhabitants respectively.7 In
addition to high levels of crime, the country
is currently facing deep institutional and
fiscal problems. President Lobo encouraged
Congress to remove four Supreme Court
justices following several decisions that went
against his administration. Congress, the
majority held by Lobo's National Party, did so
without an impeachment process.8 Judicial
controversies are not the only problems
plaguing Honduras in 2013. The government
finished 2012 with a budget deficit that
exceeded $1 billion (6% of GDP) and many
public sector employees did not receive their
December salaries or year-end bonuses.9 Polls

Figure 1. Most Important Problem Facing the
Country over Time, Honduras 2012
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24.4%
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conducted over the past two years have
consistently found high levels of dissatisfaction
with democracy in Honduras. They have also
found little or no confidence in almost every
political institution in the country, with
political parties among the least trusted (Pérez,
et al. 2012).

The Honduran Constitution did not contain a formal
process for impeaching public officials. On January 22,
2013, however, the Congress approved a constitutional
amendment to establish an impeachment process. The
changes would require a three-fourths majority in congress
to impeach public officials, including the President and
Supreme Court justices. See: Mariano Castillo, “Years after
crisis, Honduras considers impeachment,” CNN, January
23,
2013,
(http://www.cnn.com/2013/01/23/world/americas/hon
duras-impeachment).

The political and fiscal problems serve as the
backdrop to the 2013 presidential elections.
Since returning to Honduras former President
Zelaya (formerly of the Liberal Party) and his
supporters have formed a political party,
Partido Libertad y Refundación (LIBRE). The
party nominated Zelaya’s wife, Xiomara
Castro, as its presidential candidate. The rise of
LIBRE as a viable political force has deepened
the polarization of Honduran politics and
fragmented the traditional bi-partisan system
controlled by the National and Liberal parties.
The National party nominated the President of
Congress, Juan Orlando Hernandez, a close ally
of President Lobo, and the Liberal candidate
will be Mauricio Villeda, a vocal opponent of
former President Zelaya. A poll conducted by
CID-Gallup between January 14 and January

Reynaldo Yanes, “Lobo dejará una economía desastrosa,
según economistas,” La Prensa.hn, January 22, 2013,
(http://www.laprensa.hn/SeccionesPrincipales/Honduras/Apertura/Lobo-dejara-unaeconomia-desastrosa-segun-economistas#.UQgDBonjki6);

Alberto Arce, “Honduras can’t pay its bills, neglects
services,” The Associated Press,
January 24, 2013,
(http://bigstory.ap.org/article/honduras-cant-pay-itsbills-neglects-services).

“Seguridad sigue siendo el dolor de cabeza del presidente
Lobo,”
Proceso
Digital,
January
25,
2013
(http://proceso.hn/2013/01/26/Nacionales/Seguridad.si
gue.siendo/63414.html); “Honduras, el más violento de
Centroamérica,” El Heraldo.hn, January 26, 2013
(http://www.elheraldo.hn/SeccionesPrincipales/Pais/Honduras-el-mas-violento-deCentroamerica).
7

8

9
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18, 2013 with 1256 likely voters,
indicated that Xiomara Castro was in a
Figure 2. Percent of Triply Dissatisfied in Honduras
statistical tie with Juan Orlando
over Time
Hernandez, 25% to 23%. Mauricio
37.7%
40
Villeda was trailing with 16%, with
31.4%
another protest candidate, Salvador
Nasralla, of the Partido Anti-Corrupción,
30
obtaining 18% support. The remaining
16% either did not express a preference
or refused to answer.10 The electoral
20
15.7%
ballot may get even more crowded as
10.3%
10.0%
former head of the armed forces, retired
10
General Romeo Vásquez Velásquez,
who led the coup against Zelaya in
2009, enters the fray with his own party,
0
2004
2006
2008
2010
2012
Alianza Patriótica Hondureña. The
Year
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effect Based)
political crisis engendered by the
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
removal of the Supreme Court judges
raises questions about the handling of
country in the 26-nation AmericasBarometer had
the electoral contest. In addition, the
anywhere near this level of concern over
AmericasBarometer 2012 national report for
political problems.
Honduras found a significant drop in levels of
political tolerance (Pérez, et al. 2010). The low
levels of tolerance, weak institutions, and
Triple Dissatisfaction over Time
political polarization create a volatile
environment within which to hold democratic
If we examine the “triple dissatisfaction”
elections.
measure we find significant increases between

Politics the Main
Facing the Country

Problem

Figure
1
shows
that
in
the
2012
AmericasBarometer a plurality of Hondurans
(33.4%) chose “politics” as the most important
problem facing the country. Since 2004 the
mention of “politics” as the most important
problem facing the country has increased 10
times, from 3% in 2004 to 33.4% in 2012. The
mention of economic problems has fallen from
74.6% in 2004 to 24.4% in 2012. In the 2010 and
2012 surveys, the percentage of Hondurans
who believe politics are the major problem
facing the country nearly doubled. No other

10 “Honduras: Xiomara Castro se perfila para convertirse
en presidenta,” El Libertador, January 30, 2013,
(http://www.ellibertador.hn/?q=article/hondurasxiomara-castro-se-perfila-para-convertirse-en-presidenta).

2010 and 2012. Figure 2, indicates that the
percentage of triply dissatisfied citizens shot up
from 10% in 2010 to 37.7% in 2012. These
troubling numbers are actually higher than
they were in 2008 prior to the coup. In fact, the
2012 numbers are the highest of any country
since the AmericasBarometer series of surveys
began in 2004.
When compared to the rest of the
AmericasBarometer countries we find that
Hondurans exhibit the highest level of triple
dissatisfaction. Figure 3 shows the levels of
triple dissatisfaction among all countries
surveyed in 2012. For some points of
comparison, ten times more Hondurans are
triply dissatisfied than are their neighbors in
Nicaragua. Twice as many Hondurans are
triply dissatisfied as Guatemalans and
Panamanians. And there are roughly three and
a half times more triply dissatisfied Hondurans
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than Costa Ricans. Hondurans are twice more
likely to be triply dissatisfied than Haitians, a
country that went through what was perhaps
the most devastating earthquake of the last 100
years!

Figure 4. Support for Regime Institutions
over Time in Honduras
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Figure 5 indicates a steady erosion of support
for democratic principles since 2006. The figure
shows an 8 point drop in support between 2010
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Figure 5. Support for Regime Democratic
Values over Time in Honduras
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As mentioned earlier, the triple dissatisfaction
measure is composed of three indicators: 1)
support for democracy, 2) support for national
institutions, and 3) evaluation of the incumbent
government’s economic performance. When
we examine the evolution of each of these
indicators in Honduras, we find substantial
decrease in support for national institutions.
Figure 4 shows a 20 point drop in support for
institutions between 2010 and 2012; lower now
than prior to the 2009 coup.
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Figure 6. Support for Regime Economic
Performance over Time in Honduras
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The results indicate that triple dissatisfaction is
highest among individuals with less education,
who perceive more gang activity in their
neighborhood, are less confident in the judicial
system, and express greater support for Zelaya
and less support for President Lobo.
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Zelaya's return makes Honduras more democratic

The third component of the triply dissatisfied
measure is evaluation of the economic
performance of the government. This
component, however, does not exhibit much
change since 2008. In fact, there is a slight
improvement. In sum, the large rise in the
number of Hondurans who are disgruntled
with these three important legitimacy
components comes mostly from the rapid
deterioration of their evaluations of political
institutions and a substantial loss in
commitment to basic democratic norms.
Using logistic regression analysis we find that
perception of the neighborhood affected by
gangs, confidence in the judicial system to
punish criminals, education, presidential job
approval and extent of belief that Zelaya’s
return to Honduras11 improved the country’s
democracy are the most significant factors in
explaining levels of triple dissatisfaction.
Figure 712 displays the regression model with
the significant variables.13
President Zelaya returned to Honduras in May 2011 after
a deal was struck with President Lobo. The accord also
paved the way for Honduras' re-entry into the
Organization of American States (OAS).
11

12 Statistical significance is graphically represented by a
confidence interval that does not overlap the vertical “0”
line (at .05 or better). When the dot, which represents the

Education

F=5.759
N =1313

Neighborhood affected by gangs
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Support for Military Coup
The high levels of triple dissatisfaction beg the
question: Do Hondurans support a similar
outcome as in 2009? The answer, as revealed in
Figure 8, is no. Support for a military coup14 has
declined substantially since 2008.
predicted impact of that variable, falls to the right of the
vertical “0” line it implies a positive relationship whereas if
it falls to the left it indicates a negative contribution. The
appendix shows the regression coefficients.
13 The analysis included demographic variables for age,
wealth, gender, skin color and place of residence.
Additionally, variables measuring crime and corruption
victimization, perception of family economic condition and
perception of insecurity were also included but not shown
in the graph because they failed to reach the threshold for
statistical significance.
14 Support for coups is measured by a scale composed of
responses to three questions measuring extent of support
for a military takeover of power under conditions of (1)
high crime, (2) high inflation, and (3) high corruption. The
scale is measured 0-100.
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Support for coups declined by nearly 20 points
between 2008 and 2010, and while there was a
slight increase in 2012 the difference is not
statistically significant. While public opinion
does not induce a coup nor does it prevent it, it
can create the environment within which
institutions, in this case the military, see their
range of possible actions. High levels of triple
dissatisfaction can indicate to the military that
they might suffer limited public resistance and

Figure 8. Support for Coups Honduras over
Time
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2012

Conclusion
In 2013, Honduras faces many of the same
problems it faced in 2009. Some problems, in
fact, have worsened. By many measures, crime,
political polarization, institutional weakness,
impunity and corruption have gotten worse.
The erosion in political and institutional
stability is reflected in the significant increase
of triply dissatisfied citizens. More than a third
of Hondurans are triply dissatisfied. That is,
more
than
a
third
of
Hondurans
simultaneously do not support democracy, do
not support national institutions, and
disapprove of the government’s economic
performance. The consequences for regime
stability are troubling. A repeat of the events
similar to those of June 2009 appears very
unlikely to happen, especially given strong
public opposition to coups, and potential for
negative international reaction. However, the
deterioration of institutional support is not a
propitious environment in which to hold
national presidential elections on November 10,
2013.

few consequences in terms of their legitimacy if
they launch a coup. Conversely, where public
opinion is opposed to a coup the military might
come to believe that toppling the extant
government might be too high a price to pay in
terms of institutional legitimacy.
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Appendix
Table 1. Predictors of Being Triply Dissatisfied in Honduras, 2012

Neighborhood affected by gangs
Education
Zelaya's return makes Honduras more democratic
Confidence judicial system will punish guilty
Presidential job approval
Age
Female
Quintiles of Wealth
Skin color
Crime victimization
Perception of insecurity
Perception of family economic situation
Corruption victimization
Urban
Constant
F
Number of Observations

Coefficient

Standard Error

0.366*
-0.208*
0.143*
-0.166*
-0.290*
-0.104
-0.044
-0.058
0.026
-0.106
0.052
0.022
-0.022
0.031
-0.558*
5.76
1,313

(5.81)
(-2.64)
(2.35)
(-2.74)
(-4.61)
(-1.34)
(-0.82)
(-0.81)
(0.41)
(-1.62)
(0.76)
(0.32)
(-0.34)
(0.51)
(-10.74)

Note: Coefficients are statistically significant at *p<0.05, two-tailed.
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Executive Summary. The rising influence of Iran in the Western Hemisphere has
raised concerns among policymakers in the United States. This Insights report
examines whether citizens in the Americas trust in the government of Iran and
what factors explain their trust or distrust of the country. We find that Iran is largely
unknown among citizens of the Americas but that citizens who live in countries
that are part of ALBA are more likely to be aware of its existence. With regards to
the predictors of trust in Iran, we find that citizens of ALBA countries are more
likely to trust Iran if they give their president a high approval rating, self-identify as
being on the left of the political spectrum and are less supportive of democracy.
None of these factors are statistically significant in non-ALBA countries.

The Insights Series is co-edited by Jonathan Hiskey, Mitchell A. Seligson and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister
with administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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T

hisȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ exploresȱ theȱ
extentȱ andȱ theȱ determinantsȱ ofȱ
trustȱ inȱ theȱ governmentȱ ofȱ Iranȱ
inȱ theȱ Westernȱ Hemisphere.1ȱ Thisȱ
reportȱ isȱ possibleȱ becauseȱ inȱ 2012ȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ surveyȱ projectȱ
includedȱ aȱ moduleȱ ofȱ questionsȱ thatȱ
askedȱ citizensȱ aboutȱ theirȱ viewsȱ ofȱ
severalȱ foreignȱ governments,ȱ includingȱ
Iran.2ȱȱ

Figure 1. Trust in the Government of Iran in the Americas
(percent who trust as opposed to distrust or give no opinion)
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region’sȱ growingȱ tiesȱ withȱ theȱ Islamicȱ
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RepublicȱofȱIranȱthatȱhaveȱmostȱvisiblyȱ
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alarmedȱ policyȬmakersȱ inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
3.9%
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States.ȱ
Washington’sȱ
distressȱ
2.8%
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culminatedȱinȱ2012ȱwithȱtheȱpassageȱofȱ
2.5%
Costa Rica
theȱ “Counteringȱ Iranȱ inȱ theȱ Westernȱ
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HemisphereȱActȱofȱ2012,”ȱpassedȱbyȱanȱ
Trust
in
Iran
overwhelmingȱ majorityȱ inȱ Congressȱ
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effects Based)
andȱ signedȱ intoȱ lawȱ byȱ Presidentȱ
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
ObamaȱonȱDecemberȱ28.3ȱTheȱfiveȬpageȱ
billȱcallsȱforȱtheȱUnitedȱStatesȱ“toȱuseȱaȱ
comprehensiveȱ
governmentȬwideȱ
strategyȱ toȱ counterȱ Iran’sȱ growingȱ
Hemisphere”ȱ andȱ instructsȱ theȱ Secretaryȱ ofȱ
hostileȱ presenceȱ andȱ activityȱ inȱ theȱ Westernȱ
Stateȱ toȱ carryȱ outȱ anȱ assessmentȱ ofȱ Iran’sȱ
activitiesȱwithinȱ180ȱdays.4ȱ
1ȱ

Priorȱ issuesȱ inȱ theȱ Insightsȱ Seriesȱ canȱ beȱ foundȱ at:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.ȱ
Theȱdataȱonȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱatȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveyȬdata.phpȱ

ȱFundingȱforȱtheȱ2012ȱroundȱmainlyȱcameȱfromȱtheȱUnitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
Importantȱ sourcesȱ ofȱ supportȱ wereȱ alsoȱ Dukeȱ University’sȱ
Chinaȱ Researchȱ Center,ȱ theȱ InterȬAmericanȱ Developmentȱ
Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ Developmentȱ Programȱ
(UNDP),ȱ andȱ Vanderbiltȱ University.ȱ Theȱ authorsȱ wouldȱ
likeȱtoȱthankȱMargaritaȱCorralȱandȱCaroleȱWilsonȱforȱtheirȱ
assistance.
2

3ȱ“H.R.ȱ3783ȬȬ112thȱCongress:ȱCounteringȱIranȱinȱtheȱ

WesternȱHemisphereȱActȱofȱ2012.”ȱwww.GovTrack.us.ȱ
2012.ȱ<http://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/112/hr3783>ȱ

Thereȱ isȱ noȱ doubtȱ thatȱ Iranȱ hasȱ expandedȱ itsȱ
connectionsȱ inȱ theȱ Westernȱ Hemisphere.ȱ Iranȱ
addedȱ sixȱ newȱ embassiesȱ inȱ theȱ regionȱ sinceȱ
PresidentȱMahmoudȱAhmadinejad’sȱelectionȱinȱ
2005,ȱ bringingȱ theȱ totalȱ toȱ eleven.5ȱ Presidentialȱ
visitsȱ betweenȱ Iranȱ andȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ haveȱ
alsoȱ multiplied.ȱ Suchȱ visitsȱ wereȱ mostȱ notableȱ
4ȱIbid.,ȱ3783Ȭ2.ȱ

ȱ Theȱ sixȱ newȱ embassiesȱ areȱ inȱ Bolivia,ȱ Chile,ȱ Colombia,ȱ
Ecuador,ȱNicaraguaȱandȱUruguay.ȱTheȱfiveȱolderȱembassiesȱ
areȱinȱArgentina,ȱBrazil,ȱCuba,ȱMexicoȱandȱVenezuela.ȱȱ

5
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inȱ theȱ countriesȱ thatȱ makeȱ upȱ theȱ VenezuelaȬ
ledȱ Bolivarianȱ Allianceȱ forȱ theȱ Americasȱ
(ALBA),6ȱ butȱ alsoȱ includedȱ nonȬALBAȱ
members,ȱ mostȱ significantlyȱ Brazilȱ (Johnsonȱ
2012,ȱ ix).7ȱ Iran’sȱ economicȱ tiesȱ withȱ theȱ regionȱ
haveȱ alsoȱ risen.ȱ Tradeȱ betweenȱ Iranȱ andȱ Latinȱ
America,ȱ whileȱ stillȱ ratherȱ miniscule,ȱ hasȱ
multipliedȱ fromȱ lessȱ thanȱ $1ȱ billionȱ inȱ 2007ȱ toȱ
$4ȱ billionȱ today,ȱ withȱ Brazilȱ andȱ Argentinaȱ
accountingȱ forȱ moreȱ thanȱ 95%ȱ ofȱ theȱ totalȱ
(Latinvexȱ 2012).ȱ Beyondȱ trade,ȱ Iranȱ hasȱ alsoȱ
pledgedȱ toȱ makeȱ significantȱ aidȱ contributionsȱ
andȱinvestmentsȱinȱLatinȱAmerica,ȱespeciallyȱinȱ
theȱ ALBAȱ countries.ȱ However,ȱ withȱ theȱ
possibleȱ exceptionȱ ofȱ Venezuela,ȱ fewȱ ofȱ Iran’sȱ
pledgedȱ investmentsȱ haveȱ yetȱ materialized.ȱ
Iran’sȱincreasedȱpresenceȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱhasȱ
triggeredȱ aȱ fierceȱ debateȱ inȱ Washingtonȱ asȱ toȱ
whetherȱ orȱ notȱ Iran’sȱ actionsȱ shouldȱ beȱ
regardedȱ asȱ aȱ seriousȱ threatȱ toȱ U.S.ȱ nationalȱ
securityȱ orȱ merelyȱ anȱ “annoyance”(Arnson,ȱ
EsfandiariȱandȱStubitsȱ2010).ȱȱȱ
Inȱadditionȱtoȱadvancingȱitsȱeconomicȱinterests,ȱ
itȱisȱclearȱthatȱIranȱhasȱaȱpoliticalȱagendaȱaimedȱ
atȱ decreasingȱ theȱ country’sȱ internationalȱ
isolation,ȱparticularlyȱbyȱformingȱalliancesȱwithȱ
otherȱ countriesȱ thatȱ shareȱ itsȱ antiȬAmericanȱ
stance.ȱ Yetȱ someȱ observersȱ believeȱ Iranȱ hasȱ
moreȱmenacingȱgoalsȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱsuchȱasȱ
obtainingȱ uraniumȱ forȱ itsȱ nuclearȱ programȱ orȱ
developingȱ theȱ infrastructureȱ toȱ carryȱ outȱ
terroristȱ attacksȱ againstȱ Westernȱ targetsȱ inȱ theȱ
regionȱ (Bermanȱ 2012,ȱ Cárdenasȱ 2012,ȱ Goforthȱ
2012,ȱNoriegaȱ2012,ȱSeligsonȱ2013).ȱDeclarationsȱ
byȱ theȱ Venezuelanȱ governmentȱ thatȱ Iranȱ isȱ
assistingȱ Venezuelaȱ inȱ itsȱ searchȱ forȱ uraniumȱ
reservesȱ certainlyȱ heightenedȱ suspicionsȱ aboutȱ
6 In 2009 the member countries decided to call the
organization the Bolivarian Alliance for the Peoples of Our
America - Peoples' Trade Treaty (ALBA-TCP).
7ȱ Ahmadinejadȱ visitedȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ sixȱ timesȱ betweenȱ
2005ȱ andȱ earlyȱ 2012ȱ andȱ attendedȱ theȱ funeralȱ ofȱ Hugoȱ
Chávezȱ andȱ theȱ inaugurationȱ ofȱ Nicolásȱ Maduroȱ inȱ
Venezuelaȱ inȱ earlyȱ 2013.ȱ Iranȱ alsoȱ receivedȱ Venezuelanȱ
presidentȱ Hugoȱ Chávezȱ nineȱ times,ȱ Nicaraguanȱ presidentȱ
DanielȱOrtegaȱthreeȱtimes,ȱBolivianȱpresidentȱEvoȱMoralesȱ
twoȱ times,ȱ asȱ wellȱ asȱ Ecuadorianȱ presidentȱ Rafaelȱ Correa,ȱ
GuyaneseȱpresidentȱBharratȱJadegoȱandȱBrazilianȱpresidentȱ
LuizȱInácioȱ“Lula”ȱdaȱSilva.ȱ

theȱ natureȱ ofȱ theȱ twoȱ country’sȱ interactionsȱ
(Padgettȱ 2009).ȱ Moreover,ȱcriticsȱ noteȱ thatȱ Iranȱ
andȱ itsȱ proxiesȱ areȱ implicatedȱ inȱ theȱ terroristȱ
bombingȱ ofȱ theȱ AMIAȱ Jewishȱ communityȱ
centerȱ inȱ Buenosȱ Airesȱ inȱ 1994ȱ andȱ theȱ foiledȱ
plotȱ toȱ hireȱ aȱ Mexicanȱ drugȱ cartelȱ toȱ killȱ theȱ
SaudiȱAmbassadorȱtoȱtheȱUnitedȱStatesȱinȱ2011ȱ
(Levittȱ 2012,ȱ Savageȱ andȱ Shaneȱ 2011).ȱ Still,ȱ
othersȱ remainȱ skepticalȱ thatȱ Iran’sȱ increasedȱ
presenceȱ inȱ theȱ regionȱ posesȱ aȱ seriousȱ securityȱ
threatȱ toȱ theȱ Unitedȱ States,ȱ dismissingȱ suchȱ
claimsȱasȱeitherȱunfoundedȱorȱsimplyȱparanoidȱ
(Mainȱ2013,ȱMillerȱ2013).ȱ
Inȱ short,ȱ Iranȱ hasȱ movedȱ fromȱ aȱ positionȱ ofȱ
obscurityȱ toȱ oneȱ ofȱ increasedȱ visibilityȱ inȱ theȱ
Americas.ȱAlthoughȱthisȱhasȱbecomeȱaȱhotȱtopicȱ
inȱ Washington,ȱ oneȱ issueȱ whichȱ hasȱ receivedȱ
littleȱ attentionȱ isȱ howȱ citizensȱ inȱ theȱ regionȱ
viewȱIran.8ȱWeȱseekȱtoȱfillȱthisȱgap.ȱȱ

HowȱRelevantȱisȱIranȱforȱ
CitizensȱinȱtheȱAmericas?ȱ
Theȱ 2012ȱ AmericasBarometerȱ surveyȱ askedȱ
citizensȱ inȱ 24ȱ countriesȱ ifȱ theyȱ consideredȱ theȱ
governmentȱ ofȱ Iranȱ toȱ beȱ veryȱ trustworthy,ȱ
somewhatȱtrustworthy,ȱnotȱveryȱtrustworthyȱorȱ
notȱatȱallȱtrustworthy.9ȱForȱtheȱpurposesȱofȱourȱ
analysisȱ weȱ recodedȱ theȱ answersȱ inȱ toȱ twoȱ
categories:ȱ veryȱ andȱ somewhatȱ trustworthyȱ
wereȱ consideredȱ asȱ positiveȱ responsesȱ andȱ notȱ
veryȱtrustworthyȱandȱnotȱatȱallȱtrustworthy,ȱasȱ
wellȱ asȱ noȱ opinionȱ atȱ allȱ wereȱ consideredȱ asȱ
negativeȱanswers.ȱFigureȱ1ȱshowsȱtheȱextentȱofȱ
trustȱinȱtheȱgovernmentȱofȱIranȱamongȱcitizensȱ
inȱtheȱAmericas.ȱTakingȱintoȱaccountȱtheȱrateȱofȱ
nonȬresponse,ȱtheȱlevelsȱofȱtrustȱinȱIranȱamongȱ
citizensȱwhoȱareȱawareȱofȱitsȱexistenceȱisȱfairlyȱ
low.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ reportȱ weȱ payȱ particularȱ attentionȱ
8ȱ Anȱ exception,ȱ withȱ respectȱ toȱ Iran,ȱ isȱ Stephenȱ Johnson’sȱ
shortȱ andȱ descriptiveȱ reviewȱ ofȱ Iran’sȱ imageȱ problem,ȱ
basedȱ onȱ recentȱ pollsȱ conductedȱ byȱ theȱ BBCȱ andȱ Pewȱ
ResearchȱCenterȱ(Johnsonȱ2012:ȱ20Ȭ21).ȱȱ
9ȱTheyȱwereȱalsoȱgivenȱtheȱexplicitȱoptionȱofȱ“orȱdoȱyouȱnotȱ

haveȱ anȱ opinion”?ȱ Theȱ questionȱ wasȱ notȱ askedȱ inȱ theȱ
UnitedȱStatesȱandȱCanada,ȱtheȱotherȱtwoȱcountriesȱincludedȱ
inȱtheȱ2012ȱAmericasBarometerȱsurvey.
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toȱwhetherȱcitizensȱinȱALBAȱmemberȱcountriesȱ
(whereȱ Iranȱ isȱ anȱ observerȱ nation)ȱ areȱ moreȱ
likelyȱ toȱ trustȱ Iranȱ thanȱ thoseȱ inȱ nonȬALBAȱ
countries.ȱ Weȱ observeȱ thatȱ evenȱ inȱ theȱ ALBAȱ
countriesȱ (Venezuela,ȱ Nicaragua,ȱ Boliviaȱ andȱ
Ecuador),ȱ lessȱ thanȱ 20%ȱ ofȱ theȱ populationȱ
displaysȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ trustȱ inȱ Iran.ȱ Inȱ fact,ȱ inȱ
mostȱcountriesȱinȱtheȱWesternȱHemisphereȱlessȱ
thanȱ 10%ȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ expressȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
governmentȱ ofȱ Iran. Byȱ contrast,ȱ theȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
mistrustȱ areȱ ratherȱ highȱ inȱ mostȱ countriesȱ (seeȱ
Tableȱ1ȱinȱtheȱAppendix).ȱȱȱ

evidentlyȱ awareȱ ofȱ theȱ existenceȱ ofȱ aȱ countryȱ
thatȱ isȱ largelyȱ unknownȱ inȱ theȱ regionȱ andȱ
believeȱ thatȱ theȱ governmentȱ ofȱ thatȱ countryȱ isȱ
trustworthyȱ inȱ spiteȱ ofȱ theȱ questionableȱ
reputationȱofȱIranȱatȱtheȱinternationalȱlevel.ȱ

GivenȱthatȱhistoricallyȱtheȱUnitedȱStates,ȱandȱtoȱ
aȱlesserȱextentȱotherȱadvancedȱdemocracies,ȱhasȱ
beenȱ theȱ dominantȱ externalȱ actorȱ inȱ theȱ
countriesȱ ofȱ theȱ Westernȱ Hemisphere,ȱ thereȱ isȱ
littleȱtheoreticalȱbackgroundȱforȱunderstandingȱ
trustȱ inȱ extraȬhemisphericȱ actors,ȱ particularlyȱ
thoseȱ that,ȱ likeȱ Iran,ȱ
Itȱisȱveryȱimportantȱtoȱnoteȱ
areȱregardedȱasȱrogueȱ
thatȱ inȱ mostȱ countriesȱ
ȱTheȱmajorityȱofȱcitizensȱinȱtheȱ states.10ȱ
thereȱ seemsȱ toȱ beȱ littleȱ
Oneȱ
knowledgeȱaboutȱIran.ȱWeȱ
approachȱ isȱ toȱ tryȱ toȱ
Americasȱdoȱnotȱhaveȱanȱ
canȱ gleanȱ thisȱ fromȱ theȱ
lookȱ atȱ theȱ theoriesȱ
opinionȱaboutȱtrustȱinȱtheȱ
ratesȱ ofȱ nonȬresponseȱ andȱ
behindȱ
antiȬ
“noȱ opinion”ȱ responses,ȱ
Americanism,ȱ whichȱ
governmentȱofȱIran.ȱ
theȱ detailsȱ ofȱ whichȱareȱ inȱ
seemsȱ toȱ beȱ aȱ
Tableȱ 1ȱ inȱ theȱ Appendix.ȱ
commonȱ pointȱ ofȱ
Theȱ nonȬresponse/noȱ opinionȱ ratesȱ reachȱ overȱ
agreementȱ betweenȱ Iranȱ andȱ theȱ countriesȱ inȱ
theȱ Westernȱ Hemisphereȱ thatȱ haveȱ soughtȱ toȱ
60%ȱ inȱ Suriname,ȱ theȱ Dominicanȱ Republic,ȱ
strengthenȱ relationsȱ withȱ theȱ Islamicȱ Republicȱ
Guatemala,ȱ Belize,ȱ Trinidadȱ &ȱ Tobagoȱ andȱ
ofȱ Iran.ȱ Accordingȱ toȱ Rubinsteinȱ andȱ Smithȱ
Uruguayȱ andȱ overȱ 50%ȱ inȱ Elȱ Salvador,ȱ Haiti,ȱ
(1988)ȱ antiȬAmericanismȱ hasȱ atȱ leastȱ fourȱ
Jamaica,ȱandȱParaguay.ȱInȱanotherȱsevenȱofȱtheȱ
24ȱ countriesȱ (Argentina,ȱ Brazil,ȱ Colombia,ȱ
variations:ȱ
issueȬoriented,ȱ
ideological,ȱ
Costaȱ Rica,ȱ Guyana,ȱ Hondurasȱ andȱ Panama)ȱ
instrumentalȱandȱrevolutionary.ȱWeȱexamineȱifȱ
twoȱofȱtheseȱexplanations,ȱinstrumentalismȱandȱ
overȱ 40%ȱ ofȱ citizensȱ didȱ notȱ giveȱ anȱ answerȱ
ideologicalȱ empathy,ȱ helpȱ explainȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
aboutȱ Iran.ȱ Theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ nonȬresponseȱ isȱ
governmentȱ ofȱ Iranȱ inȱ theȱ Westernȱ
lowerȱinȱthreeȱofȱtheȱALBAȱcountries,ȱEcuador,ȱ
Hemisphere.ȱ Instrumentalismȱ refersȱ toȱ theȱ
Nicaraguaȱ andȱ particularlyȱ Venezuela,ȱ whereȱ
manipulationȱ ofȱ antiȬAmericanȱ sentimentsȱ byȱ
onlyȱ32%ȱofȱcitizensȱhaveȱnotȱheardȱaboutȱIran.ȱ
politicalȱ elitesȱ seekingȱ domesticȱ supportȱ forȱ
Nonetheless,ȱinȱanotherȱofȱtheȱALBAȱcountries,ȱ
theirȱ ownȱ politicalȱ agendasȱ (Rubinsteinȱ andȱ
Bolivia,ȱ almostȱ halfȱ ofȱ theȱ populationȱ didȱ notȱ
answerȱtheȱquestionȱaboutȱtrustȱinȱIran.ȱ
Smithȱ 1988).ȱ Ideologicalȱ empathyȱ refersȱ toȱ theȱ
identificationȱ thatȱ individualsȱ mayȱ haveȱ withȱ
antiȬimperialism,ȱ
whichȱ isȱ aȱ commonȱ traitȱ ofȱ
Whoȱ Trustsȱ theȱ Governmentȱ ofȱ
theȱleftȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱ(LevitskyȱandȱRobertsȱ
Iran?ȱ
2011,ȱ Smithȱ 2008).ȱ Inȱ addition,ȱ otherȱ scholarsȱ
haveȱ foundȱ thatȱ payingȱ attentionȱ toȱ theȱ newsȱ
Evenȱ thoughȱ theȱ numberȱ ofȱ citizensȱ ofȱ theȱ
canȱinfluenceȱantiȬAmericanȱattitudesȱ(Chiozzaȱ
Americasȱ whoȱ trustȱ theȱ governmentȱ ofȱ Iranȱ isȱ
2007,ȱBlaydesȱandȱLinzerȱ2012).11ȱFinally,ȱgivenȱ
relativelyȱlow,ȱitȱisȱimportantȱtoȱunderstandȱtheȱ
reasonsȱ thatȱ lieȱ behindȱ thatȱ trust.ȱ Ourȱ mainȱ
10 For a definition of the term rogue state, see Hoyt (2000).
researchȱ questionȱ revolvesȱ aroundȱ theȱ reasonsȱ
11Following Chiozza (2007), those who are more aware of
whyȱ someȱ citizensȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ thanȱ othersȱ
news would be less likely to hold feelings of antitoȱ trustȱ Iran.ȱ Thoseȱ citizensȱ whoȱ trustȱ Iranȱ areȱ
Americanism. This hypothesis is based on the premise that
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thatȱ Iranȱ isȱ anȱ authoritarianȱ regime,ȱ itȱ isȱ
respondentȱ toȱ theȱ news15;ȱ andȱ aȱ variableȱ thatȱ
feasibleȱthatȱcitizensȱwhoȱtrustȱtheȱgovernmentȱ
measuresȱ theȱ supportȱ forȱ democracy.16ȱ Inȱ
ofȱthatȱcountryȱare,ȱatȱleastȱtoȱ
someȱextent,ȱmoreȱwillingȱtoȱ
Figure 2. Predictors of Trust in Iran in ALBA Countries
tolerateȱauthoritarianȱleadersȱ
andȱ lessȱ proneȱ toȱ supportȱ
democracy.ȱ
Attention to news

Support for Democracy
Inȱ orderȱ toȱ identifyȱ whetherȱ
Approval of President's Job Performance
theseȱ orȱ otherȱ variablesȱ areȱ
associatedȱ withȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
Ideology
governmentȱ ofȱ Iranȱ weȱ
Quintiles of Wealth
proposeȱ aȱ logisticȱ regressionȱ
Woman
modelȱ andȱ testȱ itȱ onȱ citizensȱ
Educational Level
ofȱ twoȱ separateȱ groupsȱ ofȱ
countries:ȱ thoseȱ thatȱ belongȱ
Age
toȱ ALBAȱ (4ȱ countries)ȱ andȱ
-0.4
-0.2
0.0
0.2
0.4
95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
thoseȱ thatȱ doȱ notȱ belongȱ toȱ
F=8.581
N =1859
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
ALBAȱ (20ȱ countries).ȱ Asȱ
explainedȱabove,ȱtheȱinroadsȱ
thatȱ Iranȱ hasȱ madeȱ inȱ theȱ
ALBAȱ countriesȱ meritȱ aȱ
separateȱ consideration.ȱ Theȱ
additionȱ toȱ countryȱ dummyȱ variablesȱ (seeȱ theȱ
regressionȱ modelȱ usesȱ aȱ dichotomousȱ
12
appendix),ȱweȱaddȱtoȱtheȱ
modelȱfourȱstandardȱ
dependentȱ variableȱ (trustȱ orȱ noȱ trustȱ inȱ Iran) ȱ
controlȱ
variables:ȱ
levelȱ
ofȱ education,ȱ age,ȱ
andȱ theȱ followingȱ independentȱ variables:ȱ
genderȱandȱwealth.ȱ
approvalȱ ofȱ theȱ jobȱ performanceȱ ofȱ theȱ

country’sȱ
presidentȱ
(toȱ
testȱ
forȱ
instrumentalism)13;ȱ ideologyȱ (toȱ testȱ forȱ
ideologicalȱ empathy)14;ȱ attentionȱ paidȱ byȱ theȱ
individuals who explore international news are more likely
to ‘learn the truth’ about the United States than if they
derived their news exclusively from domestic media
sources.
Of course, it is also conceivable that media
attentiveness could exacerbate anti-American attitudes. In
their study of the Islamic world, for instance, Blaydes and
Linzer find that “Muslims who regularly follow
international news also tend to be more anti-American”
(2012, 233).
12 In the regression the dependent variable was recoded
into a dummy variable in which 100 represents
respondents who said that the government of Iran was
very or somewhat trustworthy. Respondents who
answered a little, not at all or who did not provide an
answer were coded as 0.

This variable (M1) asks: Speaking in general of the
current administration, how would you rate the job
performance of president (NAME): 1) Very good 2) Good 3)
Neither good nor bad 4) Bad and 5) Very bad. We have
recoded the variable in a 0-100 scale, in which 100 means a
positive rating.
13

14 This variable (l1 or l1b) asks: According to the meaning
that the terms ‘left’ and ‘right’ have for you, and thinking

of your own political leanings, where would you place
yourself on this scale? The scale, as is customary in surveys
around the world, ranges from 1 (left) to 10 (right). In
Caribbean countries the terms liberal and conservative are
used instead.
This variable (gi0) gauges on how often respondents
listen, watch or read news. The options are: 1) Daily 2) A
few times a week 3) A few times a month 4) Rarely and 5)
Never.
15

16 This variable (ing4) is considered a ‘Churchillian’
measure of democracy. It asks respondents: Democracy
may have problems, but it is better than any other form of
government. To what extent do you agree or disagree with
this statement? (1-7 scale)
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Trust in the government of Iran
in ALBA countries (average trust in 0-100 scale)

Figure 3. President’s Approval and Trust in Iran
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95% Confidence interval (Design-effects based)

Trust in the government of Iran
in non-ALBA countries (average trust in 0-100 scale)

Source: © AmericasBarometer 2012
25
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15

10

ALBAȱ countriesȱ isȱ approvalȱ ofȱ theirȱ
ownȱ president’sȱ performance.ȱ Asȱ
notedȱ earlier,ȱ theȱ presidentsȱ ofȱ theȱ
ALBAȱ countriesȱ haveȱ allȱ visitedȱ Iranȱ
onȱ moreȱ thanȱ oneȱ occasionȱ andȱ theȱ
currentȱ presidentȱ ofȱ Iranȱ hasȱ alsoȱ
visitedȱseveralȱofȱthoseȱcountries.ȱItȱisȱ
interestingȱ toȱ noteȱ thatȱ theȱ influenceȱ
ofȱ theȱ presidentȱ inȱ thoseȱ countriesȱ
couldȱ expandȱ toȱ issuesȱ ofȱ anȱ
internationalȱ nature.ȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ alsoȱ
showsȱ thatȱ ideologyȱ isȱ aȱ significantȱ
factorȱ inȱ explainingȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
governmentȱofȱIranȱamongȱcitizensȱofȱ
ALBAȱ countries:ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ selfȬ
identifyȱ themselvesȱ asȱ beingȱ onȱ theȱ
leftȱofȱtheȱpoliticalȱspectrumȱareȱmoreȱ
likelyȱ toȱ trustȱ Iran.ȱ Finally,ȱ itȱ isȱ
importantȱ toȱ noteȱ thatȱ aȱ lowerȱ
supportȱ forȱ democracyȱ isȱ associatedȱ
withȱaȱhigherȱlevelȱofȱtrustȱinȱIran,ȱaȱ
nonȬdemocraticȱcountry.ȱȱ

19.0

14.1

15.5

17.8
15.9

Theȱ modelȱ showsȱ thatȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ
attentionȱ paidȱ toȱ theȱ newsȱ andȱ theȱ
sociodemographicȱ variablesȱ (gender,ȱ
age,ȱ wealthȱ andȱ education)ȱ areȱ notȱ
significantlyȱ relatedȱ toȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
governmentȱ ofȱ Iran.ȱ Theȱ detailsȱ ofȱ
theȱregressionȱmodelȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱinȱ
Tableȱ2ȱinȱtheȱAppendix.ȱ

5

Weȱ nextȱ ranȱ theȱ sameȱ regressionȱ
modelȱ usingȱ theȱ 20ȱ countriesȱ inȱ theȱ
sampleȱ
thatȱ doȱ notȱ belongȱ toȱ ALBA.ȱ
0
Very bad
Bad
Neither good
Good
Very good
Theȱ results,ȱ presentedȱ inȱ Tableȱ 3ȱ inȱ
nor bad
theȱ Appendix,ȱ contrastȱ sharplyȱ withȱ
Approval of President's Job Performance
thoseȱinȱFigureȱ2.ȱWhileȱinȱtheȱALBAȱ
95% Confidence interval (Design-effect based)
countriesȱ theȱ approvalȱ ofȱ theȱ
Source: © AmericasBarometer 2012
president’sȱ
performance,ȱ
leftȱ
ideologyȱ andȱ aȱ lowerȱ supportȱ forȱ
democracyȱ areȱ allȱ associatedȱ withȱ aȱ
Firstȱ weȱ examineȱ theȱ determinantsȱ ofȱ trustȱ inȱ
higherȱ levelȱ ofȱ trustȱ inȱ Iran,ȱ noneȱ ofȱ theseȱ
Iranȱamongȱcitizensȱofȱcountriesȱthatȱbelongȱtoȱ
variablesȱ areȱ relevantȱ inȱ theȱ nonȬALBAȱ
ALBA.ȱ Figureȱ 2,ȱ whichȱ presentsȱ standardizedȱ
countries.ȱ Instead,ȱ inȱ theȱ nonȬALBAȱ countries,ȱ
betaȱ coefficientsȱ (dots)ȱ accompaniedȱ byȱ aȱ
onlyȱ oneȱ variable,ȱ gender,ȱ isȱ correlatedȱ withȱ aȱ
confidenceȱ intervalȱ (horizontalȱ line)ȱ aroundȱ
higherȱ trustȱ inȱ Iran:ȱ menȱ areȱ slightlyȱ moreȱ
thoseȱestimates,ȱshowsȱthatȱtheȱmostȱimportantȱ
likelyȱtoȱtrustȱIran.ȱȱ
predictorȱofȱsupportȱforȱIranȱamongȱcitizensȱofȱ
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correlatedȱwithȱtrustȱinȱtheȱgovernmentȱofȱIranȱ
inȱALBAȱcountries.ȱ

Conclusionȱ

Anȱ examinationȱ ofȱ theȱ extentȱ ofȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ
Overallȱ theseȱ resultsȱ indicateȱ thatȱ theȱ concernȱ
governmentȱ ofȱ Iranȱ inȱ 24ȱ countriesȱ ofȱ theȱ
aboutȱtheȱinroadsȱthatȱIranȱisȱmakingȱinȱtheȱȱ
Westernȱ Hemisphereȱ showsȱ that,ȱ atȱ leastȱ fromȱ
Westernȱ Hemisphereȱ
theȱ
publicȱ
opinionȱ
mayȱ beȱ overstated.ȱ
perspective,ȱ Iranȱ appearsȱ
Althoughȱ theȱ situationȱ
ȱTrustȱinȱtheȱgovernmentȱofȱ
toȱ beȱ anȱ inconsequentialȱ
seemsȱ toȱ beȱ somewhatȱ
actor.ȱHighȱlevelsȱofȱnonȬ
Iranȱisȱcloselyȱrelatedȱtoȱ
moreȱ
relevantȱ
inȱ
response/noȱ opinionȱ toȱ aȱ
countriesȱ
whoseȱ
approvalȱofȱtheȱpresident’sȱ
questionȱ aboutȱ trustȱ inȱ
leadersȱ
areȱ
openȱ
thisȱ countryȱ suggestȱ thatȱ
advocatesȱ
ofȱ
performance,ȱbutȱonlyȱinȱ
theȱ countryȱ isȱ largelyȱ
strengtheningȱtiesȱwithȱ
countriesȱthatȱbelongȱtoȱALBA.ȱ Iran,ȱ evenȱ inȱ thoseȱ
unknownȱ amongȱ citizensȱ
inȱ theȱ Americas,ȱ evenȱ inȱ
countries,ȱ
publicȱ
countriesȱ thatȱ inȱ recentȱ
supportȱ does notȱ seemȱ toȱ beȱ strongȱ andȱ farȬ
yearsȱ haveȱ strengthenedȱ relationsȱ withȱ Iran,ȱ
reaching.ȱȱ
particularlyȱthoseȱthatȱbelongȱtoȱtheȱBolivarianȱ
AllianceȱforȱtheȱAmericasȱ(ALBA).ȱNonetheless,ȱ
itȱ isȱ clearȱ thatȱ citizensȱ inȱ thoseȱ countriesȱ areȱ
moreȱ awareȱ ofȱ theȱ existenceȱ ofȱ Iranȱ thanȱ inȱ
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Appendix
Tableȱ1.ȱKnowledgeȱandȱTrustȱinȱtheȱGovernmentȱofȱIranȱinȱtheȱWesternȱHemisphere,ȱ
2012ȱ(Percentages)ȱ
COUNTRYȱ

TRUSTȱ

NOȱTRUSTȱ

NOȱ
RESPONSE/OPINIONȱ

TOTALȱ

ALBAȱCOUNTRIESȱ(1)ȱ
Boliviaȱ
Ecuadorȱ
Nicaraguaȱ
Venezuelaȱ
AverageȱforȱALBAȱ
countriesȱ

8.9ȱ
13.0ȱ
15.7ȱ
16.5ȱ
13.5ȱ

44.5ȱ
54.0ȱ
45.5ȱ
51.5ȱ
48.9ȱ

46.6ȱ
33.0ȱ
38.8ȱ
32.0ȱ
37.6ȱ

100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ

48.9ȱ
64.3ȱ
40.1ȱ
37.7ȱ
49.4ȱ
40.3ȱ
69.4ȱ
50.5ȱ
68.3ȱ
47.8ȱ
53.5ȱ
45.5ȱ
52.6ȱ
38.6ȱ
44.6ȱ
51.0ȱ
39.7ȱ
72.5ȱ
60.9ȱ
64.8ȱ
52.0ȱ

100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100ȱ%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ
100%ȱ

NONȬALBAȱCOUNTRIESȱ
Argentinaȱ
Belizeȱ
Brazilȱ
Chileȱ
Colombiaȱ
CostaȱRicaȱ
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
ElȱSalvadorȱ
Guatemalaȱ
Guyanaȱ
Haitiȱ
Hondurasȱ
Jamaicaȱ
Mexicoȱ
Panamaȱ
Paraguayȱ
Peruȱ
Surinameȱ
Trinidadȱ&ȱTobagoȱ
Uruguayȱ
AverageȱforȱnonȬALBAȱ
countriesȱ

5.8ȱ
2.8ȱ
10.1ȱ
13.0ȱ
7.4ȱ
2.5ȱ
4.8ȱ
5.8ȱ
9.0ȱ
21.3ȱ
5.1ȱ
14.1ȱ
7.7ȱ
7.4ȱ
15.2ȱ
6.9ȱ
6.9ȱ
7.6ȱ
3.9ȱ
4.1ȱ
8.1ȱ

45.2ȱ
32.9ȱ
49.7ȱ
49.3ȱ
43.2ȱ
57.1ȱ
25.8ȱ
43.8ȱ
22.7ȱ
30.9ȱ
41.4ȱ
40.3ȱ
39.7ȱ
54.0ȱ
40.2ȱ
42.1ȱ
53.3ȱ
19.9ȱ
35.2ȱ
31.1ȱ
39.9ȱ

(1)ȱ Otherȱ ALBAȱ membersȱ wereȱ notȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ 2012ȱ survey:ȱ Cuba,ȱ Dominica,ȱ Antiguaȱ andȱ Barbuda,ȱ Saintȱ Vincentȱ andȱ the
Grenadines.
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Tableȱ2.ȱPredictorsȱofȱTrustȱinȱtheȱGovernmentȱofȱIranȱinȱALBAȱcountriesȱinȱ2012ȱ

Ageȱ
Levelȱofȱeducationȱ
Genderȱ(woman)ȱ
Wealthȱ
Ideologyȱ
Approvalȱofȱpresident’sȱ
performanceȱ
Supportȱforȱdemocracyȱ
Attentionȱtoȱnewsȱ
Nicaraguaȱ
Ecuadorȱ
Venezuelaȱ
Constantȱ
GoodnessȬofȬfitȬtestȱ
NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ

Coefficientȱ

Standardȱ
Errorȱ

.0797329ȱ
Ȭ.00971ȱ
Ȭ.0477796ȱ
.0950116ȱ
Ȭ.1470223*ȱ
.5254089***ȱ
Ȭ.1752604**ȱ
Ȭ.0307039ȱ
.0683317ȱ
Ȭ.1903318*ȱ
.1472737ȱ
Ȭ1.398521ȱ

.0686917ȱ
.0721406ȱ
.0622918ȱ
.0722433ȱ
.0620506ȱ
.0768049ȱ
.0670658ȱ
.0730163ȱ
.0874079ȱ
.0945552ȱ
.0885782ȱ
.0874477ȱ
41.17*ȱ
1,859ȱ

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱmarkedȱwithȱasterisksȱareȱstatisticallyȱ
significantȱatȱp<0.05,ȱtwoȬtailed.ȱ
CountryȱofȱReference:ȱBoliviaȱ
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Tableȱ3.ȱPredictorsȱofȱTrustȱinȱtheȱGovernmentȱofȱIranȱinȱnonȬALBAȱcountriesȱinȱ2012ȱ

Ageȱ
Levelȱofȱeducationȱ
Genderȱ(woman)ȱ
Wealthȱ
Ideologyȱ
Approvalȱofȱpresident’sȱ
performanceȱ
Supportȱforȱdemocracyȱ
Attentionȱtoȱnewsȱ
Mexicoȱ
Guatemalaȱ
ElȱSalvadorȱ
Hondurasȱ
CostaȱRicaȱ
Panamaȱ
Colombiaȱ
Peruȱ
Paraguayȱ
Chileȱ
Uruguayȱ
Brazilȱ
Argentinaȱȱ
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
Haitiȱ
Jamaicaȱ
Guyanaȱ
Trinidadȱ&ȱTobagoȱ
Belizeȱ
Constantȱ
GoodnessȬofȬfitȱtestȱ
NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ

Coefficientȱ

Standardȱ
Errorȱ

Ȭ.078206ȱ
Ȭ.0674305ȱ
Ȭ.0749962*ȱ
.0237667ȱ
.0759929ȱ
.0586927ȱ
Ȭ.0024404ȱ
.0307896ȱ
.023058ȱ
.2603629ȱ
.0131954ȱ
.2295456ȱ
Ȭ.1941811ȱ
.2532724ȱ
Ȭ.0525547ȱ
.0098987ȱ
.0280408ȱ
.1918217ȱ
.0064499ȱ
.088526ȱ
.0353786ȱ
.0542975ȱ
Ȭ.0270666ȱ
.0914408ȱ
.356381ȱ
Ȭ.1397511ȱ
.1826932ȱ
Ȭ1.701451ȱ

.0411484ȱ
.0495796ȱ
.0364302ȱ
.0436024ȱ
.0401259ȱ
.0405724ȱ
.0384796ȱ
.0421934ȱ
.0711186ȱ
.0663453ȱ
.0667635ȱ
.0666903ȱ
.0800608ȱ
.0633006ȱ
.0739203ȱ
.0678116ȱ
.0678917ȱ
.067922ȱ
.0693931ȱ
.0688861ȱ
.0771515ȱ
.0678604ȱ
.074885ȱ
.0659983ȱ
.0660379ȱ
.078166ȱ
.0767719ȱ
.0471729ȱ
89.22*ȱ
5,883ȱ

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱwithȱasterisksȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱ
p<0.05,ȱtwoȬtailed.ȱ
CountryȱofȱReference:ȱSurinameȱ
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Executive Summary. The report examines the use of social media for political
ȱpurposes in the Latin American and Caribbean region. Analysis of a question
ȱincluded in the 2012 AmericasBarometer survey shows the proportion of citizens
ȱwho have read or shared political information over social network websites in the
ȱlast year varies across countries. In addition, younger, wealthier, more educated,
ȱ
and urban residents are more likely to engage in politics via social media.
Furthermore, those who use social media for political purposes in the Latin
ȱAmerican and Caribbean region are more ideologically polarized, but also more
ȱpolitically tolerant and more supportive of democracy in the abstract. Thus, the use
ȱof social media for political purposes in the Americas is a positive complement to
ȱmore conventional forms of democratic political engagement.
TheȱInsightsȱSeriesȱisȱcoȬeditedȱbyȱJonathanȱHiskey,ȱMitchellȱA.ȱSeligsonȱandȱElizabethȱJ.ȱZechmeisterȱ
withȱadministrative,ȱtechnical,ȱandȱintellectualȱsupportȱfromȱtheȱLAPOPȱgroupȱatȱVanderbilt.ȱ
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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W

ȱithȱtheȱadventȱofȱsocialȱmedia,ȱtheȱ
twentyȬfirstȱ centuryȱ isȱ witnessingȱ
aȱ revolutionȱ withȱ respectȱ toȱ theȱ
waysȱ inȱ whichȱ individualsȱ engageȱ inȱ
politics.ȱ Inȱ theȱ lastȱ decade,ȱ useȱ ofȱ variousȱ
sitesȱ suchȱ asȱ Facebook,ȱ Twitterȱ andȱ Orkutȱ
hasȱescalatedȱacrossȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱ
Caribbeanȱ (Synthesioȱ 2011).ȱ Aroundȱ theȱ
globe,ȱcitizensȱareȱincreasinglyȱusingȱsocialȱ
mediaȱ asȱ aȱ mechanismȱ toȱ distributeȱ
politicalȱinformationȱ(e.g.,ȱDavisȱ2010).ȱBut,ȱ
whoȱ areȱ theseȱ citizens?ȱ Whileȱ someȱ
scholarsȱ haveȱ examinedȱ thisȱ questionȱ inȱ
otherȱ contextsȱ (e.g.,ȱ Effingȱ andȱ Huibersȱ
2001),ȱlittleȱisȱknownȱaboutȱwhoȱusesȱsocialȱ
mediaȱ sitesȱ forȱ politicalȱ informationȱ
gatheringȱ andȱ expressionȱ inȱ theȱ Latinȱ
AmericanȱandȱCaribbeanȱregion.ȱȱ

Figure 1. Percentage of Respondents Engaged in
Politics via Social Media
Suriname

21.0%

Uruguay

18.6%

Argentina

16.4%

Chile

16.2%

Dom. Rep.

15.9%

Trinidad & Tobago

15.9%

Ecuador

15.2%

Venezuela

13.6%

Guyana

12.4%

Colombia

12.4%

Bolivia

11.1%

Peru

11.1%

Brazil
El Salvador
Mexico
Paraguay

10.8%
10.6%
9.3%
9.3%

9.0%
Haiti
Thisȱ Insightsȱ report1ȱ presentsȱ twoȱ profilesȱ
8.9%
Jamaica
ofȱ theȱ typeȱ ofȱ peopleȱ whoȱ engageȱ inȱ
8.4%
Guatemala
politicsȱusingȱsocialȱmedia.ȱFirst,ȱIȱexamineȱ
7.8%
Costa Rica
theȱ extentȱ toȱ whichȱ socioeconomicȱ andȱ
6.4%
Panama
demographicȱ factorsȱ predictȱ thisȱ typeȱ ofȱ
5.2%
Nicaragua
activity.ȱ Second,ȱ Iȱ assessȱ theȱ politicalȱ
4.4%
Honduras
4.1%
profilesȱ ofȱ thoseȱ whoȱ utilizeȱ socialȱ mediaȱ
Belize
forȱpoliticalȱpurposes.ȱSomeȱscholarshipȱinȱ
0
5
10
15
20
25
otherȱcontextsȱhasȱindicatedȱthatȱthoseȱwhoȱ
Read or Shared Political Information through a Social Network
engageȱ inȱ politicsȱ viaȱ socialȱ mediaȱ tendȱ toȱ
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effects Based)
Source:
©
AmericasBarometer
by LAPOP, 2012
beȱ moreȱ politicallyȱ polarizedȱ (Kushinȱ andȱ
.
Kitchenerȱ 2009) ȱ Thus,ȱ thisȱ reportȱ asks:ȱ Inȱ
2012,ȱ areȱ selfȬidentifiedȱ politicalȱ socialȱ
mediaȱ usersȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ theȱ
Caribbeanȱ moreȱ orȱ lessȱ supportiveȱ ofȱ
PROT8.ȱ Andȱ inȱ theȱ lastȱ twelveȱ months,ȱ haveȱ
democracy,ȱ politicallyȱ tolerantȱ and/orȱ
youȱ readȱ orȱ sharedȱ politicalȱ informationȱ
ideologicallyȱextreme?ȱ
throughȱ anyȱ socialȱ networkȱ websiteȱ suchȱ asȱ
TwitterȱorȱFacebookȱorȱOrkut?3ȱ
Thisȱreportȱisȱpossibleȱbecause,ȱforȱtheȱfirstȱtimeȱ

inȱ 2012,ȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ surveyȱ byȱ theȱ
Latinȱ Americanȱ Publicȱ Opinionȱ Projectȱ
(LAPOP)2ȱ askedȱ 41,632ȱ individualsȱ acrossȱ 26ȱ
countriesȱtheȱfollowingȱyes/noȱquestion:ȱ
Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php. The data
on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
1

Funding for the 2012 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American

2

Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
In order to focus on the Latin American and Caribbean
region, I omit the United States and Canada from this
report. Rates of political participation via social media in
these countries are 41.5% and 24.7%, respectively, in the
AmericasBarometer 2012 studies. This report uses v47 of
the AmericasBarometer 2012 merged dataset.

3
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Figureȱ 1ȱ reportsȱ theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ individualsȱ
whoȱ answeredȱ affirmativelyȱ toȱ thisȱ question.4ȱ
Ratesȱofȱpoliticalȱparticipationȱviaȱsocialȱmediaȱ
varyȱsignificantlyȱacrossȱcountries,ȱfromȱaȱhighȱ
ofȱ 21.0%ȱ inȱ Surinameȱ toȱ aȱ lowȱ ofȱ 4.1%ȱ inȱ
Belize.5ȱ Givenȱ veryȱ highȱ estimatesȱ ofȱ generalȱ
socialȱ mediaȱ useȱ forȱ theȱ regionȱ (and,ȱ inȱ
particularȱ countriesȱ suchȱ asȱ Brazil),ȱ weȱ canȱ
concludeȱ fromȱ theȱ resultsȱ inȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ thatȱ theȱ
useȱ ofȱ suchȱ websitesȱ forȱ politicalȱ purposesȱ isȱ
muchȱlowerȱthanȱareȱtheȱratesȱofȱgeneral,ȱnonȬ
politicalȱsocialȱmediaȱuseȱ(Synthesioȱ2011).ȱ

Whoȱ isȱ Moreȱ Likelyȱ toȱ Useȱ
Socialȱ Mediaȱ toȱ Shareȱ andȱ
AcquireȱPoliticalȱInformation?ȱȱ

Inȱ thisȱ sectionȱ Iȱ examineȱ howȱ specificȱ
demographicȱ andȱ socioeconomicȱ factorsȱ
predictȱsocialȱmediaȱuseȱforȱpoliticalȱpurposes.ȱ
Myȱprincipalȱexpectationȱisȱthatȱthoseȱwhoȱareȱ
younger,ȱ wealthierȱ andȱ moreȱ educatedȱ willȱ beȱ
moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ useȱ socialȱ mediaȱ forȱ politicalȱ
activismȱbecauseȱtheseȱindividualsȱareȱlikelyȱtoȱ
beȱ moreȱ familiarȱ withȱ andȱ fluentȱ inȱ socialȱ
mediaȱinȱtheȱfirstȱplaceȱ
(seeȱ Rainieȱ etȱ al.ȱ
[T]hoseȱwhoȱuseȱsocialȱmedia 2012).
6

InȱtheȱnextȱsectionȱIȱexploreȱ
ifȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ useȱ of
socialȱ mediaȱ forȱ politicalȱ
purposesȱ areȱ associatedȱ
forȱpoliticalȱpurposesȱinȱtheȱ
withȱ
certainȱ
socioȬ
Inȱ
assessingȱ
theȱ
LatinȱAmericanȱandȱ
demographicȱ groupsȱ inȱ
politicalȱ useȱ ofȱ socialȱ
Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ theȱ
mediaȱ inȱ theȱ U.S.,ȱ
Caribbeanȱregionȱareȱmoreȱ
Caribbean.ȱNotȱsurprisingly,ȱ
Rainieȱ andȱ Smithȱ
Iȱ findȱ thatȱ theȱ younger,ȱ
ideologicallyȱpolarized,ȱbutȱ
(2008)ȱ findȱ thatȱ ageȱ isȱ
wealthier,ȱ moreȱ educated,ȱ
theȱ mostȱ prominentȱ
alsoȱmoreȱpoliticallyȱtolerantȱ determinantȱ
andȱ urbanȱ residentsȱ areȱ
forȱ socialȱ
moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ engageȱ inȱ
mediaȱ
politicalȱ
andȱmoreȱsupportiveȱofȱ
politicsȱ viaȱ socialȱ media.ȱ
activism.ȱAccordingȱtoȱ
democracyȱinȱtheȱabstract.ȱ
But,ȱ whatȱ aboutȱ theirȱ
theȱ authors,ȱ twoȬ
politicalȱ preferences?ȱ Inȱ aȱ
thirdsȱ ofȱ Americanȱ
subsequentȱ sectionȱ andȱ setȱ
internetȱ
usersȱ
ofȱ analyses,ȱ Iȱ findȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ useȱ socialȱ
surveyedȱ underȱ theȱ ageȱ ofȱ 30ȱ haveȱ socialȱ
mediaȱ forȱ politicalȱ purposesȱ inȱ theȱ Latinȱ
networkingȱ profilesȱ andȱ halfȱ ofȱ theseȱ utilizeȱ
Americanȱ andȱ Caribbeanȱ regionȱ areȱ moreȱ
suchȱsitesȱtoȱgainȱorȱshareȱpoliticalȱinformation.ȱ
ideologicalȱ extreme,ȱ butȱ alsoȱ moreȱ politicallyȱ
Althoughȱ theirȱ studyȱ focusesȱ onȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
tolerantȱ andȱ moreȱ supportiveȱ ofȱ democracyȱ inȱ
States,ȱitȱisȱreasonableȱtoȱexpectȱthatȱaȱyoungerȱ
theȱabstract.ȱȱ
ageȱ–ȱand,ȱasȱwell,ȱaȱhigherȱeducation,ȱaȱhigherȱ
income,ȱ andȱ urbanȱ residenceȱ –ȱ positivelyȱ
predictȱsocialȱmediaȱuseȱforȱpoliticalȱactivismȱinȱ
LatinȱAmericanȱandȱCaribbeanȱcountries.ȱȱ

ȱ Acrossȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ 2012ȱ studyȱ asȱ aȱ whole,ȱ
3.0%ȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ didȱ notȱ answerȱ theȱ question;ȱ theseȱ
individualsȱareȱnotȱincludedȱinȱtheȱanalysesȱinȱthisȱreport.ȱ
5ȱ Asȱ aȱ typicalȱ practiceȱ forȱ theȱ Insightsȱ series,ȱ Iȱ omitȱ theȱ
Unitedȱ Statesȱ andȱ Canadaȱ fromȱ thisȱ andȱ otherȱ analysesȱ inȱ
theȱreportȱtoȱfocusȱonȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbean.ȱȱȱ
4

6ȱRainieȱetȱal.ȱ(2012)ȱreportȱonȱaȱsurveyȱofȱ2,253ȱadultsȱinȱtheȱ
U.S.ȱonȱtheirȱuseȱofȱTwitter.
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Toȱ analyzeȱ theseȱ expectations,ȱ Iȱ
Figure 2. Socioeconomic and Demographic Predictors of
developedȱ aȱ basicȱ logisticȱ
Political Engagement via Social Media
regressionȱ modelȱ thatȱ usesȱ
socioeconomicȱ
andȱ
demographicȱ measuresȱ (age,ȱ
Age
F=97.244
N =37331
wealth,ȱ education7,ȱ gender,ȱ andȱ
urban/ruralȱresidence)ȱtoȱpredictȱ
Quintiles of Wealth
theȱ likelihoodȱ anȱ individualȱ
reportsȱ usingȱ socialȱ mediaȱ useȱ
Educational Level
forȱ
politicalȱ
informationȱ
gatheringȱ orȱ sharing.ȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ
showsȱ standardizedȱ coefficientsȱ
Woman
fromȱthatȱanalysisȱ(seeȱappendixȱ
forȱ fullȱ results).ȱ ȱ Theȱ estimatedȱ
Urban
effectȱ ofȱ eachȱ factorȱ isȱ depictedȱ
-0.5
0.0
0.5
1.0
byȱ aȱ dot.ȱ Theȱ correspondingȱ
95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
barsȱrepresentȱaȱ95%ȱconfidenceȱ
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2012; LAC countries with fixed effects included; v47
intervalȱ aroundȱ theȱ estimateȱ forȱ
eachȱ factor.ȱ Ifȱ theȱ dotȱ andȱ barȱ
fallȱ toȱ theȱ leftȱ ofȱ theȱ 0ȱ lineȱ thenȱ theȱ variableȱ isȱ
socialȱ mediaȱ forȱ politicalȱ purposesȱ isȱ similarȱ
bothȱnegativeȱandȱstatisticallyȱsignificant.ȱIfȱtheȱ
acrossȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ andȱ Caribbeanȱ
dotȱ andȱ theȱ barȱ fallȱ toȱ theȱ rightȱ ofȱ theȱ 0ȱ lineȱ
regionȱ toȱ thatȱ whichȱ hasȱ beenȱ foundȱ inȱ theȱ
thenȱ suchȱ variableȱ isȱ bothȱ positiveȱ andȱ
Unitedȱ States:ȱ mirrorȱ moreȱ generalȱ trends,ȱ
statisticallyȱsignificant.ȱȱ
usingȱsocialȱmediaȱforȱpoliticalȱactivismȱisȱmostȱ
commonȱ amongȱ theȱ young,ȱ theȱ wealthy,ȱ theȱ
moreȱ educated,ȱ andȱ thoseȱ livingȱ inȱ urbanȱ
Asȱ expected,ȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ showsȱ thatȱ thoseȱ withȱ aȱ
areas.8ȱ
higherȱ educationȱ levelȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ useȱ
socialȱ mediaȱ sitesȱ forȱ readingȱ andȱ sharingȱ
politicalȱ informationȱ comparedȱ toȱ thoseȱ withȱ
Politicalȱ Socialȱ Mediaȱ Useȱ andȱ
lessȱ education.ȱ Alsoȱ inȱ lineȱ withȱ expectations,ȱ
Politicalȱ Attitudesȱ inȱ Latinȱ
youngerȱ ageȱ cohortsȱ useȱ socialȱ mediaȱ sitesȱ forȱ
politicalȱ activismȱ moreȱ thanȱ doȱ olderȱ ageȱ
AmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbeanȱȱ
cohortsȱ (theȱ negativeȱ coefficientȱ showsȱ thatȱ asȱ
oneȱincreasesȱinȱage,ȱoneȱisȱlessȱlikelyȱtoȱreportȱ
Whatȱ elseȱ mayȱ determineȱ theȱ profileȱ ofȱ
usingȱ socialȱ mediaȱ toȱ readȱ orȱ shareȱ politicalȱ
individualsȱ whoȱ useȱ socialȱ mediaȱ forȱ politicalȱ
information).ȱ Additionallyȱ malesȱ andȱ thoseȱ
purposes?ȱRainieȱandȱ Smithȱ (2012)ȱ reportȱ that,ȱ
whoȱ liveȱ inȱ anȱ urbanȱ populationȱ areȱ moreȱ
inȱ theȱ U.S.,ȱ theȱ mostȱ activeȱ andȱ engagedȱ
likelyȱ toȱ useȱ socialȱ mediaȱ sitesȱ forȱ aȱ politicalȱ
politicalȱparticipantsȱonȱsocialȱmediaȱsitesȱtendȱ
purpose.ȱ Inȱ short,ȱ theȱ socioeconomicȱ andȱ
toȱ beȱ foundȱ onȱ oppositeȱ andȱ extremeȱ endsȱ ofȱ
demographicȱ profileȱ ofȱ theȱ averageȱ userȱ ofȱ
theȱ ideologicalȱ spectrum.ȱ Theȱ questionȱ ofȱ whoȱ
7ȱ Educationȱ wasȱ codedȱ intoȱ quartilesȱ asȱ follows:ȱ Noȱ
Education,ȱ Primaryȱ Education,ȱ Secondaryȱ Education,ȱ andȱ
Higherȱ Education.ȱ Theȱ latterȱ categoryȱ isȱ theȱ
baseline/comparisonȱcategoryȱinȱtheȱanalyses.ȱForȱbothȱtheȱ
educationȱ andȱ theȱ wealthȱ measures,ȱ Iȱ testedȱ whetherȱ theȱ
relationshipȱisȱnonȬlinearȱwithȱaȱseriesȱofȱdummyȱvariablesȱ
forȱ educationȱ cohortsȱ andȱ wealthȱ quintiles,ȱ andȱ foundȱ noȱ
supportȱforȱaȱnonȬlinearȱrelationshipȱinȱtheȱanalyses.ȱ

usesȱsocialȱmediaȱforȱpoliticalȱpurposesȱisȱthusȱ
importantȱ fromȱ theȱ perspectiveȱ ofȱ democraticȱ
politics:ȱ understandingȱ theȱ politicalȱ attitudinalȱ
8ȱ Itȱ isȱ interestingȱ toȱ noteȱ thatȱ whileȱ theȱ studyȱ ofȱ theȱ U.S.ȱ
reportedȱbyȱRainieȱetȱal.ȱ(2012)ȱnotedȱthatȱwomenȱareȱmoreȱ
likelyȱ toȱ useȱ socialȱ mediaȱ sitesȱ (butȱ justȱ asȱ likelyȱ toȱ useȱ
Twitter)ȱcomparedȱtoȱmen,ȱweȱseeȱthatȱmenȱareȱmoreȱlikelyȱ
inȱtheȱLatinȱAmericanȱandȱCaribbeanȱregionȱtoȱreportȱusingȱ
socialȱmediaȱforȱpoliticalȱpurposes.ȱ
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profileȱ ofȱ thoseȱ whoȱ participateȱ inȱ thisȱ wayȱ
Figureȱ 3ȱ presentsȱ theȱ standardizedȱ regressionȱ
providesȱ importantȱ insightȱ intoȱ theȱ typesȱ ofȱ
coefficientsȱ fromȱ aȱ regressionȱ analysisȱ thatȱ
politicalȱ contentȱ andȱ discussionȱ thatȱ areȱ
includesȱ allȱ theȱ variablesȱ fromȱ theȱ priorȱ
distributedȱ viaȱ socialȱ media.ȱ Thus,ȱ thisȱ finalȱ
analysis,ȱplusȱtheseȱnewȱindicators.11ȱ
sectionȱ assessesȱ theȱ typesȱ ofȱ
democraticȱ attitudesȱ andȱ politicalȱ
ideologicalȱ
preferencesȱ
thatȱ
Figure 3. Political Attitudes as Correlates of Political
Participation via Social Media
predictȱ politicalȱ useȱ ofȱ socialȱ
mediaȱ useȱ inȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ
F=79.215
N =34157
andȱCaribbeanȱregion.ȱȱ
Right/Conservative
Inȱ aȱ modelȱ thatȱ buildsȱ onȱ theȱ
resultsȱ shownȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2,ȱ Iȱ nowȱ
includeȱ measuresȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ
democracy,ȱ politicalȱ tolerance,ȱ
systemȱ supportȱ andȱ ideologyȱ toȱ
predictȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ thatȱ anȱ
individualȱ
respondedȱ
affirmativelyȱtoȱusingȱsocialȱmediaȱ
forȱ politicalȱ purposes.ȱ Iȱ measureȱ
supportȱ forȱ democracyȱ withȱ aȱ
questionȱ thatȱ asksȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ
whichȱ theȱ respondentȱ agreesȱ orȱ
disagreesȱthatȱdemocracyȱisȱbetterȱ
thanȱ anyȱ otherȱ formȱ ofȱ
government.9ȱ

Left/Liberal
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Political Tolerance

Support for Democracy
-0.05

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2012; LAC countries with fixed effects included; v47

Iȱ measureȱ politicalȱ toleranceȱ withȱ anȱ indexȱ
basedȱonȱtheȱextentȱtoȱwhichȱrespondentsȱagreeȱ
thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ criticizeȱ theȱ regimeȱ shouldȱ beȱ
ableȱ toȱ vote,ȱ conductȱ peacefulȱ demonstrations,ȱ
runȱ forȱ publicȱ office,ȱ appearȱ onȱ televisionȱ toȱ
makeȱ speeches.ȱ Systemȱ supportȱ isȱ measuredȱ
withȱ anȱ indexȱ basedȱ onȱ one’sȱ perceptionȱ thatȱ
theȱ stateȱ guaranteesȱ aȱ fairȱ trial,ȱ respectȱ forȱ
politicalȱinstitutions,ȱperceptionȱthatȱtheȱsystemȱ
protectsȱ basicȱ rights,ȱ levelȱ ofȱ prideȱ relatedȱ toȱ
livingȱ inȱ theȱ countryȱ andȱ theȱ extentȱ ofȱ beliefȱ
thatȱ oneȱ shouldȱ supportȱ theȱ system.ȱ Finally,ȱ Iȱ
includeȱ measuresȱ ofȱ leftȬrightȱ ideologyȱ toȱ testȱ
whetherȱ politicalȱ orientationȱ isȱ polarizedȱ
amongȱ socialȱ mediaȱ usersȱ forȱ politicalȱ
purposes.10ȱ
ȱING4:ȱDemocracyȱmayȱhaveȱproblems,ȱbutȱitȱisȱbetterȱthanȱ
anyȱ otherȱ formȱ ofȱ government.ȱ ȱ Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ doȱ youȱ
agreeȱorȱdisagreeȱwithȱthisȱstatement?ȱ
10ȱL1:ȱ“Onȱthisȱcardȱthereȱisȱaȱ1Ȭ10ȱscaleȱthatȱgoesȱfromȱleftȱ
toȱ right.ȱ Oneȱ meansȱ leftȱ andȱ 10ȱ meansȱ right.ȱ Nowadays,ȱ
whenȱweȱspeakȱofȱpoliticalȱleanings,ȱweȱtalkȱofȱthoseȱleftistsȱ
9

0.0

Figureȱ 3ȱ showsȱ thatȱ whileȱ systemȱ supportȱ isȱ
notȱ aȱ statisticallyȱ significantȱ indicatorȱ ofȱ
politicalȱ socialȱ mediaȱ use,ȱ politicalȱ tolerance,ȱ
supportȱ forȱ democracyȱ andȱ aȱ slightlyȱ moreȱ
liberalȱ ideologyȱ areȱ allȱ positiveȱ predictorsȱ ofȱ

andȱ thoseȱ rightists.ȱ Inȱ otherȱ words,ȱ someȱ peopleȱ
sympathizeȱ moreȱ withȱ theȱ leftȱ andȱ othersȱ withȱ theȱ right.ȱ
Accordingȱ toȱ theȱ meaningȱ thatȱ theȱ termsȱ ȈleftȈȱ andȱ ȈrightȈȱ
haveȱ forȱ you,ȱ andȱ thinkingȱ ofȱ yourȱ ownȱ politicalȱleanings,ȱ
whereȱ wouldȱ youȱ placeȱ yourselfȱ onȱ thisȱ scale?”ȱ Usingȱ
responsesȱ toȱ thisȱ question,ȱ Iȱ createdȱ aȱ threeȬcategoryȱ
variable,ȱ withȱ responseȱ valuesȱ ofȱ 1Ȭ3ȱ codedȱ asȱ “Leftistȱ
Ideology”,ȱ 4Ȭ7ȱ asȱ “Centristȱ Ideology”ȱ (theȱ baselineȱ here),ȱ
andȱ 8Ȭ10ȱ asȱ “Rightistȱ Ideology.”ȱ Missingȱ valuesȱ wereȱ
includedȱ inȱ theȱ baselineȱ category,ȱ “Centristȱ Ideology”;ȱ theȱ
resultsȱreportedȱhereȱareȱrobustȱtoȱchangesȱinȱtheȱcodingȱofȱ
missingȱvaluesȱasȱtheirȱownȱcategory,ȱandȱtoȱtheirȱexclusionȱ
fromȱ theȱ analysis.ȱ Inȱ severalȱ Caribbeanȱ countries,ȱ theȱ
ideologyȱ questionȱ isȱ askedȱ inȱ referenceȱ toȱ liberalȱ orȱ
conservative;ȱinȱtheseȱcases,ȱIȱconsideredȱandȱcodedȱliberalȱ
asȱ leftȱ andȱ conservativeȱ asȱ right,ȱ perȱ theȱ codingȱ schemeȱ
notedȱhere.ȱ
11ȱ Inȱ orderȱ toȱ conserveȱ space,ȱ theȱ coefficientsȱ forȱ gender,ȱ
education,ȱincome,ȱgeographicȱdistributionȱandȱageȱareȱnotȱ
shownȱhere,ȱalthoughȱtheseȱvariablesȱwereȱincludedȱinȱtheȱ
regression.ȱȱ
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usingȱsocialȱmediaȱuseȱforȱpoliticalȱpurposes.ȱInȱ
otherȱwords,ȱtheȱanalysisȱshowsȱthatȱthoseȱwhoȱ
reportȱ havingȱ recentlyȱ readȱ orȱ sharedȱ politicalȱ
informationȱviaȱsocialȱmediaȱareȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱ
beȱonȱtheȱ“right”ȱorȱtheȱ“left”ȱofȱtheȱideologicalȱ
spectrum,ȱasȱopposedȱtoȱplacingȱthemselvesȱinȱ
theȱ“center”ȱorȱnotȱtakingȱanȱideologicalȱstance.ȱ
Inȱ addition,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ reportȱ usingȱ socialȱ
mediaȱ forȱ politicalȱ purposesȱ onȱ averageȱ areȱ
moreȱ politicallyȱ tolerantȱ andȱ moreȱ supportiveȱ
ofȱdemocracyȱinȱtheȱabstract.ȱ

Conclusionȱ
Withȱ theȱ Arabȱ Springȱ thatȱ beganȱ inȱ 2010ȱ andȱ
affectedȱ significantȱ partsȱ ofȱ theȱ Middleȱ Eastȱ
andȱ Africa,ȱ theȱ topicȱ ofȱ socialȱ mediaȱ forȱ
politicalȱ activismȱ hasȱ beenȱ recentlyȱ placedȱ
underȱ theȱ globalȱ microscope.ȱ Althoughȱ Latinȱ
Americaȱ andȱ theȱ Caribbeanȱ andȱ theȱ regionsȱ
affectedȱ inȱ theȱ Arabȱ Springȱ areȱ veryȱ differentȱ
onȱ someȱ dimensions,ȱ socialȱ mediaȱ aroundȱ theȱ
worldȱhasȱgainedȱtractionȱasȱaȱmediumȱcapableȱ
ofȱ translatingȱ theȱ voicesȱ ofȱ individualsȱ intoȱ
wellȬorganizedȱ andȱ collectiveȱ movementsȱ forȱ
politicalȱ changeȱ (Howardȱ andȱ Hussainȱ 2011).ȱ
Theȱincreasingȱratesȱofȱgeneralȱsocialȱmediaȱuseȱ
andȱ theȱ examplesȱ setȱ byȱ previouslyȱ successfulȱ
usesȱ ofȱ socialȱ mediaȱ forȱ politicalȱ activismȱ
suggestȱ thatȱ thisȱ trendȱ willȱ continueȱ forȱ theȱ
foreseeableȱ
future.ȱ
Inȱ
fact,ȱ
theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ 2012ȱ surveyȱ supportsȱ theȱ
notionȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ engageȱ inȱ politicsȱ viaȱ
onlineȱ socialȱ networksȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
engageȱ inȱ grassrootsȱ andȱ otherȱ formsȱ ofȱ
politicalȱ participation.ȱ Thatȱ is,ȱ inȱ analysesȱ notȱ
shownȱhereȱforȱtheȱsakeȱofȱbrevity,ȱweȱfindȱthatȱ
politicalȱsocialȱmediaȱusersȱinȱtheȱAmericasȱareȱ
moreȱlikelyȱtoȱhaveȱparticipatedȱinȱaȱprotestȱinȱ
theȱ lastȱ twelveȱ months,ȱ thoughȱ theyȱ areȱ notȱ
moreȱ likelyȱ (thanȱ thoseȱ whoȱ doȱ notȱ engageȱ inȱ
politicsȱviaȱsocialȱmedia)ȱtoȱhaveȱvoted.12ȱȱ

Understandingȱ whoȱ usesȱ socialȱ mediaȱ forȱ
politicalȱ purposesȱ inȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ andȱ
Caribbeanȱ regionȱ inȱ 2012ȱ isȱ important,ȱ asȱ itȱ isȱ
likelyȱ thatȱ thisȱ profileȱ willȱ shiftȱ overȱ timeȱ asȱ
newȱ groupsȱ enterȱ socialȱ mediaȱ networks.ȱ Atȱ
thisȱ pointȱ inȱ time,ȱ theȱ politicalȱ useȱ ofȱ socialȱ
mediaȱ networksȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ theȱ
Caribbeanȱ isȱ –ȱ likeȱ socialȱ mediaȱ useȱ moreȱ
generallyȱ –ȱ moreȱ likelyȱ amongȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ
younger,ȱ wealthier,ȱ andȱ moreȱ educated.ȱ Itȱ isȱ
alsoȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ foundȱ amongȱ urbanȱ
(versusȱrural)ȱresidents.ȱȱ
Fromȱ theȱ perspectiveȱ ofȱ democraticȱ politics,ȱ
evenȱ moreȱ interestingȱ isȱ theȱ attitudinalȱ profileȱ
ofȱ thoseȱ whoȱ useȱ socialȱ mediaȱ forȱ politicalȱ
purposesȱinȱtheȱLatinȱAmericanȱandȱCaribbeanȱ
region.ȱ ȱ Theȱ analysesȱ hereȱ supportȱ priorȱ workȱ
thatȱsuggestsȱthoseȱwhoȱareȱmoreȱideologicallyȱ
polarizedȱareȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱuseȱsocialȱmediaȱinȱ
thisȱ way.ȱ But,ȱ asȱ well,ȱ Iȱ findȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ
readȱ andȱ shareȱ politicalȱ informationȱ viaȱ socialȱ
networkȱ websitesȱ areȱ alsoȱ moreȱ politicallyȱ
tolerantȱ andȱ moreȱ supportiveȱ ofȱ democracyȱ inȱ
theȱ abstract.ȱ Thus,ȱ theȱ useȱ ofȱ socialȱ mediaȱ forȱ
politicalȱ purposesȱ inȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ andȱ
Caribbeanȱ regionȱ providesȱ aȱ positiveȱ
complementȱ
toȱ
conventionalȱ
politicalȱ
participation.ȱ Toȱ theȱ extentȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ
engagedȱ inȱ politicalȱ discussionsȱ andȱ activismȱ
viaȱ socialȱ mediaȱ areȱ moreȱ tolerantȱ andȱ moreȱ
proȬdemocratic,ȱ thisȱ mediumȱ forȱ politicalȱ
engagementȱ hasȱ theȱ potentialȱ toȱ enhanceȱ theȱ
qualityȱofȱdemocraticȱcultureȱandȱpoliticsȱinȱtheȱ
Americas.ȱ

12 These results come from a model that extends from those
presented in Figure 3 to also include a measure of whether
or not the individual reports having protested in the last
twelve months and whether or not s/he reports having
voted in the last presidential elections.
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Appendixȱ
Figure3ȱ
ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱFigureȱ2
Standardizedȱ
Standardizedȱ
CoefficientȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱStandardȱErrorȱ
CoefficientȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱStandardȱErrorȱ
Urbanȱ
0.266*ȱ
(0.028)ȱ
0.263*ȱ
(0.028)ȱ
Woman
Ȭ0.137*ȱ
(0.018)
Ȭ0.115*ȱ
(0.019)ȱ
EducationalȱLevelȱ
0.744*ȱ
(0.027)ȱ
0.711*ȱ
(0.028)ȱ
QuintilesȱofȱWealthȱ
0.385*ȱ
(0.024)ȱ
0.378*ȱ
(0.024)ȱ
Age
Ȭ0.497*ȱ
(0.023)
Ȭ0.512*ȱ
(0.023)ȱ
+
SupportȱforȱDemocracy
.ȱ
0.076*ȱ
(0.023)ȱ
PoliticalȱTolerance+ȱ
.ȱ
.ȱ
0.149*ȱ
(0.023)ȱ
SystemȱSupportȱ
.ȱ
.
Ȭ0.011ȱ
(0.021)ȱ
Left/Liberalȱ
ȱ.ȱ
.ȱ
0.147*ȱ
(0.020)ȱ
Right/Conservativeȱ
.ȱ
.ȱ
0.132*ȱ
(0.020)ȱ
Constant
Ȭ2.678ȱ
(0.031)
Ȭ2.666*ȱ
(0.032)ȱ
NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ
37331ȱ
34157ȱ
Prob>Fȱ
0.000ȱ
0.000ȱ
Note:ȱCoefficientsȱmarkedȱwithȱanȱasteriskȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱp<0.05,ȱtwoȱtailed.ȱȱ
Countryȱfixedȱeffectsȱareȱincludedȱbutȱnotȱshown.ȱ
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Executive Summary. Results from the 2012 AmericasBarometer Survey indicate that the
current protests in Brazil are truly unprecedented in the country’s recent history. However,
the 2012 data from Brazil also reveal certain trends in socioeconomic development and
disenchantment with government performance that have created an environment ripe for the
emergence of contentious demonstrations. In a regional analysis of protest participation,
rising education levels, increased use of social media, and widespread dissatisfaction with
public services emerge as critical determinants of contentious politics, thus shedding light on
the recent demonstrations in Brazil. More generally, these findings suggest that across Latin
America, the past decade of strong economic growth, advances in education and increased
access to social media may portend a new era of protests in countries such as Chile,
Uruguay, and Peru that have enjoyed similar periods of rapid socio-economic development
amidst high levels of citizens dissatisfaction with public services.
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Wȱ

ithȱ allȱ eyesȱ onȱ Brazilȱ duringȱ
theȱ recentȱ Confederation’sȱ
Cup—theȱ precursorȱ toȱ nextȱ
summer’sȱ Worldȱ Cup—theȱ countryȱ
emergedȱ asȱ aȱ pictureȱ ofȱ socialȱ
disarray.ȱ Whatȱ beganȱ onȱ Juneȱ 6ȱ asȱ aȱ
localȱ conflictȱ overȱ aȱ hikeȱ inȱ publicȱ
transportationȱ costsȱ inȱ Sãoȱ Pauloȱ
evolvedȱintoȱaȱnationwideȱindictmentȱ
ofȱ lowȱ qualityȱ publicȱ services,ȱ
widespreadȱ politicalȱ corruption,ȱ andȱ
worseningȱ
inflation.ȱ
Theseȱ
extraordinaryȱ massȱ demonstrationsȱ
areȱ theȱ largestȱ andȱ mostȱ contentiousȱ
inȱ Brazilȱ sinceȱ 1992,ȱ whenȱ protestorsȱ
calledȱforȱandȱeventuallyȱachievedȱtheȱ
deposalȱ ofȱ aȱ sittingȱ president.1ȱ Asȱ
hundredsȱ
ofȱ
thousandsȱ
ofȱ
demonstratorsȱ tookȱ toȱ theȱ streetsȱ
throughoutȱ theȱ monthȱ ofȱ June,ȱ itȱ
appearedȱ thatȱ theȱ “countryȱ ofȱ theȱ
future”ȱhadȱnowȱbecomeȱembroiledȱinȱ
aȱhighlyȱcontentiousȱpresent.ȱ

Figure 1. Protest in the Americas, 2012
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storyȱofȱtheȱ2000sȱwasȱonȱtheȱvergeȱofȱ
enteringȱ suchȱ aȱ tumultuousȱ period?ȱ
Finally,ȱ whatȱ mightȱ theseȱ protestsȱ inȱ Brazilȱ
Recentȱ Protestȱ Participationȱ inȱ
implyȱ forȱ theȱ restȱ ofȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ andȱ
Brazilȱ
Caribbeanȱcountries?ȱInȱthisȱInsightsȱreport,ȱweȱ
lookȱtoȱtheȱ2012ȱAmericasBarometerȱsurveyȱforȱ
Asȱ mostȱ commentatorsȱ haveȱ noted,ȱ theȱ eventsȱ
answers.2ȱ
ofȱJuneȱareȱunprecedentedȱinȱtheȱrecentȱhistoryȱ
ofȱ Brazil.ȱAsȱrecentlyȱasȱ 2012,ȱ Brazilȱ registeredȱ
oneȱ ofȱ theȱ lowestȱ ratesȱ ofȱ protestȱ participationȱ
inȱ region,ȱ withȱ onlyȱ 4.7ȱ percentȱ ofȱ Braziliansȱ
claimingȱ theyȱ hadȱ takenȱ partȱ inȱ aȱ protestȱ rallyȱ
orȱ publicȱ demonstrationȱ inȱ theȱ previousȱ year.3ȱ
Thisȱ rateȱ placesȱ Brazilȱ wellȱ behindȱ fellowȱ
1 Notably, that president, Fernando Collor, has revitalized
middleȬincomeȱ Southȱ Americanȱ countriesȱ likeȱ
his political career and is now a senator for the state of
Argentinaȱ andȱ Chile,ȱ andȱ evenȱ behindȱ theȱ
Alagoas.
UnitedȱStatesȱandȱCanada.ȱ
2
Funding for the 2012 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php. The data
on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php

41,632 persons were asked the question PROT3: “In the
last 12 months, have you participated in a demonstration or
protest march?” The non-response rate was 0.51 for the
whole sample.

3

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

214

PuttingȱtheȱBrazilianȱProtestsȱinȱPerspectiveȱ
MasonȱMoseleyȱandȱMatthewȱLaytonȱ
Becauseȱprotestȱparticipationȱhasȱbeenȱsoȱlowȱ
inȱBrazil—sinceȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱbeganȱ
inȱ Brazilȱ inȱ 2006,ȱ itȱ hasȱ neverȱ recordedȱ aȱ rateȱ
ofȱ overȱ 6ȱ percent—itȱ wouldȱ seemȱ difficultȱ toȱ
gleanȱ muchȱ fromȱ predictorsȱ ofȱ pastȱ
participation.ȱ Belowȱ weȱ lookȱ toȱ otherȱ
socioeconomicȱ trendsȱ thatȱ mightȱ haveȱ madeȱ
Brazilȱ aȱ tickingȱ timeȱ bombȱ forȱ contentiousȱ
politicalȱactivity.ȱ

Figure 2. Satisfaction with Public Services in
the Americas, 2012
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mustȱ alsoȱ possessȱ theȱ toolsȱ necessaryȱ toȱ
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
fomentȱ andȱ consolidateȱ theirȱ movementȱ byȱ
spreadingȱ itȱ toȱ additionalȱ actors.ȱ Thisȱ
(aboutȱ 36%ȱ ofȱ GDP),ȱ andȱ theȱ perceptionȱ thatȱ
approachȱdispelsȱtheȱnotionȱthatȱprotestorsȱareȱ
citizensȱ areȱ payingȱ richȱ countryȱ taxesȱ forȱ poorȱ
extremistsȱ inȱ pursuitȱ ofȱ drasticȱ reformsȱ andȱ isȱ
countryȱservices.4ȱ
backedȱ byȱ substantialȱ empiricalȱ evidenceȱ (e.g.ȱ
Norrisȱ 2002,ȱ Norrisȱ etȱ al.ȱ
Figureȱ 2ȱ summarizesȱ
2005,ȱ Daltonȱ etȱ al.ȱ 2010,ȱ
Whileȱtheȱcurrentȱprotestsȱareȱ Brazilians’ȱ approvalȱ ofȱ
BoothȱandȱSeligsonȱ2009).ȱ
threeȱ differentȱ publicȱ

unprecedentedȱinȱBrazil,ȱ
services:ȱ theȱ qualityȱ ofȱ
Inȱ thisȱ section,ȱ weȱ takeȱ
roads,ȱ publicȱ schools,ȱ
conditionsȱwereȱripeȱforȱ
theseȱtwoȱfactorsȱinȱturn,ȱ
andȱ
publicȱ
healthȱ
focusingȱ onȱ theȱ potentialȱ
services.ȱ Respondentsȱ
widespreadȱdemonstrations.
grievancesȱ
andȱ
rateȱ theirȱ satisfactionȱ orȱ
organizationalȱ resourcesȱ
dissatisfactionȱonȱaȱfourȬȱ
thatȱ couldȱ haveȱ facilitatedȱ theȱ currentȱ
pointȱscaleȱforȱeachȱofȱtheseȱservices.ȱWeȱrecodeȱ
demonstrationsȱinȱBrazil.ȱ
thoseȱ responsesȱ onȱ aȱ 0Ȭ100ȱ scaleȱ whereȱ higherȱ
SeedsȱofȱDiscontent?ȱ

PublicȱServicesȱ
DespiteȱBrazil’sȱsubstantialȱeconomicȱandȱsocialȱ
gainsȱ overȱ theȱ pastȱ decade,ȱ Braziliansȱ rankȱ asȱ
someȱ ofȱ Latinȱ America’sȱ mostȱ dissatisfiedȱ
citizensȱ regardingȱ theȱ government’sȱ provisionȱ
ofȱsocialȱservices.ȱMuchȱofȱthisȱprobablyȱhasȱtoȱ
doȱ withȱ theȱ highȱ taxesȱ thatȱ Braziliansȱ payȱ

scoresȱ reflectȱ higherȱ satisfactionȱ withȱ services.ȱ
Fromȱ theȱ averageȱ levelȱ ofȱ satisfactionȱ withȱ
publicȱ serviceȱ provisionȱinȱ theseȱ threeȱ areas,ȱitȱ
isȱ clearȱ thatȱ Brazilȱ ranksȱ veryȱ lowȱ inȱ Latinȱ
America,ȱaheadȱofȱonlyȱHaitiȱandȱTrinidadȱandȱ
Tobago.ȱ Thisȱ estimateȱ coincidesȱ withȱ recentȱ
4 “Taking to the Streets.” The Economist, June 22, 2013.
http://www.economist.com/news/americas/21579857bubbling-anger-about-high-prices-corruption-and-poorpublic-services-boils-over
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newsȱ reportsȱ andȱ someȱ protestors’ȱ messagesȱ
thatȱ highlightȱ theȱ failureȱ ofȱ Brazil’sȱ publicȱ
sectorȱ toȱ matchȱ heightenedȱ expectationsȱ withȱ
correspondingȱ improvementsȱ inȱ serviceȱ
quality.ȱȱ
PerceptionsȱofȱCorruptionȱ
Anotherȱcommonȱrallyingȱcryȱofȱprotestorsȱhasȱ
beenȱ thatȱ Brazil’sȱ politicalȱ systemȱ isȱ
fundamentallyȱ corrupt.ȱ Inȱ 2012,ȱ aroundȱ 65ȱ
percentȱ ofȱ Braziliansȱ perceivedȱ thatȱ theȱ
politicalȱ systemȱ wasȱ corruptȱ –ȱ aȱ figureȱ thatȱ isȱ
notȱnecessarilyȱhighȱbyȱregionalȱstandards,ȱbutȱ
whichȱmeritsȱfurtherȱattentionȱasȱanȱindividualȱ
levelȱdeterminantȱofȱparticipationȱinȱprotests.ȱȱ

Figure 3. Support for the Political System in the
Americas, 2012
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SystemȱSupportȱ
Despiteȱ itsȱ recentȱ economicȱ boom,ȱ inȱ 2012ȱ
Brazilȱ rankedȱ 22ndȱ amongȱ 26ȱ countriesȱ inȱ theȱ
Americasȱ inȱ termsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ nationalȱ
politicalȱ institutionsȱ (Figureȱ 3).5ȱ Asȱ Boothȱ andȱ
Seligsonȱ (2009)ȱ haveȱ noted,ȱ thisȱ typeȱ ofȱ
disenchantmentȱ withȱ theȱ politicalȱ systemȱ canȱ
motivateȱindividualsȱtoȱadoptȱmoreȱaggressiveȱ
formsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ participationȱ inȱ anȱ effortȱ toȱ
makeȱ theirȱ voicesȱ heard.ȱ Thus,ȱ theȱ lowȱ levelsȱ
ofȱ supportȱ forȱ keyȱ nationalȱ politicalȱ
institutionsȱ weȱ observeȱ inȱ Brazilȱ mightȱ haveȱ
createdȱ anȱ environmentȱ whereȱ massȱ protestsȱ
couldȱ potentiallyȱ takeȱ hold,ȱ evenȱ ifȱ theyȱ hadȱ
yetȱtoȱactuallyȱappearȱinȱBrazil.ȱ
PoliticalȱEfficacyȱ
Anotherȱ potentialȱ sourceȱ ofȱ frustrationȱ
theoreticallyȱ fuelingȱ theseȱ protestsȱ isȱ
widespreadȱdissatisfactionȱwithȱBrazil’sȱsystemȱ
ofȱdemocraticȱrepresentation.ȱInȱ2012,ȱlessȱthanȱ

5 Supportȱ forȱ nationalȱ institutionsȱ isȱ measuredȱ byȱ scaleȱ
summarizingȱ resultsȱ ofȱ sevenȱ BȬseriesȱ questionsȱ (B2ȱ B3ȱ B4ȱ
B6ȱ B21ȱ B13ȱ B31):ȱ B2.ȱ Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ doȱ youȱ respectȱ theȱ
politicalȱ institutionsȱ ofȱ (country)?ȱ B3.ȱ Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ doȱ
youȱ thinkȱ thatȱ citizens’ȱ basicȱ rightsȱ areȱ wellȱ protectedȱ byȱ
theȱpoliticalȱsystemȱofȱ(country)?ȱB4.ȱToȱwhatȱextentȱdoȱyouȱ
feelȱproudȱofȱlivingȱunderȱtheȱpoliticalȱsystemȱofȱ(country)?ȱ
B6.ȱ Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ doȱ youȱ thinkȱ thatȱ oneȱ shouldȱ supportȱ
theȱ politicalȱ systemȱ ofȱ (country)?ȱ B13.ȱ Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ doȱ
youȱtrustȱtheȱNationalȱLegislature?ȱB21.ȱToȱwhatȱextentȱdoȱ
youȱtrustȱtheȱpoliticalȱparties?ȱB31.ȱToȱwhatȱextentȱdoȱyouȱ
trustȱtheȱSupremeȱCourt?ȱ
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35%ȱofȱBraziliansȱbelievedȱthatȱpoliticiansȱwereȱ
interestedȱinȱwhatȱpeopleȱlikeȱthemȱthought,ȱanȱ
indicationȱofȱhowȱdisconnectedȱmostȱBraziliansȱ
feelȱfromȱtheirȱpoliticalȱsystem.ȱȱȱ

IncreasingȱOrganizationalȱ
Resources
Theȱ basisȱ ofȱ theȱ resourceȱ mobilizationȱ
approachȱ toȱ understandingȱ protestȱ isȱ thatȱ
protestorsȱareȱgenerallyȱeducated,ȱinterestedȱinȱ
politics,ȱ andȱ haveȱ accessȱ toȱ organizationalȱ
resourcesȱviaȱtraditionalȱcivilȱsocietyȱgroupsȱorȱ
moreȱ recently,ȱ socialȱ mediaȱ networks.ȱ Inȱ otherȱ
words,ȱtheȱcitizensȱwhoȱprotestȱareȱusuallyȱtheȱ
sameȱ onesȱ whoȱ participateȱ throughȱ
“conventional”ȱ vehicles,ȱ andȱ are,ȱ onȱ average,ȱ
moreȱ educated,ȱ affluent,ȱ andȱ politicallyȱ
engagedȱ thanȱ nonȬprotestorsȱ (e.g.ȱ Norrisȱ etȱ al.ȱ
2005,ȱDaltonȱetȱal.ȱ2010).ȱȱ
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Figure 4. Average Years of Education in Brazil,
2008-2012
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Accordingȱ toȱ analysts,ȱ thirtyȬfiveȱ millionȱ
Braziliansȱ haveȱ climbedȱ outȱ ofȱ povertyȱ sinceȱ
2003.6ȱWhereasȱinȱtheȱearlyȱ1990sȱasȱmuchȱasȱ25ȱ
percentȱ ofȱ theȱ Brazilianȱ populationȱ livedȱ inȱ
extremeȱpoverty,ȱthatȱnumberȱfellȱtoȱ2.2ȱpercentȱ
inȱ 2009.ȱ Inȱ 2011,ȱ Brazil’sȱ Giniȱ coefficient,ȱ aȱ
commonȱ measureȱ ofȱ incomeȱ inequality,ȱ
reachedȱaȱ50Ȭyearȱlowȱofȱ.52.7ȱ

8

7.3

6

Thisȱ economicȱ progressȱ isȱ borneȱ outȱ inȱ theȱ
4
surveyȱ dataȱ asȱ well.ȱ Accordingȱ toȱ theȱ 2012ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ surveyȱ ofȱ Brazil,ȱ theȱ
2
countryȱ experiencedȱ substantialȱ increasesȱ inȱ
averageȱ yearsȱ ofȱ educationȱ completed,ȱ risingȱ
fromȱ anȱ averageȱ ofȱ 7.3ȱ inȱ 2008ȱ toȱ 9.0ȱ inȱ 2012.ȱȱ
0
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Moreover,ȱinȱ2012ȱBrazilȱrankedȱthirdȱtoȱlastȱinȱ
Year
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effects Based)
Latinȱ Americaȱ inȱ foodȱ insecurity,ȱ illustratingȱ
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
theȱvastȱgainsȱinȱpovertyȱreductionȱobtainedȱbyȱ
aȱ countryȱ onceȱ strickenȱ byȱ someȱ ofȱ theȱ mostȱ
respondents’ȱselfȬreportedȱprotestȱparticipationȱ
severeȱ povertyȱ inȱ theȱ region.ȱ Theseȱ
inȱ theȱ yearȱ priorȱ toȱ theȱ 2012ȱ survey.ȱ Weȱ useȱ aȱ
developmentsȱ createȱ aȱ moreȱ easilyȱ mobilizedȱ
society,ȱ asȱ moreȱ educatedȱ andȱ lessȱ
impoverishedȱcitizensȱareȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱ
Figure 5. An Extended Model Predicting Protest
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Figureȱ5ȱpresentsȱfindingsȱfromȱaȱlogisticȱ
regressionȱthatȱanalyzesȱindividualȬlevelȱ
predictorsȱ
ofȱ
Latinȱ
Americanȱ
Gupta, Girish. “Brazil’s Protests: Social Inequality and
World Cup Spending Fuel Mass Unrest.” TIME Magazine,
June 18, 2013. http://world.time.com/2013/06/18/brazilsprotests-social-inequality-and-world-cup-spending-fuelmass-unrest/
6

7 The Gini Index ranges from 0-1 with a higher score
representing a more unequal distribution of income. The
Gini coefficient for neighboring Uruguay is .45, These data
are drawn from the World Bank Brazil country review,
accessed
June
25,
2013:
www.worldbank.org/en/country/brazil/overview
and
the World Bank development indicators page:
http://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SI.POV.GINI
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regionalȱ analysisȱ becauseȱ thereȱ areȱ tooȱ fewȱ
observationsȱofȱprotestȱparticipationȱinȱtheȱ2012ȱ
dataȱ fromȱ Brazilȱ toȱ offerȱ sufficientȱ insightȱ intoȱ
theȱ recentȱ massȱ demonstrations.ȱ Thisȱ regionalȱ
model,ȱthen,ȱoffersȱaȱmoreȱgeneralȱtreatmentȱofȱ
whatȱ causesȱ individualsȱ toȱ protestȱ andȱ allowsȱ
usȱtoȱinvestigateȱtheȱexplanatoryȱvalueȱofȱsomeȱ
ofȱtheȱfactorsȱdiscussedȱabove.ȱ
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Asȱ predictedȱ byȱ theȱ resourceȱ mobilizationȱ
theoryȱ ofȱ protest,ȱ education,ȱ communityȱ
activity,8ȱ andȱ interestȱ inȱ politicsȱ haveȱ aȱ
powerfulȱpositiveȱimpactȱonȱtheȱlikelihoodȱthatȱ
oneȱparticipatesȱinȱaȱprotest.ȱClearlyȱprotestorsȱ
acrossȱ theȱ regionȱ areȱ moreȱ educatedȱ andȱ
politicallyȱ involvedȱ citizens,ȱ whoȱ probablyȱ
haveȱ accessȱ toȱ theȱ organizationalȱ toolsȱ
necessaryȱ forȱ movementȱ mobilization.ȱ
Protestorsȱ alsoȱ appearȱ toȱ beȱ young,ȱ male,ȱ andȱ
emergeȱfromȱtheȱmiddleȱclass.ȱInsofarȱasȱrecentȱ
socioeconomicȱ trendsȱ haveȱ increasedȱ theȱ
numberȱofȱpeopleȱwhoȱbelongȱtoȱtheseȱgroups,ȱ
Brazilȱ hasȱ becomeȱ aȱ countryȱ whereȱ massȱ
protestsȱareȱmoreȱlikely.ȱ

protest).ȱConsideringȱtheȱwidespreadȱcriticismsȱ
ofȱ publicȱ servicesȱ expressedȱ inȱ Brazilȱ inȱ 2012,ȱ
thisȱfindingȱwouldȱseemȱprescientȱinȱexplainingȱ
theȱ currentȱ conflict.ȱ Perceptionsȱ ofȱ corruption,ȱ
onȱtheȱotherȱhand,ȱfailȱtoȱcorrelateȱwithȱprotestȱ
behavior.ȱ

Inȱ2012,ȱonȱtheȱheelsȱofȱaȱdecadeȱofȱimpressiveȱ
economicȱ growth,ȱ theȱ standardȱ LAPOPȱ seriesȱ
ofȱitemsȱmeasuringȱsupportȱforȱtheȱsystemȱwasȱ
surprisinglyȱ low.ȱ Weȱ nowȱ believeȱ thatȱ lowȱ
scoreȱ wasȱ aȱ leadingȱ indicatorȱ ofȱ theȱ protestsȱ
thatȱhaveȱbrokenȱout,ȱtheȱparticularȱcatalystȱforȱ
whichȱ isȱ ofȱ courseȱ unpredictable.ȱ Inȱ theȱ
regionalȱ model,ȱ anȱ increaseȱ inȱ levelȱ ofȱ systemȱ
supportȱdecreasesȱtheȱ
probabilityȱ ofȱ protestȱ
Oneȱ ofȱ theȱ mostȱ
Socioeconomicȱprogressȱcombinedȱ participation.ȱ
interestingȱ findingsȱ
Inȱ fact,ȱ
fromȱ thisȱ logisticȱ
systemȱ
supportȱ
hasȱ
withȱlowȱqualityȱpoliticalȱ
regressionȱ isȱ theȱ
anȱ evenȱ strongerȱ
institutionsȱandȱpoorȱpublicȱ
importanceȱ
ofȱ
effectȱ
onȱ
informationȱ sharingȱ
participatingȱ inȱ aȱ
servicesȱmightȱsignalȱtheȱriseȱofȱ
throughȱ
socialȱ
protestȱ
thanȱ
protestȱthroughoutȱLatinȱAmerica.ȱ satisfactionȱ
networksȱ
inȱ
withȱ
mobilizingȱ
publicȱ services,ȱ theȱ
protestȱ
mostȱ oftȬmentionedȱ
participation.ȱ
Inȱ
Brazil,ȱ whereȱ Internetȱ usageȱ hasȱ risenȱ fromȱ
rallyingȬcryȱinȱBrazil.ȱ
roughlyȱ 3ȱ percentȱ ofȱ theȱ populationȱ inȱ 2000ȱ toȱ
45ȱ percentȱ inȱ 2012,9ȱ thisȱ increasedȱ abilityȱ toȱ
Finally,ȱ measuresȱ ofȱ efficacyȱ haveȱ anȱ
shareȱ informationȱ regardingȱ movementȱ
interestingȱ dualȱ effectȱ onȱ protestȱ participation.ȱ
activitiesȱ clearlyȱ playsȱ anȱ importantȱ roleȱ inȱ
Internalȱ efficacy—orȱ theȱ beliefȱ thatȱ oneȱ
explainingȱ whyȱ theȱ currentȱ demonstrationsȱ
understandsȱ theȱ mostȱ importantȱ issuesȱ facingȱ
aroseȱnowȱasȱopposedȱtoȱbefore.ȱ
theȱcountry—hasȱanȱimportantȱpositiveȱimpactȱ
onȱ theȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ protesting.ȱ Ifȱ internalȱ
efficacyȱ hasȱ increasedȱ alongȱ withȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
Discontentȱ likeȱ thatȱ expressedȱ byȱ protestorsȱ inȱ
educationȱ andȱ interestȱ inȱ politicsȱ inȱ Brazil,ȱ itȱ
Brazilȱ alsoȱ seemsȱ toȱ haveȱ anȱ importantȱ impactȱ
onȱ theȱ probabilityȱ thatȱ oneȱ protestsȱ acrossȱ theȱ
mightȱbeȱimportantȱinȱexplainingȱwhyȱsoȱmanyȱ
region.ȱ Specifically,ȱ satisfactionȱ withȱ publicȱ
Braziliansȱcurrentlyȱfeelȱaffirmedȱinȱexpressingȱ
theirȱ opinionsȱ inȱ suchȱ anȱ openȱ andȱ
servicesȱ likeȱ healthcareȱ provisionȱ andȱ theȱ
confrontationalȱ manner.ȱ However,ȱ externalȱ
qualityȱ ofȱ schoolsȱ decreasesȱ theȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ
efficacy—theȱ beliefȱ thatȱ politiciansȱ areȱ
protestingȱ (conversely,ȱ dissatisfactionȱ withȱ
interestedȱinȱwhatȱtheȱpeopleȱthink—decreasesȱ
theseȱ servicesȱ willȱ increaseȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ
theȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ protesting,ȱ suggestingȱ thoseȱ
peopleȱ haveȱ faithȱ inȱ moreȱ traditional,ȱ formalȱ
8 Community participation is calculated as the average
modesȱofȱrepresentation.ȱ
response to three questions regarding involvement in a
religious organization, parents’ association, or general
community improvement association.
9 Internet World Stats: Usage and Population Statistics for
Brazil,
accessed
July
3,
2013.
www.internetworldstats.com/sa/br.htm
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Conclusionȱ
Theȱ recentȱ protestsȱ inȱ Brazilȱ haveȱ beenȱ
unprecedentedȱdueȱbothȱtoȱtheirȱsheerȱsizeȱandȱ
seeminglyȱ spontaneousȱ nature.ȱ However,ȱ
accordingȱ toȱ resultsȱ fromȱ theȱ 2012ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ survey,ȱ Brazilȱ displayedȱ
severalȱ harbingersȱ ofȱ potentialȱ protestȱ activity,ȱ
includingȱ widespreadȱ dissatisfactionȱ withȱ
publicȱ servicesȱ andȱ coreȱ democraticȱ
institutions,ȱ increasinglyȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
educationȱ andȱ Internetȱ usage,ȱ andȱ decreasingȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ poverty.ȱ Thoughȱ aȱ substantialȱ
majorityȱ ofȱ Braziliansȱ alsoȱ perceivedȱ thatȱ theȱ
politicalȱsystemȱwasȱcorrupt,ȱweȱfindȱnoȱdirectȱ
effectȱofȱtheseȱperceptionsȱonȱtheȱprobabilityȱofȱ
protestȱactivity.ȱȱ
Inȱ manyȱ ways,ȱ theȱ protestsȱ appearȱ toȱ beȱ
achievingȱ theirȱ goalsȱ asȱ weȱ understandȱ themȱ
fromȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ data.ȱ Followingȱ
theȱdemonstrationsȱagainstȱtheȱbusȱfareȱhikeȱinȱ
SãoȱPaulo,ȱtheȱlocalȱgovernmentȱrenegedȱonȱtheȱ
proposedȱ rateȱ increase.ȱ Onȱ Juneȱ 24ȱ Presidentȱ
Dilmaȱ Rousseffȱ announcedȱ anȱ additionalȱ 23ȱ
billionȱ dollarsȱ wouldȱ beȱ dedicatedȱ toȱ publicȱ
transportation,ȱ andȱ renewedȱ theȱ government’sȱ
commitmentȱ toȱ improvingȱ aȱ varietyȱ ofȱ otherȱ
publicȱ services.ȱ Moreȱ surprisingly,ȱ sheȱ
announcedȱ aȱ fiveȬpointȱ proposalȱ toȱ reformȱ theȱ
politicalȱ systemȱ throughȱ constitutionalȱ
amendmentȱthatȱincludedȱproposedȱchangesȱtoȱ
campaignȱ financeȱ law,ȱ theȱ electoralȱ system,ȱ
replacementȱofȱsenators,ȱvotesȱinȱCongress,ȱandȱ
politicalȱpartyȱalliances.ȱ10ȱȱ
Shouldȱtheseȱprotestsȱbeȱviewedȱinȱaȱpositiveȱorȱ
negativeȱ light?ȱ Onȱ oneȱ hand,ȱ theyȱ appearȱ
motivatedȱbyȱgrievancesȱrelatedȱtoȱpoorȱpublicȱ
servicesȱ andȱ aȱ lackȱ ofȱ faithȱ inȱ keyȱ politicalȱ
institutions—areasȱ whereȱ theȱ Brazilianȱ
governmentȱobviouslyȱneedsȱtoȱimprove.ȱWhileȱ
mostȱofȱtheȱdemonstrationsȱhaveȱbeenȱpeaceful,ȱ
violentȱ actionsȱ onȱ theȱ partȱ ofȱ bothȱ theȱ
protestorsȱ andȱ theȱ governmentȱ areȱ alsoȱ
10http://g1.globo.com/politica/noticia/2013/07/dilmasugere-que-plebiscito-aborde-ao-menos-5-temas-dizcardozo.html

concerning.ȱ However,ȱ theȱ findingsȱ presentedȱ
aboveȱ alsoȱ indicateȱ thatȱ theȱ currentȱ
demonstrationsȱmightȱhaveȱbeenȱmadeȱpossibleȱ
byȱ aȱ moreȱ educatedȱ andȱ politicallyȱ activeȱ
citizenryȱ thatȱ isȱ finallyȱ takingȱ ownershipȱ ofȱ
theirȱ democracy.ȱ Indeed,ȱ oneȱ couldȱ argueȱ thatȱ
Brazil’sȱ enormousȱ socialȱ andȱ economicȱ gainsȱ
overȱ theȱ pastȱ decadeȱ actuallyȱ lieȱ atȱ theȱ rootȱ ofȱ
theȱ currentȱ demonstrations,ȱ whichȱ haveȱ beenȱ
ledȱ byȱ educated,ȱ middleȬclassȱ Internetȱ usersȱ
ratherȱthanȱfringeȱextremists.ȱȱ
Takingȱ aȱ stepȱ backȱ fromȱ Brazil,ȱ then,ȱ ourȱ
findingsȱ suggestȱ thatȱ conditionsȱ mayȱ beȱ ripeȱ
forȱ anȱ outburstȱ ofȱ protestȱ inȱ manyȱ ofȱ theȱ
region’sȱcountriesȱwhereȱrisingȱeducationȱratesȱ
andȱ sustainedȱ economicȱ growthȱ combineȱ withȱ
lowȱ qualityȱ politicalȱ institutionsȱ andȱ inferiorȱ
andȱ sporadicȱ publicȱ serviceȱ provision.ȱ Whileȱ
fewȱ countriesȱ willȱ haveȱ aȱ catalystȱ forȱ protestȱ
similarȱ toȱ Brazil’sȱ stagingȱ ofȱ multipleȱ
internationalȱ sportingȱ events,ȱ theȱ potentialȱ forȱ
suchȱ widespreadȱ protestsȱ appearsȱ toȱ existȱ inȱ
manyȱLatinȱAmericanȱregimes.ȱȱ
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Appendixȱ
Tableȱ1.ȱDeterminantsȱofȱProtestingȱinȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ2012ȱ
Female
SharedȱPoliticalȱInformationȱ
InterestȱinȱPoliticsȱ
Age
MiddleȱClassȱ
CommunityȱParticipationȱ
Yearsȱofȱeducationȱ
PerceptionȱofȱCorruption
SatisfactionȱwithȱRoads
SatisfactionȱwithȱPublicȱHealth
SystemȱSupport
ExternalȱEfficacyȱ
InternalȱEfficacyȱ
Mexicoȱȱ
Guatemala
ElȱSalvadorȱȱ
Honduras
Nicaragua
CostaȱRicaȱȱ
Panama
Colombia
Ecuador
Bolivia
Peru
Paraguay
Chile
Brazil
Venezuelaȱ
Argentina
DominicanȱRepublic
Haiti
Jamaica
Guyana
Trinidadȱ&ȱTobago
Belize
Suriname
Constant
Fȱ
NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ

Coefficientȱ
Ȭ.1390**ȱ
.3011**ȱ
.3580**ȱ
Ȭ.0783**ȱ
.0516**ȱ
.3167**ȱ
.1389**ȱ
Ȭ.0332ȱ
Ȭ.0624**ȱ
Ȭ.0864**ȱ
Ȭ.1595**ȱ
ȱȱȬ.0418ȱ
.1502**ȱ
Ȭ.1275**ȱȱ
Ȭ.02566ȱȱȱ
Ȭ.1355**ȱȱ
Ȭ.01745ȱȱ
.03326ȱ
ȱȱȬ.0503ȱȱȱ
Ȭ.1319**ȱȱ
.00386ȱȱ
Ȭ.03364ȱȱ
ȱȱ.21024**ȱȱ
.10680**ȱ
.10808**ȱ
.09379**ȱȱ
Ȭ.114ȱ**ȱ
ȱȱȬ.17263**ȱȱ
.03544ȱȱȱ
Ȭ.05433ȱȱ
.15017**ȱ
Ȭ.2386ȱ**ȱȱȱ
ȱȱ.05150ȱȱ
Ȭ.05343ȱȱȱ
Ȭ.04803ȱȱ
Ȭ.09950**ȱ
Ȭ2.732ȱȱ
43.75ȱ
31,556ȱ

StandardȱErrorȱ
.02401ȱ
.0216ȱ
.02537ȱ
.02628ȱ
.02026ȱ
.0234ȱ
.0286ȱ
.0254ȱ
.02591ȱ
.0258ȱ
.0267ȱ
.0258ȱ
.0274ȱ
.03794ȱ
.03578ȱ
.03728ȱȱȱ
.03639ȱ
.03256ȱ
.03685ȱ
.04537ȱ
.03346ȱ
.03568ȱ
.04783ȱ
.03217ȱ
.0336ȱ
.03853ȱ
.03497ȱ
.03833ȱ
.03461ȱ
.03370ȱ
.03519ȱ
.04570ȱ
.03589ȱ
.03428ȱ
.03388ȱ
.03857ȱ
ȱȱ.0322ȱ

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱ**ȱp<0.05.ȱCountryȱofȱReference:ȱUruguayȱ
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Executive Summary. This Insights report addresses questions of religious
identification and tolerance for gays in the Americas. Using data from the 2012
AmericasBarometer survey, I first examine the demographic and socioeconomic
correlates associated with the nearly 15 percent of Latin Americans that identify
with Evangelical denominations. I find that women, younger populations, poorer
individuals, and Latin Americans with low to moderate levels of education are
more likely to identify with Evangelical Christianity. Next, I examine the link
between religious identity and attitudes toward gay persons. I find that a
respondent’s self-identified religious affiliation is strongly linked to his or her
support for gays and gay rights in Latin America, with Evangelical respondents
expressing the lowest levels of tolerance overall. I conclude by noting crosscutting findings, whereby women and young individuals are more likely to belong
to Evangelical churches and, at the same time, more likely (on average) to
express higher tolerance toward gay persons. I note that this may have
implications across time with respect to social tolerance within Latin American
Evangelical congregations.
The Insights Series is co-edited by Jonathan T. Hiskey, Mitchell A. Seligson, and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister
with administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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T

oleranceȱ towardȱ gaysȱ andȱ
supportȱ forȱ gayȱ rightsȱ areȱ
Figure 1. Religious Identifications in Latin America, 2012
ongoingȱ topicsȱ ofȱ interestȱ inȱ
socialȱ andȱ politicalȱ spheresȱ acrossȱ theȱ
Americas.1ȱ Aȱ previousȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ
Other
Publicȱ Opinionȱ Projectȱ (LAPOP)ȱ Insightsȱ
No religion 2.2%
11.0%
reportȱexploresȱthisȱsubjectȱbyȱanalyzingȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ sameȬsexȱ marriageȱ
Evangelical
inȱ
theȱ
2010ȱ
roundȱ
ofȱ
theȱ
14.7%
AmericasBarometerȱ surveyȱ (Corralȱ andȱ
Lodolaȱ 2010).ȱ Theȱ authorsȱ ofȱ thatȱ reportȱ
Protestant
findȱ thatȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ rightȱ ofȱ sameȬ
Catholic
6.5%
65.4%
sexȱ couplesȱ toȱ marryȱ isȱ higherȱ amongȱ
wealthierȱ individuals,ȱ urbanȱ residents,ȱ
andȱ women.ȱ Inȱ addition,ȱ theȱ authorsȱ
findȱ thatȱ membersȱ ofȱ Evangelicalȱ
denominations2ȱ areȱ comparativelyȱ lessȱ
Respondents' Religion
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2012 (v47)
tolerantȱ ofȱ sameȬsexȱ marriageȱ thanȱ
membersȱofȱotherȱreligiousȱgroupsȱinȱtheȱ
region.ȱ Otherȱ scholarshipȱ alsoȱ findsȱ aȱ
otherȱ religiousȱ (andȱ nonȬreligious)ȱ groupsȱ inȱ
sizableȱ gapȱ inȱ attitudesȱ onȱ suchȱ socialȱ issuesȱ
theȱregion.ȱȱ
betweenȱ Evangelicalsȱ andȱ theȱ nonȬreligious,ȱ
andȱ aȱ smallerȱ gapȱ betweenȱ theȱ formerȱ andȱ
Toȱ accomplishȱ theseȱ objectives,ȱ thisȱ reportȱ
Romanȱ Catholicsȱ (Boasȱ andȱ Smithȱ 2013;ȱ
focusesȱ onȱ fourȱ questionsȱ fromȱ theȱ 2012ȱ
SeligsonȱandȱMorenoȱ2010).ȱȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ survey:5ȱ aȱ measureȱ ofȱ
religiousȱselfȬidentificationȱandȱthreeȱmeasuresȱ
Givenȱ theȱ continuedȱ growthȱ ofȱ Evangelicalismȱ
ofȱ attitudesȱ towardȱ gayȱ individuals,ȱ eachȱ
inȱ Latinȱ America,ȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ toȱ takeȱ anȱ
6ȱȱ
drawingȱonȱaȱdistinctȱdimensionȱofȱtolerance.
extendedȱ lookȱ atȱ Evangelicalȱ populationsȱ andȱ
howȱ Evangelicalȱ socialȱ attitudesȱ differȱ fromȱ
thoseȱheldȱbyȱothersȱinȱtheȱregion.3ȱThus,ȱinȱthisȱ
Insightsȱ report,4ȱ Iȱ firstȱ describeȱ Evangelicalȱ
identityȱinȱtheȱAmericasȱinȱ2012.ȱThen,ȱIȱtakeȱaȱ
closerȱ lookȱ atȱ theȱ intersectionȱ ofȱ Evangelicalȱ
identityȱ andȱ attitudesȱ towardsȱ gayȱ individualsȱ
inȱLatinȱAmerica,ȱbyȱcomparingȱthoseȱaffiliatedȱ
withȱ Evangelicalȱ Christianȱ denominationsȱ toȱ

Whatȱ percentageȱ ofȱ Latinȱ Americans7ȱ affiliateȱ
withȱ Evangelicalȱ denominations?ȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ
showsȱ theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ toȱ theȱ
2012ȱ AmericasBarometerȱ surveyȱ whoȱ identifyȱ
withȱ
Romanȱ
Catholicism,ȱ
Mainlineȱ
Protestantism,ȱ Evangelicalism,ȱ otherȱ religiousȱ
groups,ȱorȱnoȱreligionȱwhatsoever.8ȱTheȱresultsȱ
ȱFundingȱforȱtheȱ2012ȱroundȱmainlyȱcameȱfromȱtheȱUnitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
ImportantȱsourcesȱofȱsupportȱwereȱalsoȱtheȱInterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
DevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ
6ȱTheȱreaderȱshouldȱkeepȱinȱmindȱthatȱtheȱresultsȱpresentedȱ
inȱthisȱreportȱareȱaveragesȱforȱtheȱregion.ȱ
7ȱ Asȱ isȱ typicalȱ practiceȱ forȱ theȱ Insightsȱ series,ȱ Iȱ omitȱ theȱ
Unitedȱ Statesȱ andȱ Canadaȱ fromȱ thisȱ andȱ otherȱ analysesȱ inȱ
theȱ report.ȱ Iȱ alsoȱ omitȱ theȱ Anglophoneȱ Caribbeanȱ andȱ
Dutchȱspeakingȱnationsȱsurveyed.ȱInȱthisȱway,ȱIȱnarrowȱtheȱ
focusȱofȱtheȱreportȱtoȱLatinȱAmericaȱalone.ȱ
8ȱ Theȱ question,ȱ Q3c,ȱ asks:ȱ “Whatȱ isȱ yourȱ religion,ȱ ifȱ any?”ȱ
Respondents’ȱopenȬendedȱanswersȱareȱthenȱcodedȱintoȱoneȱ
5

ȱ Boasȱ andȱ Smithȱ (2013)ȱ noteȱ thatȱ ‘moralȱ issues’ȱ suchȱ asȱ
abortionȱ andȱ sameȬsexȱ marriageȱ haveȱ beenȱ increasinglyȱ
salientȱandȱrelevantȱtoȱmanyȱLatinȱAmericanȱelections.ȱ
2ȱIȱreferȱhereȱtoȱindividualsȱwhoȱexpressȱanȱaffiliationȱwithȱ
aȱ religiousȱ groupȱ thatȱ isȱ codedȱ asȱ Evangelicalȱ byȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ inȱ responseȱ toȱ openȬendedȱ questionȱ
Q3c:ȱ “Whatȱ isȱ yourȱ religion,ȱ ifȱ any?”ȱ Moreȱ informationȱ isȱ
availableȱonȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱbyȱLAPOPȱofficialȱsite.ȱ
3ȱSee,ȱforȱexample,ȱtheȱdiscussionȱinȱBoasȱandȱSmithȱ(2013).ȱȱ
4ȱ Priorȱ issuesȱ inȱ theȱ Insightsȱ Seriesȱ canȱ beȱ foundȱ at:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.ȱ
Theȱ dataȱ onȱ whichȱ theyȱ areȱ basedȱ canȱ beȱ foundȱ atȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveyȬdata.php.ȱ
1
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showȱthat,ȱonȱaverage,ȱ15ȱoutȱofȱeveryȱ100ȱLatinȱ
withinȱ theȱ contextȱ ofȱ feministȱ movementsȱ
Americanȱ adultsȱ identifyȱ withȱ Evangelicalȱ
withinȱ theȱ region.ȱ Othersȱ simplyȱ noteȱ aȱ highȱ
Christianȱ denominations.ȱ Analysisȱ ofȱ theȱ
proportionȱ ofȱ femaleȱ foundersȱ ofȱ Evangelicalȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ dataȱ furtherȱ revealsȱ thatȱ
movementsȱ coupledȱ withȱ highȱ ratesȱ ofȱ femaleȱ
ratesȱvaryȱsignificantlyȱacrossȱcountries,ȱfromȱaȱ
conversionȱ andȱ membershipȱ (Frestonȱ 2008;ȱ
highȱofȱ34.2%ȱinȱGuatemalaȱtoȱaȱlowȱofȱ4.9%ȱinȱ
Hagopianȱ 2009;ȱ Hallumȱ 2003;ȱ Stollȱ 1990).ȱ Oneȱ
Haiti.9ȱ Takenȱ asȱ aȱ whole,ȱ andȱ inȱ theȱ wordsȱ ofȱ
explanationȱ forȱ thisȱ phenomenonȱ liesȱ inȱ theȱ
opportunitiesȱ forȱ womenȱ
Boasȱ andȱ Smithȱ (2013,ȱ 1),ȱ itȱ
withinȱEvangelicalȱchurchesȱ
clearlyȱ isȱ noȱ longerȱ
Forȱeveryȱ100ȱLatinȱ
reasonableȱtoȱconsiderȱLatinȱ
toȱ confrontȱ andȱ perhapsȱ
Americanȱadults,ȱ15ȱ
Americansȱ toȱ beȱ Catholicȱ
escapeȱ fromȱ theȱ influencesȱ
“byȱdefault.”ȱ
ofȱ machismoȱ (Frestonȱ 2008;ȱ
identifyȱwithȱEvangelicalȱ Hallumȱ 2003;ȱ Stollȱ 1990).ȱ
Evangelicalȱ
Thoughȱ
nationalȱ
andȱ
Christianȱdenominations.ȱ Manyȱ
denominationsȱ denounceȱ
regionalȱ contextsȱ likelyȱ
alcoholismȱ andȱ helpȱ femaleȱ
affectȱ
one’sȱ
religiousȱ
membersȱ attainȱ varyingȱ degreesȱ ofȱ influenceȱ
identification,ȱ Iȱ focusȱ hereȱ onȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ
withinȱ theirȱ communities.ȱ Smildeȱ (2007)ȱ
whichȱ
standardȱ
socioeconomicȱ
andȱ
suggestsȱthatȱstayȬayȬatȬhomeȱwomenȱareȱmoreȱ
demographicȱ factorsȱ predictȱ Latinȱ Americans’ȱ
likelyȱ toȱ haveȱ extraȬhouseholdȱ neighborhoodȱ
identificationȱ withȱ churchesȱ codedȱ asȱ
tiesȱ thanȱ men,ȱ andȱ inȱ turnȱ theseȱ relationshipsȱ
Evangelicalȱinȱtheȱdata.ȱThen,ȱhavingȱexaminedȱ
theseȱ factors,ȱ Iȱ shiftȱ theȱ report’sȱ focusȱ toȱ theȱ
mayȱ beȱ associatedȱ withȱ higherȱ ratesȱ ofȱ
extentȱ toȱ whichȱ toleranceȱ towardȱ andȱ supportȱ
conversionȱ toȱ Evangelicalismȱ amongȱ womenȱ
forȱ gayȱ rightsȱ varyȱ acrossȱ Evangelicalsȱ andȱ
thanȱmen.ȱHeȱalsoȱpointsȱtoȱdepictionsȱofȱLatinȱ
otherȱ prominentȱ religiousȱ (andȱ nonȬreligious)ȱ
Americanȱ womenȱ asȱ moreȱ religiousȱ thanȱ men,ȱ
groupsȱinȱLatinȱAmerica.ȱȱȱȱ
andȱnotesȱthatȱnonȬEvangelicalȱfamiliesȱmayȱbeȱ
moreȱ acceptingȱ ofȱ aȱ femaleȱ member’sȱ
INDIVIDUALȬLEVELȱ CORRELATESȱ OFȱ
conversionȱ (Smildeȱ 2007).ȱ Whileȱ itȱ isȱ beyondȱ
EVANGELICALȱIDENTIFICATIONȱ
theȱ scopeȱ ofȱ thisȱ reportȱ toȱ identifyȱ withȱ
precisionȱ theȱ specificȱ reasonsȱ forȱ whichȱ
individualsȱ ofȱ aȱ particularȱ genderȱ mightȱ
Inȱ orderȱ toȱ betterȱ understandȱ theȱ socialȱ andȱ
identifyȱ asȱ Evangelicalȱ atȱ higherȱ ratesȱ thanȱ
politicalȱ implicationsȱ ofȱ Evangelicalism,ȱ itȱ isȱ
theirȱ counterparts,ȱ weȱ canȱ nonethelessȱ assessȱ
importantȱ toȱ knowȱ theȱ demographicȱ andȱ
theȱ extentȱ toȱ whichȱ genderȱ mattersȱ concerningȱ
socioeconomicȱ correlatesȱ ofȱ thoseȱ identifyingȱ
Evangelicalȱmovements.ȱ
withȱ Evangelicalȱ churches.ȱ Severalȱ scholarsȱ
haveȱidentifiedȱEvangelicalȱmovementsȱinȱLatinȱ
Inȱadditionȱtoȱgender,ȱIȱanalyzeȱhowȱage,ȱlevelȱ
AmericaȱasȱpredominantlyȱfemaleȬledȱ(Hallumȱ
2003).ȱ Moreȱ specifically,ȱ someȱ haveȱ soughtȱ toȱ
ofȱ education,ȱ wealth,ȱ andȱ urbanȱ v.ȱ ruralȱ placeȱ
placeȱ theȱ riseȱ ofȱ Pentecostalism,ȱ theȱ largestȱ
ofȱ residenceȱ predictȱ respondents’ȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ
affiliatingȱ withȱ anȱ Evangelicalȱ denomination.10ȱ
Evangelicalȱ denominationȱ inȱ Latinȱ America,ȱ
Frestonȱ (2008)ȱ specifiesȱ Protestantism,ȱ andȱ
ofȱ theȱ followingȱ categories:ȱ Catholic,ȱ Protestant,ȱ NonȬ
especiallyȱ
Pentecostalism,ȱ
asȱ
Christianȱ Easternȱ Religion,ȱ Evangelical/Pentecostal,ȱ LDSȱ
disproportionatelyȱ associatedȱ withȱ poorerȱ andȱ
(Mormon),ȱ Traditional/Native,ȱ Jewish,ȱ Jehovah’sȱ Witness,ȱ
lessȱ educatedȱ Latinȱ Americans.ȱ Furthermore,ȱ
None,ȱAgnostic/atheist,ȱorȱother.ȱAcrossȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ2.9%ȱ
ofȱ respondentsȱ didȱ notȱ answerȱ theȱ question;ȱ theseȱ
individualsȱareȱnotȱincludedȱinȱtheȱanalysesȱinȱthisȱreport.ȱ
9
Theȱ countryȬspecificȱ resultsȱ fromȱ theȱ 2012ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ correspond,ȱ withȱ slightȱ variations,ȱ
withȱ findingsȱ inȱ otherȱ reportsȱ (e.g.,ȱ “Overview:ȱ
PentecostalismȱinȱLatinȱAmerica”).ȱȱȱ

10ȱ Educationȱ isȱ codedȱ intoȱ quartilesȱ asȱ follows:ȱ Noȱ
Education,ȱ Primaryȱ Education,ȱ Secondaryȱ Education,ȱ andȱ
Higherȱ Education.ȱ Theȱ latterȱ categoryȱ isȱ theȱ
baseline/comparisonȱcategoryȱinȱtheȱanalyses.ȱ
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Gaskillȱ(1997)ȱrefersȱtoȱextensiveȱstudiesȱthatȱ
identifyȱProtestantismȱasȱanȱurbanȱrefugeȱforȱ
displacedȱ orȱ migratoryȱ ruralȱ populationsȱ inȱ
LatinȱAmerica.ȱThus,ȱIȱexpectȱlowerȱlevelsȱofȱ
wealthȱ andȱ educationȱ asȱ wellȱ asȱ urbanȱ
residenceȱ toȱ helpȱ predictȱ affiliationȱ withȱ
Evangelicalȱdenominations.ȱȱ
Toȱ assessȱ theseȱ expectations,ȱ Iȱ useȱ aȱ logisticȱ
regressionȱ modelȱ thatȱ examinesȱ theȱ
relationshipsȱ betweenȱ theseȱ individualȱ levelȱ
factorsȱ andȱ individuals’ȱ identificationȱ asȱ
Evangelical.ȱ Theȱ baselineȱ categoryȱ inȱ theȱ
analysisȱisȱanyȱotherȱresponseȱtoȱtheȱreligiousȱ
identificationȱ question.ȱ Theȱ results,ȱ
displayedȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2,ȱ showȱ standardizedȱ
coefficientsȱ forȱ easeȱ ofȱ comparison.ȱ Theȱ
estimatedȱ effectȱ ofȱ eachȱ independentȱ
variableȱ isȱ shownȱ byȱ aȱ dot.ȱ Theȱ
correspondingȱbarsȱrepresentȱaȱ95%ȱconfidenceȱ
intervalȱaroundȱthatȱestimate.ȱIfȱtheȱdotȱandȱtheȱ
barȱfallȱtoȱtheȱleftȱofȱtheȱ0ȱlineȱthenȱtheȱvariableȱ
isȱ bothȱ negativeȱ andȱ significant.ȱ Ifȱ theȱ dotȱ andȱ
barȱ fallȱ toȱ theȱ rightȱ ofȱ theȱ 0ȱ lineȱ thenȱ theȱ
variableȱ isȱ bothȱ positiveȱ andȱ significant.ȱ
Countryȱ fixedȱ effectsȱ areȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ
analysisȱ butȱ notȱ shownȱ inȱ theȱ figureȱ (seeȱ
appendixȱforȱfullȱmodel).ȱInȱorderȱtoȱmaintainȱaȱ
narrowȱ focusȱ onȱ Latinȱ America,ȱ theȱ analysisȱ
excludesȱ thoseȱ countriesȱ thatȱ areȱ notedȱ inȱ
Footnoteȱ7.ȱ

Figure 2. Socioeconomic and Demographic Predictors of
Evangelical Identity in Latin America
F=44.675
N =29883
Age
Secondary education
Primary education
No education
Quintiles of Wealth
Women
Urban
-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2012; Logistic analysis with fixed effects.

however,ȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ affiliateȱ withȱ
Evangelicalȱ denominationsȱ thanȱ thoseȱ withȱ
advancedȱ education.ȱ Finally,ȱ contraryȱ toȱ
expectations,ȱ noȱ significantȱ relationshipȱ
betweenȱplaceȱofȱresidenceȱ(urbanȱorȱrural)ȱandȱ
membershipȱ inȱ Evangelicalȱ churchesȱ existsȱ inȱ
theȱmodel.ȱ

Figure 3. Mean Support (on 0-100 unit scale) for
Political Rights of Gays, by Religious Affiliation

Asȱ expected,ȱ wealthȱ isȱ significantlyȱ relatedȱ toȱ
theȱ likelihoodȱ thatȱ aȱ respondentȱ affiliatesȱ withȱ
anȱ Evangelicalȱ denomination.ȱ Specifically,ȱ
Latinȱ Americansȱ withȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ wealthȱ
areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ reportȱ anȱ affiliationȱ withȱ
Evangelicalism.ȱ Also,ȱ femalesȱ andȱ youngerȱ
peopleȱ tendȱ toȱ expressȱ Evangelicalȱ affiliationsȱ
moreȱ than,ȱ respectively,ȱ malesȱ andȱ olderȱ
individuals.ȱTheȱcomparativelyȱgreaterȱratesȱofȱ
Evangelicalȱ
affiliationȱ
amongȱ
femaleȱ
populationsȱ accordȱ withȱ existingȱ scholarshipȱ
onȱ thisȱ topic.ȱ Interestingly,ȱ individualsȱ whoȱ
lackȱ educationȱ areȱ notȱ muchȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
affiliateȱwithȱEvangelicalismȱwhenȱcomparedȱtoȱ
theȱ baselineȱ groupȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ withȱ postȬ
secondaryȱeducation.ȱThoseȱrespondentsȱwithȱaȱ
primaryȱ and/orȱ secondaryȱ levelȱ education,ȱ
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EVANGELICALISMȱ ANDȱ ATTITUDESȱ
TOWARDSȱGAYSȱINȱLATINȱAMERICAȱ

Figure 4. Mean Support (0-100 unit scale) for SameSex Marriage, by Religious Affiliation

Havingȱ identifiedȱ someȱ ofȱ theȱ socioeconomicȱ
andȱ demographicȱ factorsȱ thatȱ affectȱ theȱ
likelihoodȱ ofȱ individuals’ȱ affiliationȱ withȱ
Evangelicalȱ denominations,ȱ Iȱ nowȱ examineȱ
theseȱ individuals’ȱ attitudesȱ towardȱ gaysȱ andȱ
gayȱ rightsȱ inȱ comparativeȱ perspectiveȱ (thatȱ is,ȱ
comparedȱ toȱ thoseȱ expressingȱ otherȱ religious,ȱ
orȱ nonȬreligious,ȱ identifications).11ȱ Moreȱ
specifically,ȱ Iȱ compareȱ responsesȱ amongȱ theseȱ
groupsȱ toȱ theȱ followingȱ questionsȱ fromȱ theȱ
2012ȱAmericasBarometerȱsurvey:ȱȱ
D5:ȱ Howȱ stronglyȱ doȱ youȱ approveȱ orȱ
disapproveȱofȱhomosexualsȱbeingȱpermittedȱtoȱ
runȱforȱpublicȱoffice?ȱ
D6:ȱ Howȱ stronglyȱ doȱ youȱ approveȱ orȱ
disapproveȱ ofȱ sameȬsexȱ couplesȱ havingȱ theȱ
rightȱtoȱmarry?12ȱ
Dis35a:ȱ Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ wouldȱ youȱ mindȱ
havingȱgaysȱasȱneighbors?13ȱȱȱ
Figuresȱ3ȱandȱ4ȱdisplayȱmeanȱresponsesȱacrossȱ
fiveȱ majorȱ religiousȱ groupsȱ inȱ Latinȱ America:ȱ
RomanȱCatholic,ȱmainlineȱProtestant,ȱEvangelical,ȱ
Noȱ Religion,ȱ andȱ Otherȱ (theȱ latterȱ categoryȱ
includesȱ Judaism,ȱ Mormonism,ȱ andȱ Jehovah’sȱ
Witnesses,ȱ amongȱ others).ȱ Theseȱ figuresȱ showȱ
averageȱ responsesȱ onȱ aȱ scaleȱ fromȱ 0ȱ toȱ 100,ȱ
withȱ lowerȱ valuesȱ indicatingȱ strongȱ
disapprovalȱ andȱ higherȱ valuesȱ indicatingȱ
strongȱ approval.ȱ Figureȱ 5,ȱ inȱ turn,ȱ reflectsȱ
responsesȱgivenȱonȱaȱbinaryȱscale;ȱthatȱis,ȱȱ
11 It is important to note that this report does not address
whether different social attitudes among Evangelicals
emerge as a result of religious conversion or, instead, if
those with distinct social attitudes are attracted to and
choose to convert into Evangelicalism. This issue is
important because it has implications for whether increased
levels of Evangelicalism in Latin America will be
accompanied by changes in social attitudes, towards gays
and others, in Latin America.

This question was asked of a split-sample, that is of half
the survey respondents in the AmericasBarometer 2012.
12

13 This question was optional for each country in the 2012
AmericasBarometer; of the Latin American countries, the
question was asked in the following: Bolivia, Brazil,
Colombia, Costa Rica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Paraguay, and
Uruguay.

respondentsȱ eitherȱ reportedȱ discomfortȱ withȱ
havingȱ homosexualȱ neighborsȱ orȱ theyȱ didȱ notȱ
mind.ȱFigureȱ5ȱthereforeȱshowsȱtheȱpercentageȱ
ofȱ individualsȱ inȱ eachȱ religiousȱ identificationȱ
categoryȱwhoȱreportȱthatȱtheyȱwouldȱnotȱmindȱ
havingȱgayȱindividualsȱasȱneighbors.ȱ
Figure 5. Percent Expressing Acceptance of Gay
Neighbors, by Religious Affiliation

Figureȱ3ȱandȱFigureȱ4ȱsuggestȱ particularlyȱlowȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ approvalȱ amongȱ Evangelicalsȱ forȱ gayȱ
individualsȱ beingȱ permittedȱ toȱ runȱ forȱ publicȱ
officeȱ andȱ forȱ sameȬsexȱ marriage,ȱ respectively.ȱ
Theseȱ resultsȱ areȱ inȱ lineȱ withȱ earlierȱ
conclusionsȱ presentedȱ byȱ Corralȱ andȱ Lodolaȱ
(2010).ȱ Furthermore,ȱ levelsȱ ofȱ disapprovalȱ forȱ
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gaysȱ inȱ publicȱ officeȱ andȱ sameȬsexȱ marriageȱ
amongȱ Evangelicalsȱ doȱ notȱ differȱ greatlyȱ fromȱ
theirȱ mainlineȱ Protestantȱ counterparts.ȱ Theyȱ
do,ȱ however,ȱ differȱ muchȱ moreȱ soȱ whenȱ
comparedȱ toȱ otherȱ religiousȱ groupsȱ suchȱ asȱ
Romanȱ Catholicsȱ orȱ thoseȱ categorizedȱ asȱ
‘Other.’ȱ Figureȱ 5ȱ portraysȱ similarȱ tendencies,ȱ
withȱ Evangelicalsȱ expressingȱ theȱ lowestȱ levelsȱ
ofȱ comfortȱ withȱ gayȱ neighbors.ȱ Interestingly,ȱ
however,ȱ Evangelicalȱ responsesȱ inȱ Figureȱ 5ȱ doȱ
notȱtrailȱfarȱbelowȱmeanȱvaluesȱofȱotherȱgroups,ȱ
soȱ thatȱ differencesȱ acrossȱ religiousȱ (andȱ nonȬ
religious)ȱ groupsȱ observedȱ inȱ thisȱ graphȱ areȱ
smallerȱ thanȱ thoseȱ observedȱ inȱ Figureȱ 3ȱ andȱ
Figureȱ4.14ȱFinally,ȱacrossȱallȱtheseȱcomparisons,ȱ
thoseȱwhoȱreportȱnoȱreligiousȱaffiliationȱtendȱtoȱ
beȱamongȱtheȱmostȱtolerant.ȱ
Accordingȱ toȱ Corralȱ andȱ Lodolaȱ (2010),ȱ levelsȱ
ofȱ supportȱ forȱ sameȬsexȱ marriageȱ areȱ higherȱ
amongȱ women.ȱ Givenȱ theȱ evidenceȱ fromȱ
Figureȱ 2ȱ thatȱ womenȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
participateȱ inȱ Evangelicalȱ movementsȱ inȱ Latinȱ
America,ȱ thisȱ suggestsȱ theȱ needȱ forȱ aȱ
multivariateȱ analysisȱ ofȱ thisȱ questionȱ inȱ orderȱ
toȱ controlȱ forȱ genderȱ andȱ otherȱ respondentȱ
characteristics.ȱ Figuresȱ A1ȬA3ȱ inȱ theȱ appendixȱ
displayȱtheȱresultsȱofȱthreeȱregressionȱanalysesȱ
predictingȱ responsesȱ toȱ eachȱ ofȱ theȱ measuresȱ
shownȱ inȱ Figureȱ 3Ȭ5,ȱ respectively,ȱ withȱ
categoricalȱ variablesȱ forȱ theȱ religionȱ groupsȱ
(theȱ omittedȱ baselineȱ categoryȱ isȱ Noȱ religion)ȱ
andȱ theȱ sameȱ controlsȱ (female,ȱ education,ȱ
wealth,ȱ ageȱ andȱ urban;ȱ and,ȱ asȱ well,ȱ countryȱ
fixedȱeffects)ȱthatȱwereȱincludedȱinȱtheȱanalysisȱ
inȱFigureȱ2.ȱFromȱtheseȱresults,ȱweȱfindȱthatȱonȱ
averageȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ womenȱ areȱ
significantlyȱ moreȱ inclinedȱ toȱ supportȱ gayȱ
rightsȱ andȱ moreȱ tolerantȱ ofȱ gaysȱ thanȱ men.ȱ
Theseȱ resultsȱ contrastȱ withȱ thoseȱ findingȱ
comparativelyȱ higherȱ ratesȱ ofȱ Evangelicalismȱ
amongȱ women.ȱ Thus,ȱ itȱ appearsȱ thatȱ thereȱ areȱ
twoȱ distinctȱ currentsȱ withȱ respectȱ toȱ genderȱ
andȱ socialȱ issuesȱ inȱ Latinȱ America:ȱ onȱ theȱ oneȱ
hand,ȱ onȱ average,ȱ womenȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
14ȱ Itȱ isȱ importantȱ toȱ keepȱ inȱ mindȱ thatȱ theȱ setȱ ofȱ countriesȱ
analyzedȱ inȱ Figureȱ 5ȱ differsȱ fromȱ thatȱ inȱ Figuresȱ 3ȱ andȱ 4ȱ
(seeȱFootnoteȱ13).ȱ

expressȱ moreȱ acceptanceȱ ofȱ gayȱ individualsȱ
andȱ theirȱ politicalȱ andȱ socialȱ rights;ȱ onȱ theȱ
otherȱ hand,ȱ womenȱ areȱ alsoȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
participateȱ inȱ Evangelicalȱ movements,ȱ whichȱ
tendȱ towardȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ toleranceȱ andȱ
acceptanceȱofȱgayȱpersonsȱinȱLatinȱAmerica.ȱȱȱ
Thereȱ isȱ anotherȱ interestingȱ crossȱ currentȱ inȱ
Latinȱ Americanȱ publicȱ opinionȱ relatedȱ toȱ theȱ
likelihoodȱ ofȱ Evangelicalȱ identificationȱ andȱ
tolerance.ȱ Whenȱ theȱ regressionȱ analysesȱ inȱ theȱ
appendixȱ areȱ runȱ accordingȱ toȱ eachȱ respectiveȱ
ageȱ cohort,ȱ aȱ linearȱ relationshipȱ betweenȱ aȱ
respondent’sȱageȱandȱhis/herȱlevelȱofȱtoleranceȱ
towardȱgaysȱandȱgayȱrightsȱbecomesȱapparent.ȱ
Youngerȱ respondentsȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ
typicallyȱ expressȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ toleranceȱ forȱ
gaysȱ andȱ gayȱ rights.ȱ Thisȱ standsȱ inȱ contrastȱ toȱ
earlierȱ analysesȱ inȱ thisȱ report,ȱ whichȱ pointȱ toȱ
youngerȱpopulationsȱasȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱidentifyȱ
asȱ Evangelical.ȱ Thus,ȱ weȱ againȱ findȱ opposingȱ
tendencies:ȱ youngȱ individualsȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ
toȱbeȱtolerantȱbutȱsimultaneouslyȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱ
identifyȱasȱEvangelical,ȱaȱreligiousȱgroupȱthatȱisȱ
lessȱ tolerantȱ whenȱ comparedȱ toȱ othersȱ inȱ theȱ
region.ȱ Certainly,ȱ moreȱ researchȱ isȱ warrantedȱ
intoȱ theȱ waysȱ inȱ whichȱ gender,ȱ age,ȱ
Evangelicalism,ȱandȱsocialȱattitudesȱintersect.ȱ
Finally,ȱ Iȱ alsoȱ examinedȱ whetherȱ theȱ
differencesȱ inȱ attitudesȱ towardsȱ gaysȱ amongȱ
distinctȱ religiousȱ groupsȱ mayȱ beȱ drivenȱ byȱ
religion’sȱlevelȱofȱimportanceȱforȱanȱindividual.ȱ
Inȱfact,ȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱ2012ȱdataȱrevealȱ
thatȱreligionȱisȱmoreȱimportantȱinȱEvangelicals’ȱ
livesȱwhenȱcomparedȱtoȱCatholicsȱandȱthoseȱinȱ
theȱ ‘other’ȱ categoryȱ (and,ȱ ofȱ course,ȱ comparedȱ
toȱ thoseȱ whoȱ identifyȱ asȱ havingȱ noȱ religion).15ȱ
Yet,ȱevenȱifȱimportanceȱofȱreligionȱisȱcontrolledȱ
forȱ inȱ regressionȱ analysesȱ predictingȱ toleranceȱ

15ȱ Q5bȱ asks:ȱ “Please,ȱ couldȱ youȱ tellȱ meȱ howȱ importantȱ isȱ
religionȱinȱyourȱlife?ȱ[Readȱoptions]ȱ(1)ȱVeryȱimportant;ȱ(2)ȱ
Ratherȱ important;ȱ (3)ȱ Notȱ veryȱ important;ȱ (4)ȱ Notȱ atȱ allȱ
important.”ȱ Onȱ aȱ rescaledȱ measureȱ fromȱ 0ȱ toȱ 100,ȱ whereȱ
higherȱ valuesȱ correspondȱ toȱ moreȱ importance,ȱ theȱ meanȱ
valueȱforȱCatholicsȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱisȱ81.3;ȱtheȱmeanȱvalueȱ
forȱProtestantsȱisȱ90.3;ȱand,ȱtheȱmeanȱvalueȱforȱEvangelicalsȱ
isȱ92.3.ȱTheseȱaveragesȱonlyȱreflectȱtheȱregionȱunderȱstudyȱ
inȱthisȱreportȱ(seeȱFootnoteȱ9).
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forȱ gayȱ individuals,ȱ resultsȱ similarȱ toȱ thoseȱ
reportedȱaboveȱforȱtheȱmostȱpartȱhold.ȱThatȱis,ȱ
Evangelicalsȱ asȱ aȱ groupȱ stillȱ expressȱ
comparativelyȱlowerȱlevelsȱofȱtoleranceȱforȱgayȱ
individualsȱ (seeȱ Appendixȱ Figuresȱ B1ȱ andȱ B2;ȱ
noteȱ thatȱ forȱ theȱ analysisȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ gayȱ
marriage,ȱ theȱ distinctionȱ betweenȱ Evangelicalsȱ
andȱ mainlineȱ Protestantsȱ narrowsȱ inȱ thisȱ
analysis).ȱOnlyȱinȱtheȱcaseȱofȱacceptanceȱofȱgayȱ
individualsȱ asȱ neighborsȱ doesȱ addingȱ theȱ
importanceȱ ofȱ religionȱ measureȱ erodeȱ theȱ
distinctionȱ
betweenȱ
Protestantsȱ
andȱ
Evangelicals,ȱ withȱ bothȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ
unacceptingȱ ofȱ gaysȱ asȱ neighborsȱ comparedȱ toȱ
Catholics,ȱ “others”,ȱ andȱ thoseȱ withȱ noȱ religionȱ
(seeȱAppendixȱFigureȱB3).ȱThus,ȱimportanceȱofȱ
religionȱ mattersȱ butȱ isȱ notȱ theȱ onlyȱ factorȱ
explainingȱ differencesȱ inȱ attitudesȱ towardsȱ
gaysȱ betweenȱ Evangelicalsȱ andȱ otherȱ religiousȱ
(andȱnonȬreligious)ȱgroupsȱinȱLatinȱAmerica.ȱ

theirȱ communities,ȱ thoughȱ theȱ gapsȱ acrossȱ
groupsȱ narrowȱ inȱ thatȱ analysisȱ (andȱ theȱ gapȱ
betweenȱmainlineȱProtestantsȱandȱEvangelicalsȱ
disappearsȱ onceȱ importanceȱ ofȱ religionȱ isȱ
controlledȱforȱinȱFigureȱB3).ȱTheseȱfindingsȱandȱ
theȱ aforementionedȱ socioeconomicȱ correlatesȱ
raiseȱ importantȱ questions.ȱ Principally,ȱ givenȱ
highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ toleranceȱ amongȱ youngerȱ
populationsȱ andȱ women,ȱ isȱ itȱ possibleȱ thatȱ
comparativelyȱ lessȱ tolerantȱ Evangelicalȱ
denominationsȱ willȱ developȱ alongȱ moreȱ
moderateȱ orȱ liberalȱ linesȱ inȱ theȱ future?ȱ Ifȱ
Evangelicalȱ churchesȱ continueȱ toȱ drawȱ
populationsȱ moreȱ tolerantȱ ofȱ gaysȱ andȱ gayȱ
rightsȱ inȱ Latinȱ America,ȱ thereinȱ liesȱ potentialȱ
forȱ changeȱ inȱ theseȱ churches’ȱ socioȬpoliticalȱ
stances.ȱFutureȱworkȱisȱnecessaryȱtoȱdetermineȱ
theseȱ populations’ȱ influenceȱ withinȱ specificȱ
denominations,ȱ andȱ whetherȱ theirȱ attitudesȱ
remainȱ stableȱ acrossȱ timeȱ spentȱ underȱ anȱ
Evangelicalȱidentification.ȱ

CONCLUSIONȱ
Itȱ isȱ widelyȱ acceptedȱ thatȱ Evangelicalismȱ hasȱ
beenȱ growingȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ overȱ time.ȱ
Roughlyȱ 15%ȱ ofȱ individualsȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ
identifyȱ withȱ Evangelicalȱ denominations,ȱ
thoughȱ theseȱ ratesȱ varyȱ acrossȱ countries.ȱ Asȱ
Evangelicalismȱcontinuesȱtoȱgrowȱinȱtheȱregion,ȱ
itsȱ strengthȱ willȱ continueȱ toȱ varyȱ acrossȱ
countries,ȱ andȱ weȱ shouldȱ continueȱ toȱ findȱ
differencesȱ acrossȱ subȬgroupsȱ withinȱ theȱ
Evangelicalȱ
category.ȱ
Evangelicalȱ
denominationsȱappealȱtoȱcertainȱgroupsȱwithinȱ
Latinȱ America,ȱ includingȱ theȱ poorȱ andȱ thoseȱ
youngerȱ populationsȱ thatȱ areȱ perhapsȱ stillȱ inȱ
theȱ processȱ ofȱ formingȱ aȱ strongȱ religiousȱ
attachment.ȱ Evangelicalȱ movementsȱ alsoȱ drawȱ
aȱgreatȱdealȱofȱsupportȱfromȱwomenȱandȱthoseȱ
withȱlimitedȱeducation.ȱ
InȱmyȱanalysesȱofȱEvangelicalȱattitudesȱtowardȱ
gayȱ personsȱ andȱ gayȱ rights,ȱ inȱ turn,ȱ Iȱ foundȱ
thatȱ individualsȱ affiliatedȱ withȱ Evangelicalȱ
churchesȱ expressȱ theȱ lowestȱ levelsȱ ofȱ approvalȱ
forȱ gaysȱ beingȱ allowedȱ toȱ runȱ forȱ publicȱ officeȱ
andȱ sameȬsexȱ marriage.ȱ Theseȱ individuals,ȱ onȱ
average,ȱ alsoȱ expressȱ theȱ lowestȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
comfortȱ concerningȱ homosexualȱ neighborsȱ inȱ

Finally,ȱ thoughȱ notȱ addressedȱ inȱ thisȱ report,ȱ
scholarsȱ haveȱ observedȱ varyingȱ degreesȱ ofȱ
politicalȱ participationȱ andȱ interestȱ withinȱ
Evangelicalȱ movements,ȱ withȱ significantȱ
variationȱ acrossȱ nationalȱ bordersȱ (Clearyȱ andȱ
StewartȬGambinoȱ 1997;ȱ Stollȱ 1990;ȱ “Overview:ȱ
Pentecostalismȱ inȱ Latinȱ America”).ȱ Moreȱ workȱ
onȱ thisȱ topicȱ oughtȱ toȱ considerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
politicalȱ participationȱ amongȱ Evangelicalsȱ inȱ
Latinȱ
America.ȱ
Althoughȱ
Evangelicalȱ
movementsȱ areȱ characterizedȱ byȱ aȱ varietyȱ ofȱ
approachesȱtoȱpoliticalȱactivism,ȱtheirȱpresenceȱ
inȱ publicȱ lifeȱ throughoutȱ theȱ regionȱ cannotȱ beȱ
ignoredȱ (“Overview:ȱ Pentecostalismȱ inȱ Latinȱ
America”).ȱ Furtherȱ studiesȱ alongȱ theseȱ linesȱ
mightȱthenȱcontributeȱtoȱaȱbetterȱunderstandingȱ
ofȱEvangelicalȱpopulations’ȱpotentialȱimpactȱonȱ
bothȱLGBTȱpolicyȱandȱtheȱnatureȱofȱdemocraticȱ
politicsȱacrossȱLatinȱAmerica.16ȱ

ȱ Thankȱ youȱ toȱ Elizabethȱ J.ȱ Zechmeister,ȱ PhD;ȱ Margaritaȱ
Corral;ȱDanielȱZizumboȬColunga;ȱNicoleȱHinton;ȱAlejandroȱ
DiazȬDominguez;ȱ Amyȱ Ericaȱ Smith;ȱ andȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ byȱ LAPOPȱ teamȱ forȱ theirȱ insightȱ andȱ
support.ȱ ȱ Anyȱ questionsȱ concerningȱ shortcomingsȱ inȱ theȱ
reportȱshouldȱbeȱdirectedȱtoȱtheȱauthor.ȱ

16
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Appendix
A. Supplementaryȱ Analyses:ȱ Predictingȱ Attitudesȱ towardȱ Gayȱ Individualsȱ andȱ Gayȱ Rightsȱ with
DemographicȱMeasuresȱandȱReligiousȱAffiliations
Note:ȱ Forȱ eachȱ analysis,ȱ countryȱ fixedȱ effectsȱ areȱ includedȱ butȱ notȱ shown;ȱ analysisȱ restrictedȱ toȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ
countriesȱ(seeȱFootnoteȱ7).ȱ
FigureȱA1.ȱToleranceȱforȱtheȱPoliticalȱRightsȱofȱGayȱPersonsȱ(OLS)ȱ
R-Squared =0.226
F=236.006
N =28434
Other
Evangelical
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Catholic
Age
Educational Level
Woman
Urban
Quintiles of Wealth
-0.15

-0.1

-0.05
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0.05

0.1

0.15

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2012; v47; dv=d5r (office)

FigureȱA2.ȱSupportȱforȱtheȱGayȱMarriageȱ(OLS)ȱ
R-Squared =0.254
F=135.109
N =14997
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Urban
Quintiles of Wealth
-0.2
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95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2012; dv=d6 (marriage)
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FigureȱA3.ȱAcceptanceȱofȱGayȱPersonsȱasȱNeighborsȱ(Logit)ȱ
F=58.372
N =15783
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95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2012; dv=dis35aap (neighbors)

B. Supplementaryȱ Analyses:ȱ Predictingȱ Attitudesȱ towardȱ Gayȱ Individualsȱ andȱ Gayȱ Rightsȱ with
DemographicȱMeasuresȱandȱReligiousȱAffiliations,ȱANDȱImportanceȱofȱReligion
Note:ȱ Forȱ eachȱ analysis,ȱ countryȱ fixedȱ effectsȱ areȱ includedȱ butȱ notȱ shown;ȱ analysisȱ restrictedȱ toȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ
countriesȱ(seeȱFootnoteȱ7).ȱ
FigureȱB1.ȱToleranceȱforȱtheȱPoliticalȱRightsȱofȱGayȱPersonsȱ(OLS)ȱ
R-Squared =0.228
F=236.664
N =28170
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Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2012; v47; dv=d5r (office)
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FigureȱB2.ȱSupportȱforȱtheȱGayȱMarriageȱ(OLS)ȱ
R-Squared =0.260
F=137.014
N =14867
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Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2012; v47; dv=d6 (marriage)

FigureȱB3.ȱAcceptanceȱofȱGayȱPersonsȱasȱNeighborsȱ(Logit)ȱ
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N =15696
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Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
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TheȱGenderȱGapȱinȱPoliticsȱinȱGuatemala:ȱ
20ȱYearsȱofȱAdvancesȱandȱSetbacksȱ
ByȱDinorahȱAzpuruȱ
dinorah.azpuru@wichita.eduȱ
WichitaȱStateȱUniversityȱ
Executive Summary. This Insights report examines the gender gap in politics
in Guatemala using data gathered over the past 20 years. We find significant
improvements in certain areas: overall participation in politics has increased,
with both men and women perceiving greater levels of freedom to exercise their
political rights. Despite these advances, a gender gap still exists. Women have
substantially lower levels of political participation than men, and feel less free to
vote, participate in community groups, join demonstrations, and, in particular,
run for office. These differences in perceived freedom, then, suggest that much
more work needs to be done in Guatemala before gender equality in politics
can be achieved.

The Insights Series is co-edited by Jonathan Hiskey, Mitchell A. Seligson and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister
with administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

233

GenderȱGapȱinȱGuatemalaȱ
DinorahȱAzpuruȱ

Tȱ

heȱLatinȱAmericanȱPublicȱOpinionȱProjectȱ
(LAPOP)ȱhasȱbeenȱconductingȱsurveysȱinȱ
Guatemalaȱ onȱ aȱ regularȱ basisȱ sinceȱ 1993.ȱ
Theȱ 2012ȱ surveyȱ representedȱ theȱ tenthȱ studyȱ
carriedȱoutȱinȱtheȱcountryȱduringȱthatȱperiod,ȱaȱ
milestoneȱ inȱ LAPOP’sȱ history.1ȱ Thisȱ Insightsȱ
reportȱ examinesȱ theseȱ richȱ dataȱ toȱ focusȱ onȱ
trendsȱinȱtheȱdevelopmentȱofȱwomen’sȱpoliticalȱ
rightsȱandȱpoliticalȱparticipationȱinȱtheȱcountry.ȱ
Weȱ findȱ evidenceȱ ofȱ progressȱ butȱ alsoȱ manyȱ
indicationsȱ thatȱ womenȱ areȱ stillȱ unequalȱ
participantsȱinȱGuatemala’sȱdemocracy.2ȱ

I. DemocracyȱinȱGuatemala
Electoralȱ democracyȱ inȱ Guatemalaȱ beganȱ inȱ
1985,ȱ whenȱ theȱ firstȱ civilianȱ presidentȱ inȱ
decadesȱ wasȱ electedȱ (Azpuruȱ et.ȱ alȱ 2007).3ȱ
Thoughȱfree,ȱfairȱandȱcompetitiveȱelectionsȱareȱ
anȱ essentialȱ aspectȱ ofȱ anyȱ conceptionȱ ofȱ
democracyȱ (Dahlȱ 1971,ȱ Diamondȱ andȱ Lipsetȱ
1989)ȱ mostȱ scholarsȱ emphasizeȱ thatȱ forȱ
democracyȱ toȱ deepenȱ withinȱ aȱ society,ȱ allȱ
citizens’ȱpoliticalȱrightsȱmustȱbeȱrespected,ȱwithȱ
inclusionȱandȱequalityȱofȱrightsȱtoȱparticipateȱasȱ
aȱ sineȱ quaȱ nonȱ conditionȱ ofȱ anyȱ democracyȱ
(Przeworskiȱ 1991,ȱ Diamondȱ 1999).ȱ Inȱ
Guatemala,ȱ asȱ inȱ manyȱ otherȱ emergingȱ
democracies,ȱ aȱ reductionȱ inȱ theȱ genderȱ gapȱ inȱ
politicalȱ participationȱ hasȱ becomeȱ aȱ criticalȱ
markerȱ forȱ evaluatingȱ thatȱ country’sȱ
democratizationȱ process.ȱ Takingȱ advantageȱ ofȱ
theȱ nearlyȱ twoȱ decadesȱ ofȱLAPOPȱ surveyȱ dataȱ
fromȱ Guatemala,ȱ thisȱ reportȱ offersȱ anȱ
assessmentȱ ofȱ progressȱ andȱ remainingȱ

challengesȱtheȱcountryȱfacesȱinȱworkingȱtowardȱ
genderȱequalityȱinȱpolitics.ȱ

AȱGenderȱGapȱinȱVoting?
Theȱ 1985ȱ Guatemalanȱ Constitutionȱ specificallyȱ
recognizesȱ fullȱ equalityȱ ofȱ opportunityȱ andȱ
responsibilityȱ forȱ menȱ andȱ womenȱ (Articleȱ 4).ȱ
Inȱ turnȱ Articleȱ 136ȱ stipulatesȱ fullȱ equalityȱ inȱ
termsȱofȱcitizens’ȱparticipationȱinȱpolitics,ȱfromȱ
votingȱ toȱ runningȱ forȱ office.ȱ Inȱ theory,ȱ then,ȱ
genderȱequalityȱinȱpoliticsȱhasȱbeenȱaȱfoundingȱ
principleȱ ofȱ Guatemala’sȱ democracyȱ sinceȱ itsȱ
inception.ȱ However,ȱ tremendousȱ disparitiesȱ inȱ
participationȱ ratesȱ andȱ viewsȱ onȱ politicalȱ
freedomsȱ haveȱ persistedȱ betweenȱ menȱ andȱ
womenȱ sinceȱ weȱ beganȱ collectingȱ dataȱ inȱ theȱ
earlyȱ1990s.ȱȱ
AsȱweȱcanȱseeȱinȱFigureȱ1,ȱwomenȱhaveȱalwaysȱ
trailedȱ menȱ inȱ termsȱ ofȱ theirȱ voterȱ registrationȱ
rates,ȱ evenȱ thoughȱ menȱ andȱ womenȱ haveȱ theȱ
sameȱopportunityȱtoȱregisterȱuponȱreachingȱtheȱ
ageȱofȱ18.ȱWeȱseeȱfromȱthisȱfigure,ȱthough,ȱthatȱ
theȱ gapȱ inȱ registrationȱ ratesȱ hasȱ improvedȱ
substantiallyȱ overȱ theȱ pastȱ twentyȱ years,ȱ withȱ
theȱ2012ȱgapȱaȱmereȱ6ȱpercentageȱpoints.ȱ

Figure 1. Gender Gap in Voter Registration 1993-2012

Funding for the 2012 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
In the case of Guatemala, USAID has consistently
supported the project since 1993.

1

Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php. On the
topic of women’s political participation in the Americas see
Insights number 78.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
2

3 Some scholars consider that democracy did not take hold
in Guatemala until after the Peace Accords were signed in
1996, but formal democracy began with the election of
Vinicio Cerezo in 1985.

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

234

GenderȱGapȱinȱGuatemalaȱ
DinorahȱAzpuruȱ
Inȱ anȱ effortȱ toȱ betterȱ understandȱ whoȱ registersȱ
toȱvoteȱandȱwhyȱsomeȱGuatemalansȱdoȱnot,ȱweȱ
ranȱaȱmultivariateȱanalysisȱinȱorderȱtoȱexamineȱ
theȱ
socioeconomicȱ
andȱ
demographicȱ
determinantsȱ ofȱ voterȱ registration.ȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ
displaysȱ theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ thisȱ analysis,ȱ revealingȱ
thatȱ women,ȱ youngerȱ Guatemalans,ȱ andȱ thoseȱ
withȱ darkerȱ skinȱ colorȱ areȱ allȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ
register.4ȱ
Respondentsȱ whoȱ indicatedȱ thatȱ theyȱ wereȱ
registeredȱ toȱ voteȱ wereȱ thenȱ askedȱ ifȱ theyȱ hadȱ
votedȱ inȱ theȱ (firstȱ round)ȱ ofȱ theȱ previousȱ
presidentialȱelection.ȱFigureȱ3ȱshowsȱonlyȱthoseȱ
yearsȱ inȱ whichȱ theȱ surveyȱ wasȱ administeredȱ
withinȱ twoȱ yearsȱ (orȱ less)ȱ ofȱ aȱ presidentialȱ
electionȱinȱorderȱtoȱminimizeȱmisreporting.5ȱInȱ
thisȱ figure,ȱ theȱ participationȱ gapȱ betweenȱ menȱ
andȱ womenȱ isȱ clear,ȱ butȱ again,ȱ weȱ seeȱ anȱ
improvementȱ overȱ time—inȱ 1993ȱ theȱ gapȱ wasȱ
overȱ 10%,ȱ butȱ byȱ 2012ȱ hadȱ droppedȱ toȱ 6.8%.ȱ
Theȱdifferenceȱinȱturnoutȱratesȱamongȱmenȱandȱ
women,ȱ
though,ȱ
remainsȱ
statisticallyȱ
significantȱforȱallȱyears.ȱȱ

Figure 2. Determinants of Voter Registration in
Guatemala in 2012
F=10.797
N =1482
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4 The graph shows standardized coefficients (dots) from a
logistic regression analysis, with the horizontal lines
capturing the 95% confidence interval for the estimated
coefficient.
5 The presidential elections included would be those of
Jorge Serrano in 1991, Álvaro Arzú in 1995, Alfonso Portillo
in 1999, Oscar Berger in 2003, Álvaro Colom in 2007 and
Otto Pérez Molina in 2011.

Figure 3. Voter Turnout by Gender in Guatemala
(First round, in year closest after presidential election)

Gapsȱ inȱ theȱ Perceptionȱ ofȱ
Freedomȱ toȱ Exerciseȱ Politicalȱ
Rights
Beyondȱ castingȱ aȱ vote,ȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ toȱ
examineȱ whetherȱ Guatemalanȱ citizensȱ feelȱ
equallyȱfreeȱtoȱexerciseȱtheirȱpoliticalȱrights,ȱorȱ
whetherȱtheȱgenderȱgapȱweȱseeȱinȱparticipationȱ
alsoȱ existsȱ inȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ whichȱ menȱ andȱ
womenȱ perceiveȱ themselvesȱ toȱ beȱ freeȱ toȱ
participateȱ inȱ theirȱ politicalȱ system.ȱ Suchȱ
perceptionsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ freedomȱ canȱ beȱ criticalȱ
inȱunderstandingȱwhyȱsomeȱindividualsȱchooseȱ
toȱ participateȱ inȱ politics.ȱ Doȱ Guatemalanȱ
womenȱ feelȱ asȱ ifȱ theyȱ areȱ fullyȱ freeȱ toȱ
participateȱ inȱ politicsȱ inȱ anyȱ wayȱ theyȱ wishȱ orȱ
doȱtheyȱperceiveȱtheȱpoliticalȱplayingȱfieldȱtoȱbeȱ
uneven?ȱ Aȱ seriesȱ ofȱ questionsȱ tappingȱ thisȱ
issueȱ haveȱ beenȱ askedȱ inȱ Guatemalaȱ sinceȱ
1993.6ȱ ȱ Theȱ questionsȱ askȱ ifȱ respondentsȱ feelȱ
freeȱ toȱ vote,ȱ toȱ participateȱ inȱ groupsȱ toȱ solveȱ

6If

you decided to participate in the activities that I will
mention, would you do it without fear, with some fear or
with a lot of fear
DER1. Participate in solving community problems.
DER2. Vote in a national election.
DER3. Participate in a peaceful demonstration.
DER4. Run for office.
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communityȱ problems,ȱ toȱ participateȱ inȱ aȱ
peacefulȱ demonstration,ȱ andȱ toȱ runȱ forȱ office.ȱ
Responsesȱwereȱrecodedȱintoȱaȱ0Ȭ100ȱscale,ȱwithȱ
aȱ scoreȱ ofȱ 100ȱ representingȱ thoseȱ individualsȱ
withȱ noȱ fearȱ ofȱ participatingȱ (aȱ highȱ levelȱ ofȱ
perceivedȱ freedom)ȱ andȱ 0ȱ thoseȱ withȱ aȱ lotȱ ofȱ
fearȱofȱparticipatingȱinȱpolitics.ȱFiguresȱ4ȱandȱ5ȱ
showȱ theȱ results.ȱ Inȱ allȱ casesȱ aȱ referenceȱ lineȱ
hasȱbeenȱdrawnȱatȱtheȱ50Ȭpointȱmark.ȱ
Threeȱ generalȱ findingsȱ emergeȱ fromȱ theseȱ
figures.ȱ Firstȱ itȱ isȱ evidentȱ thatȱ theȱ genderȱ gapȱ
existsȱ acrossȱ allȱ theȱ distinctȱ formsȱ ofȱ
participationȱ rights.ȱ Theseȱ differencesȱ areȱ allȱ
statisticallyȱ significantȱ andȱ suggestȱ aȱ
widespreadȱ tendencyȱ amongȱ womenȱ toȱ beȱ
moreȱ hesitantȱ aboutȱ engagingȱ inȱ politicsȱ thanȱ
theirȱmaleȱcounterparts.ȱ

Secondly,ȱ thisȱ gapȱ isȱ particularlyȱ notableȱ inȱ
areasȱ ofȱ participationȱ suchȱ asȱ joiningȱ aȱ
demonstrationȱ orȱ runningȱ forȱ office.ȱ Theȱ
perceptionȱ ofȱ freedomȱ toȱ voteȱ andȱ theȱ
perceptionȱ ofȱ freedomȱ toȱ participateȱ inȱ groupsȱ
haveȱ consistentlyȱ beenȱ higherȱ overȱ theȱ yearsȱ
thanȱtheȱfreedomȱtoȱdemonstrateȱandȱtoȱrunȱforȱ
office.ȱ
Figure 5. Perception of Freedom to Participate in
Demonstrations and to Run for Office
(1993-2012)

Figure 4. Perception of Freedom to Vote and to
Participate in Community Groups
(1993-2012)

ȱFinally,ȱ despiteȱ theȱ persistenceȱ ofȱ theȱ gapȱ
betweenȱ malesȱ andȱ femalesȱ alongȱ theseȱ
dimensions,ȱ overȱ theȱ pastȱ twentyȱ yearsȱ aȱ
generalȱ trendȱ ofȱ increasedȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ
freedomsȱ forȱ allȱ Guatemalansȱ hasȱ emerged.ȱ
Thoughȱ thisȱ trendȱ reversedȱ somewhatȱ inȱ 2012ȱ
moreȱ dataȱ areȱ necessaryȱ toȱ determineȱ ifȱ thisȱ
declineȱrepresentsȱaȱreversalȱofȱtheȱlongerȱtermȱ
positiveȱ movementȱ inȱ perceivedȱ politicalȱ
freedoms.ȱ
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DifferencesȱamongȱWomen
Furtherȱ analysisȱ ofȱ theȱ dataȱ allowsȱ usȱ toȱ
exploreȱ thoseȱ factorsȱ thatȱ helpȱ explainȱ whichȱ
womenȱ tendȱ toȱ feelȱ moreȱ freedomȱ toȱ
participateȱ inȱ politics.ȱ Weȱ createȱ aȱ summaryȱ
indexȱofȱfreedomȱbyȱaddingȱtogetherȱresponsesȱ
toȱ theȱ fourȱ politicalȱ rightsȱ itemsȱ mentionedȱ
above7.ȱWhenȱaȱregressionȱanalysisȱofȱtheȱ2012ȱ
dataȱ (Tableȱ 2ȱ inȱ theȱ Appendix)ȱ isȱ performedȱ
onlyȱ usingȱ womenȱ inȱ theȱ sample,ȱ oneȱ canȱ seeȱ
thatȱ importantȱ differencesȱ emerge:ȱ womenȱ
withȱ moreȱ educationȱ andȱ thoseȱ whoȱ liveȱ inȱ
largerȱ citiesȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ perceiveȱ higherȱ
levelsȱ ofȱfreedomȱ toȱ exertȱ theirȱ politicalȱ rights.ȱ
Interestingly,ȱ indigenousȱ womenȱ alsoȱ emergeȱ
asȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ feelȱ freeȱ toȱ participateȱ inȱ
politicsȱ
thanȱ
theirȱ
nonȬindigenousȱ
counterparts.ȱAgeȱandȱwealthȱdoȱnotȱappearȱtoȱ
beȱ significantȱ predictorsȱ ofȱ theȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ
freedomȱamongȱwomen.ȱ

Figure 6. Differences in the Perception of Freedom
Among Women in Guatemala in 2012

Figureȱ 6ȱ displaysȱ someȱ ofȱ thoseȱ differencesȱ inȱ
theȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ freedomȱ amongȱ Guatemalanȱ
Withȱregardsȱtoȱindigenousȱwomen,ȱtheȱimpactȱ
women.ȱAmongȱnonȬindigenousȱwomen,ȱthoseȱ
ofȱeducationȱisȱonlyȱevidentȱinȱruralȱareas.ȱForȱ
livingȱ inȱ urbanȱ areasȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ feelȱ
indigenousȱ womenȱ livingȱ inȱ urbanȱ areasȱ thereȱ
freer;ȱ butȱ educationȱ levelsȱ playȱ aȱ significantȱ
isȱ onlyȱ aȱ slightȱ increaseȱ inȱ theȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ
roleȱ asȱ well.ȱ Inȱ bothȱ inȱ urbanȱ andȱ ruralȱ areas,ȱ
freedomȱforȱthoseȱwithȱsomeȱcollegeȱeducationȱ
womenȱ withȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ educationȱ areȱ
comparedȱtoȱthoseȱwithȱlessȱeducation.ȱInȱruralȱ
moreȱlikelyȱtoȱfeelȱfreeȱtoȱparticipateȱinȱpoliticsȱ
areas,ȱhowever,ȱhavingȱaȱsecondaryȱeducation,ȱ
thanȱwomenȱwithȱlowerȱlevelsȱofȱeducation.ȱInȱ
andȱparticularlyȱsomeȱcollegeȱeducation,ȱhasȱanȱ
factȱ thereȱ isȱ virtuallyȱ
importantȱ influenceȱ inȱ
noȱ differenceȱ amongȱ
termsȱ
ofȱ theȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ
Womenȱnowȱvoteȱalmostȱasȱmuchȱasȱ
educatedȱ
womenȱ
freedom.ȱ
Educatedȱ
men,ȱbutȱwomenȱareȱstillȱatȱ
whoȱ liveȱ inȱ ruralȱ
indigenousȱ womenȱ livingȱ
areasȱ andȱ thoseȱ whoȱ
inȱ
ruralȱ
areasȱ
areȱ
disadvantageȱinȱseveralȱaspects,ȱ
liveȱ inȱ urbanȱ areas.ȱ
significantlyȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
includingȱtheȱperceptionȱofȱfreedomȱ feelȱ freeȱ toȱ exerciseȱ theirȱ
Givenȱ
theȱ
conventionalȱ
viewȱ
toȱparticipateȱinȱpolitics.ȱ
politicalȱ rightsȱ thanȱ theirȱ
thatȱ individualsȱ inȱ
lessȱeducatedȱcounterparts.ȱ
ruralȱareasȱtendȱtoȱbeȱ
Indeed,ȱ whenȱ comparedȱ toȱ
lessȱengagedȱwithȱpolitics,ȱthisȱfindingȱsuggestsȱ
otherȱ groupsȱ ofȱ women,ȱ collegeȬeducatedȱ
theȱ powerȱ ofȱ educationȱ toȱ bridgeȱ thatȱ urbanȬ
indigenousȱ womenȱ livingȱ inȱ ruralȱ areasȱ ofȱ
ruralȱdivideȱinȱpoliticalȱattitudesȱandȱbehaviors,ȱ
Guatemalaȱhaveȱtheȱhighestȱaverageȱperceptionȱ
atȱleastȱamongȱwomen.ȱȱ
ofȱfreedom.ȱTheȱdetailedȱresultsȱcanȱbeȱseenȱinȱ
Tableȱ4ȱinȱtheȱAppendix.ȱȱ
7 The higher numbers represent more perception of
freedom.
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Again,ȱ theseȱ findingsȱ suggestȱ theȱ greatȱ
potentialȱofȱcontinuedȱadvancesȱinȱGuatemala’sȱ
educationȱ system,ȱ amongȱ otherȱ benefits,ȱ toȱ
bridgeȱ theȱ genderȱ gapȱ inȱ politicalȱ engagementȱ
thatȱ hasȱ characterizedȱ theȱ countryȱ sinceȱ theȱ
arrivalȱofȱdemocracy.ȱȱ

Conclusionȱ
Thisȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ hasȱ examinedȱ theȱ genderȱ
gapȱinȱpoliticsȱinȱGuatemala.ȱWeȱseeȱthatȱacrossȱ
theȱ boardȱ thereȱ haveȱ beenȱ improvementsȱ
overtimeȱ–ȱmenȱandȱwomenȱinȱGuatemalaȱnowȱ
participateȱmoreȱinȱpoliticsȱthanȱinȱtheȱpastȱandȱ
perceiveȱ greaterȱ levelsȱ ofȱ freedomȱ toȱ exerciseȱ
theirȱpoliticalȱrights.ȱȱ
Weȱ alsoȱ see,ȱ however,ȱ thatȱ thereȱ haveȱ existed,ȱ
andȱstillȱremain,ȱimportantȱdifferencesȱbetweenȱ
malesȱandȱfemalesȱinȱtheȱcountry,ȱwithȱwomenȱ
showingȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ participationȱ andȱ
perceivedȱ politicalȱ freedom.ȱ Oneȱ pointȱ ofȱ
optimismȱ fromȱ thisȱ reportȱ concernsȱ theȱ roleȱ ofȱ
educationȱ inȱ bridgingȱ thisȱ politicalȱ
participationȱgap.ȱIfȱweȱacceptȱthatȱthisȱgenderȱ
divideȱ inȱ politicsȱ isȱ anȱ obstacleȱ forȱ theȱ
deepeningȱ ofȱ democracyȱ inȱ Guatemala,ȱ thenȱ
theȱ stridesȱ madeȱ byȱ educatedȱ womenȱ inȱ bothȱ
theȱ urbanȱ andȱ ruralȱ sectorsȱ ofȱ theȱ countryȱ toȱ
participateȱ moreȱ andȱ feelȱ moreȱ comfortableȱ
withȱ suchȱ participationȱ suggestȱ thatȱ continuedȱ
advancesȱ inȱ theȱ educationȱ ofȱ womenȱ areȱ
necessaryȱ
forȱ
advancingȱ
Guatemalanȱ
democracyȱasȱwell.ȱȱ
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Appendixȱ
Tableȱ1.ȱLogisticȱRegressionȱforȱPredictingȱVoterȱRegistrationȱinȱGuatemalaȱinȱ2012ȱȱ
Coefficientȱ
Indigenousȱ
Skinȱcolor
Interestȱinȱpoliticsȱ
Wealthȱ
Educationȱ
Ageȱ
Housewifeȱ
Woman
Sizeȱofȱplaceȱofȱresidenceȱ
Constantȱ

.1890027ȱ
Ȭ.253901*ȱ
.0160923*ȱ
.0957542ȱ
.0384025ȱ
.2428192*ȱ
.4198604ȱ
Ȭ.7538597*ȱ
Ȭ.1338667*ȱ
2.332902ȱ

Standardȱ
Errorȱ
.1744497ȱ
.0654311ȱ
.0033209ȱ
.0653071ȱ
.0236482ȱ
.0634747ȱ
.2260846ȱ
.1852908ȱ
.0597592ȱ
.5412341ȱ

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱ**ȱp<0.05.ȱ

Tableȱ2.ȱRegressionȱforȱPredictingȱtheȱIndexȱofȱPerceptionȱofȱFreedomȱforȱWomenȱinȱ
Guatemalaȱinȱ2012ȱȱ

Coefficientȱ
Ageȱ
Educationȱ
Indigenousȱ
Sizeȱofȱplaceȱofȱresidenceȱ
Wealth
Constantȱ

.134ȱ
1.531*ȱ
2.492*ȱ
ȱ.626*ȱ
Ȭ.048ȱ
14.215*ȱ

Standardȱ
Errorȱ
.224ȱ
.499ȱ
.695ȱ
.206ȱ
.246ȱ
1.203ȱ

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱ**ȱp<0.05.ȱ
Onlyȱwomenȱrespondentsȱwereȱincludedȱinȱthisȱanalysis.
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Tableȱ3.ȱANOVAȱTestȱforȱGenderȱGapȱinȱPoliticsȱinȱGuatemalaȱ

Politicalȱparticipationȱ
Registeredȱtoȱvoteȱȱ
1993ȱ
2012ȱ
Votingȱturnoutȱ
1993ȱ
2012ȱ

Differenceȱ

Maleȱ

Femaleȱ

86.3ȱ%ȱ
90.5ȱ%ȱ

67.8ȱ%ȱ
83.0ȱ%ȱ

57.61*ȱ
20.02*ȱ

83.0ȱ%ȱ
82.1ȱ%ȱ

72.2ȱ%ȱ
75.3ȱ%ȱ

15.23*ȱ
10.47*ȱ

(ChiȱSquareȱtest)ȱ

Perceptionȱofȱfreedomȱtoȱ
exerciseȱpoliticalȱrightsȱ
Maleȱ
Femaleȱ
FȬtestȱ
(averageȱ0Ȭ100ȱscale)ȱ
Toȱvoteȱ
1993ȱ
89.2ȱ
81.4ȱ
19.95*ȱ
2012ȱ
76.9ȱ
70.2ȱ
15.13*ȱ
Toȱrunȱforȱofficeȱ
1993ȱ
58.4ȱ
43.0ȱ
32.64*ȱ
2012ȱ
59.1ȱ
46.1ȱ
40.61*ȱ
Toȱparticipateȱinȱpeacefulȱ
demonstrationsȱ
1993ȱ
62.9ȱ
52.7ȱ
16.57*ȱ
2012ȱ
67.6ȱ
59.0ȱ
20.80*ȱ
Toȱparticipateȱinȱcommunityȱ
groupsȱ
1993ȱ
81.4ȱ
71.4ȱ
24.77*ȱ
2012ȱ
76.9ȱ
70.3ȱ
15.13*ȱ
Note:ȱCoefficientsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱ**ȱp<0.05.ȱ
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Tableȱ4.ȱANOVAȱTestȱforȱDifferencesȱinȱPerceptionȱofȱFreedomȱAmongȱWomenȱinȱ
Guatemalaȱ(averagesȱinȱscaleȱ0Ȭ40)ȱ

GenderȱGroupȱ

AverageȱPerceivedȱ
Freedomȱ(0Ȭ40)ȱ

EthnicȱSelfȬIdentification*ȱ
Indigenousȱwomenȱ
Ladinoȱwomenȱ(nonȬindigenous)ȱ

18.97ȱ
17.88ȱ

Education*ȱ
Noneȱ
Primaryȱ
Secondaryȱ
Collegeȱ

17.18ȱ
17.54ȱ
18.76ȱ
23.05ȱ

SizeȱofȱResidence*ȱ
Capitalȱ(GuatemalaȱCity)ȱ
Largeȱcityȱ
Mediumȱcityȱ
Smallȱcityȱ
Ruralȱareaȱ

20.24ȱ
18.30ȱ
17.07ȱ
17.67ȱ
17.68ȱ

Ageȱ
18Ȭ25ȱ
26Ȭ35ȱ
36Ȭ45ȱ
46Ȭ55ȱ
56Ȭ65ȱ
66ȱȱȱ+ȱ

17.90ȱ
19.35ȱ
17.42ȱ
19.15ȱ
18.11ȱ
15.66ȱ

Wealthȱ
Firstȱquintileȱ
Secondȱquintileȱ
Thirdȱquintileȱ
Fourthȱquintileȱ
Fifthȱquintileȱ(wealthier)ȱ

17.21ȱ
19.66ȱ
18.48ȱ
17.94ȱ
18.46ȱ

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱ**ȱp<0.05.ȱ

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

241

AmericasBarometer Insights:ȱ2013
Numberȱ96ȱ

SocialȱProtestȱinȱChile: CausesȱandȱLikelyȱ
Consequencesȱȱȱ
ByȱJuanȱPabloȱLunaȱ
jpluna@icp.puc.clȱ
InstitutoȱdeȱCienciaȱPolítica,ȱPontificiaȱUniversidadȱCatólicaȱdeȱChileȱ
SergioȱToroȱMaureiraȱ
storo@uct.clȱ
UniversidadȱCatólicaȱdeȱTemucoȱ
Executive Summary. In 2011 widespread student protests in Chile made
international headlines. In this Insights report we analyze Chilean political opinion in
the aftermath of those protests. The results of the 2012 AmericasBarometer survey
discussed in this report seem to convey a clear message: the legitimacy of political
institutions is very low in Chile. Moreover, a younger generation that is progressively
gaining majority status in the country has contributed to increased incidents of
collective action around a demand for political and socioeconomic change. Such
demands have resonated broadly with society at large, shaping protest movements,
influencing relevant policy debates, and leading to widespread calls for political and
constitutional change. Our analysis suggests that unless the Chilean political system
is able to effectively respond to these demands, the country may continue to see
similar protest movements in the future.

The Insights Series is co-edited by Jonathan Hiskey, Mitchell A. Seligson and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister
with administrative, technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at Vanderbilt.
www.AmericasBarometer.org
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Mȱ

uchȱlikeȱtheȱwaveȱofȱprotestsȱthatȱsweptȱ
Brazilȱ inȱ 2013,ȱ Chile’sȱ studentȱ
movementȱ ȱ madeȱ internationalȱ
headlinesȱ inȱ 2011ȱ byȱ takingȱ theirȱ politicalȱ
dissatisfactionȱ toȱ theȱ streets.ȱ Atȱ home,ȱ theȱ
massiveȱ strikes,ȱ streetȱ demonstrations,ȱ andȱ
occupationȱ ofȱ educationalȱ facilitiesȱ putȱ
PresidentȱSebastianȱPiñera’sȱgovernmentȱonȱtheȱ
defensive.ȱ Althoughȱ initiallyȱ centeredȱ onȱ
education,ȱ theȱ students’ȱ demandsȱ cameȱ toȱ
resonateȱ withȱ popularȱ discontentȱ withȱ theȱ
politicalȱ establishmentȱ andȱ unfulfilledȱ
promisesȱ ofȱ Chile’sȱ unequalȱ socioeconomicȱ
model.ȱ“Streetȱpolitics”ȱrapidlyȱdiffusedȱacrossȱ
issueȱareasȱandȱacrossȱtheȱcountryȱasȱlegitimateȱ
andȱ ultimatelyȱ effectiveȱ waysȱ toȱ extractȱ
concessionsȱ fromȱ aȱ “cornered”ȱ governmentȱ
(andȱ politicalȱ class).ȱ Inȱ contrast,ȱ 2012ȱ wasȱ
relativelyȱquietȱandȱthisȱmightȱbeȱinterpretedȱasȱ
signalingȱ thatȱ Chileansȱ haveȱ revertedȱ againȱ toȱ
“normal”ȱ modesȱ ofȱ politicalȱ behavior.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ
Insightsȱ report,1ȱ withȱ dataȱ fromȱ theȱ 2012ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱbyȱLAPOP,2ȱweȱprovideȱanȱ
alternativeȱinterpretation.ȱȱ
Ourȱ argumentȱ hasȱ twoȱ parts.ȱ First,ȱ weȱ willȱ
argueȱ thatȱ theȱ waveȱ ofȱ protestsȱ thatȱ ensuedȱ inȱ
2011ȱ hasȱ hadȱ aȱ significantȱ impactȱ onȱ Chileanȱ
publicȱ opinion.ȱ Thoseȱ effectsȱ areȱ visibleȱ onȱ atȱ
leastȱ threeȱ fronts:ȱ publicȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ
politicalȱ systemȱ andȱ itsȱ mainȱ institutionsȱ (i.e.,ȱ
politicalȱpartiesȱandȱCongress,ȱwhichȱweȱdoȱnotȱ
reportȱ here3);ȱ theȱ country’sȱ publicȱ policyȱ
agenda;ȱ andȱ citizens’ȱ preferencesȱ regardingȱ
politicalȱchangeȱandȱtheȱinstrumentsȱtoȱpursueȱ
it.ȱSuchȱemergingȱtrendsȱareȱsimilarȱtoȱthoseȱȱ

Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
1

Funding for the 2012 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.

Figure 1. Rates of Protest, 2012
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observedȱ inȱ otherȱ countriesȱ thatȱ haveȱ
witnessedȱ rapidȱ andȱ drasticȱ politicalȱ changeȱ
andȱ theȱ virtualȱ collapseȱ ofȱ traditionalȱ partyȱ
systemsȱ(e.g.,ȱthoseȱin theȱAndeanȱregionȱinȱtheȱ
1990sȱ andȱ earlyȱ 2000s).ȱ Theyȱ alsoȱ mirrorȱ inȱ
manyȱwaysȱpatternsȱweȱareȱbeginningȱtoȱseeȱinȱ
Brazilȱ(e.g.,ȱMoseleyȱ&ȱLaytonȱ2013).ȱ
Second,ȱ weȱ willȱ argueȱ thatȱ challengesȱ toȱ theȱ
legitimacyȱ ofȱ Chile’sȱ politicalȱ system,ȱ whileȱ
catalyzedȱbyȱtheȱ2011ȱprotestȱwave,ȱareȱlikelyȱtoȱ
continueȱforȱtheȱforeseeableȱfuture.ȱInstitutionalȱ
safeguardsȱthatȱisolateȱtheȱpoliticalȱsystemȱfromȱ
societalȱ demandsȱ areȱ keyȱ toȱ explainingȱ thisȱ
outcome.ȱYet,ȱtheȱfindingsȱreportedȱinȱthisȱnoteȱ
suggestȱ thatȱ institutionalȱ stabilityȱ comesȱ atȱ aȱ
cost:ȱ anȱ increasingȱ splitȱ betweenȱ civilȱ societyȱ
andȱtheȱ“politicalȱclass”,ȱwhichȱfacesȱincreasingȱ
challengesȱ inȱ termsȱ ofȱ translatingȱ citizens’ȱ
preferencesȱintoȱpublicȱpolicyȱoutcomes.ȱ

2

3These
trends
are
reported
in
Chile’s
2012
AmericasBarometer country report, which can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/.

Weȱbeginȱbyȱanalyzingȱtheȱrelativeȱincidenceȱofȱ
socialȱprotestȱinȱtheȱcaseȱofȱChile.ȱBasedȱonȱtheȱ
2012ȱroundȱofȱtheȱAmericasBarometer,ȱFigureȱ1ȱ
revealsȱtheȱpercentageȱofȱtheȱpopulationȱinȱeachȱ
countryȱthatȱreportedȱhavingȱprotestedȱ(atȱleastȱ
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once)ȱinȱtheȱtwelveȱmonthsȱprecedingȱtheȱdateȱ
ofȱtheȱinterview.4ȱȱ
Asȱ shownȱ inȱ Figureȱ 1,ȱ theȱ proportionȱ ofȱ theȱ
populationȱ thatȱ participatesȱ inȱ protestsȱ isȱ
relativelyȱsmallȱinȱallȱcountries.ȱYet,ȱinȱrelativeȱ
terms,ȱ Chileȱ rankedȱ amongȱ theȱ casesȱ withȱ theȱ
highestȱpercentageȱofȱprotestȱparticipants,ȱwithȱ
aboutȱ 11%ȱ ofȱ surveyȱ respondentsȱ reportingȱ
participationȱ inȱ atȱ leastȱ oneȱ protest.ȱ Moreover,ȱ
whenȱ comparedȱ toȱ theȱ resultsȱ observedȱ inȱ theȱ
2010ȱ AmericasBarometer (Lunaȱ &ȱ Zechmeister,ȱ
2010),ȱtheȱchangeȱobservedȱinȱChileȱisȱstriking.ȱ
Inȱ2010,ȱChileȱwasȱamongȱtheȱfourȱcasesȱinȱtheȱ
regionȱ inȱ whichȱ protestȱ wasȱ leastȱ prevalent:ȱ
onlyȱ 4.7%ȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ indicatedȱ havingȱ
protestedȱ inȱ theȱ priorȱ year.ȱ Thisȱ shortȬtermȱ
shiftȱisȱfullyȱconsistentȱwithȱtheȱpoliticalȱeventsȱ
thatȱunfoldedȱinȱtheȱcountryȱinȱ2011.ȱ

negativeȱ andȱ statisticallyȱ significant;ȱ ifȱ theȱ dotȱ
andȱ barsȱ fallȱ toȱ theȱ rightȱ ofȱ theȱ 0ȱ line,ȱ theȱ
relationshipȱ isȱ consideredȱ positiveȱ andȱ
statisticallyȱ significant.ȱ Ifȱ theȱ dotȱ orȱ itsȱ
correspondingȱbarsȱoverlapȱwithȱtheȱ0ȱline,ȱtheȱ
predictorȱisȱnotȱstatisticallyȱsignificant.ȱ
Figure 2. Predictors of Protest in Chile 2012
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Asȱ observedȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2,ȱ ageȱ andȱ wealthȱ areȱ
significantlyȱ andȱ negativelyȱ associatedȱ withȱ
protestȱactivityȱinȱChile.ȱConversely,ȱinterestȱinȱ
politicsȱ andȱ educationȱ areȱ significantlyȱ andȱ
positivelyȱassociatedȱwithȱprotestȱactivity.ȱThisȱ
meansȱ thatȱ ceterisȱ paribus,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ
younger,ȱ thoseȱ withȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ wealth5,ȱ
thoseȱ moreȱ interestedȱ inȱ politics,ȱ andȱ thoseȱ
withȱ greaterȱ levelsȱ ofȱ educationȱ wereȱ mostȱ
likelyȱ toȱ haveȱ reportedȱ participatingȱ inȱ aȱ
protestȱ duringȱ 2011ȱ (theȱ yearȱ priorȱ toȱ theȱ
survey).ȱȱ
Twoȱofȱtheseȱresultsȱareȱofȱparticularȱinterestȱinȱ
theȱ contextȱ ofȱ Chileanȱ democracy:ȱ theȱ politicalȱ
engagementȱofȱyouthȱandȱtheȱrelativeȱimpactȱofȱ
socialȱ classȱ (approximatedȱ withȱ theȱ wealthȱ
measure)ȱ onȱ theȱ propensityȱ ofȱ engagingȱ inȱ
protestȱactivities.ȱWhereasȱtheȱlatterȱimpliesȱtheȱ
politicizationȱ ofȱ distributiveȱ issuesȱ inȱ Chileanȱ
society,ȱ theȱ formerȱ partiallyȱ counteractsȱ theȱ
claimȱ thatȱ youngerȱ cohortsȱ areȱ politicallyȱ

4ȱ Theȱ measureȱ isȱ PROT3:ȱ Inȱ theȱ lastȱ 12ȱ months,ȱ haveȱ youȱ

participatedȱ inȱ aȱ demonstrationȱ orȱ protestȱ march?ȱ
Fieldworkȱ inȱ Chileȱ tookȱ placeȱ betweenȱ Marchȱ andȱ Mayȱ ofȱ
2012.ȱ

For more on how the income measure is created, see
Córdova 2009.

5
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disengagedȱ (Lunaȱ &ȱ Seligson,ȱ 2006;ȱ Riquelme,ȱ
1999;ȱ Toro,ȱ 2007,ȱ 2008).ȱ Inȱ thisȱ regard,ȱ takenȱ
togetherȱ withȱ recentȱ politicalȱ events,ȱ theȱ
evidenceȱ ofȱ theȱ 2012ȱ AmericasBarometer,ȱ
suggestsȱ theȱ needȱ toȱ amendȱ conventionalȱ
understandingsȱ ofȱ theȱ politicalȱ engagementȱ
profileȱofȱtheȱyoungerȱgenerationȱofȱChileans.ȱȱ
Figureȱ 3ȱ comparesȱ differentȱ ageȱ cohortsȱ inȱ
Chileȱ regardingȱ theirȱ propensityȱ toȱ engageȱ inȱ
electoralȱ politicsȱ (throughȱ votingȱ inȱ elections)ȱ
andȱ inȱ socialȱ protest.ȱ Theseȱ typesȱ ofȱ politicalȱ
participationȱseemȱtoȱbehaveȱasȱmirrorȱimages.ȱ
Thoseȱ ageȱ cohortsȱ thatȱ participateȱ moreȱ inȱ
electoralȱpoliticsȱseemȱtoȱprotestȱless,ȱandȱthoseȱ
thatȱhaveȱparticipatedȱinȱprotestsȱrecentlyȱtendȱ
toȱ haveȱ votedȱ muchȱ lessȱ frequently.ȱ
Interestingly,ȱ though,ȱ theȱ youngestȱ cohortȱ
appearsȱ toȱ participateȱ inȱ protestȱ andȱ inȱ votingȱ
atȱequalȱrates.ȱ

Figure 3. Rates of Participation and
Protest in Chile 2012 by Age Cohort
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Forȱ allȱ Chileans,ȱ then,ȱ andȱ particularlyȱ theȱ
youngerȱ generation,ȱ protestȱ participationȱ inȱ
2011ȱ appearsȱ toȱ haveȱ beenȱ aȱ productȱ ofȱ
dissatisfactionȱ withȱ theȱ country’sȱ formalȱ
representativeȱ institutions.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ way,ȱ itȱ wasȱ
instrumentalȱ inȱ activatingȱ theȱ voiceȱ andȱ
collectiveȱ actionȱ ofȱ thoseȱ thatȱ feltȱ lessȱ
representedȱ byȱ theȱ establishedȱ partyȱ systemȱ
andȱ theȱ Chileanȱ socioeconomicȱ model,ȱ andȱ
thoseȱ whoȱ had,ȱ untilȱ 2011,ȱ shownȱ theȱ lowestȱ

levelsȱofȱpoliticalȱengagement.ȱInȱtheȱremainderȱ
ofȱ thisȱ report,ȱ weȱ exploreȱ theȱ possibleȱ
consequencesȱ ofȱ thisȱ waveȱ ofȱ protestsȱ forȱ theȱ
country.ȱȱ

TheȱPoliticalȱAftermathȱofȱtheȱ
2011ȱProtestsȱ
Theȱ protestȱ waveȱ ofȱ 2011ȱ hadȱ variousȱ politicalȱ
effects,ȱ includingȱ theȱ emergenceȱ ofȱ newȱ
politicalȱleadershipȱandȱorganizationsȱthatȱwillȱ
likelyȱ becomeȱ keyȱ politicalȱ actorsȱ inȱ yearsȱ toȱ
come.ȱ Yet,ȱ fourȱ politicalȱ consequencesȱ areȱ ofȱ
particularȱ interestȱ withȱ respectȱ toȱ theȱ broaderȱ
legaciesȱofȱtheȱ2011ȱprotestȱwave.ȱȱ
First,ȱ theȱ protestȱ waveȱ likelyȱ generatedȱ
demonstrationȱeffects,ȱleadingȱtoȱanȱincreaseȱinȱ
protestȱ eventsȱ acrossȱ aȱ seriesȱ ofȱ otherȱ policyȱ
areasȱ(e.g.,ȱtheȱlocalȱmovementsȱofȱCalamaȱandȱ
Aysénȱ inȱ theȱ pastȱ twoȱ years).ȱ Second,ȱ protestȱ
activityȱhasȱalsoȱdiffusedȱacrossȱageȱcohorts.ȱToȱ
illustrateȱ thisȱ trend,ȱ Figureȱ 4ȱ comparesȱ theȱ
reportedȱ protestȱ activityȱ byȱ membersȱ ofȱ
differentȱ ageȱ cohortsȱ inȱ theȱ 2010ȱ andȱ theȱ 2012ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱsurvey.ȱWhereasȱprotestȱisȱ
moreȱextensiveȱandȱhasȱgrownȱmoreȱamongȱtheȱ
youth,ȱitȱalsoȱappearsȱtoȱhaveȱdiffusedȱtoȱolderȱ
cohorts.6ȱ
Inȱ thisȱ way,ȱ protestȱ activityȱ seemsȱ toȱ haveȱ
catalyzedȱ andȱ reinforcedȱ theȱ previouslyȱ
“inconsequential”ȱ (yetȱ growing)ȱ discontentȱ
withȱ politicalȱ andȱ representativeȱ institutions.ȱ
Asȱweȱfindȱinȱanalysesȱnotȱpresentedȱhere,ȱtheȱ
percentageȱ ofȱ partyȱ sympathizersȱ inȱ Chileȱ isȱ
amongȱ theȱ lowestȱ inȱ Southȱ America,ȱ andȱ theirȱ
presenceȱhasȱdeclinedȱsteadilyȱinȱrecentȱyears.ȱȱ

6These

results should be read carefully because the
absolute number of “protestors” in each age cohort is small.
Therefore, the graph illustrates an observed trend, but the
observed percentages for each age cohort and year do not
display statistically significant differences (the error bars
overlap for different years and the same cohort).
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Figure 4. Percentage Participating in
Protest by Age Cohort and Year
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Third,ȱ yetȱ relatedȱ toȱ theȱ previousȱ twoȱ trends,ȱ
theȱ 2011ȱ protestȱ waveȱ seemsȱ toȱ haveȱ yieldedȱ
theȱ articulationȱ ofȱ aȱ “socialȱ movement”ȱ thatȱ
seeksȱpoliticalȱandȱsocialȱchangeȱinȱtheȱcountry,ȱ
andȱ thatȱ isȱ preparedȱ toȱ participateȱ inȱ bothȱ
institutionalȱ (viaȱ theȱ creationȱ ofȱ newȱ electoralȱ
vehicles)ȱ andȱ nonȬinstitutionalȱ politicalȱ arenas.ȱ
Currentȱ publicȱ opinionȱ onȱ theȱ needȱ forȱ aȱ
constitutionalȱreformȱinȱtheȱcountryȱisȱperhapsȱ
theȱ starkestȱ manifestationȱ ofȱ suchȱ claimsȱ forȱ
“change”.ȱ Inȱ 2012,ȱ theȱ AmericasBarometer’sȱ
Chileȱ questionnaireȱ includedȱ anȱ itemȱ thatȱ
askedȱ aboutȱ theȱ perceivedȱ needȱ forȱ
constitutionalȱreform:ȱȱ
CHI60.ȱ [W]eȱ haveȱ hadȱ aȱ debateȱ onȱ theȱ needȱ toȱ
introduceȱ inȱ Chileȱ aȱ reformȱ toȱ theȱ Constitution,ȱ
aimingȱ atȱ changingȱ theȱ politicalȱ functioningȱ ofȱ theȱ
country…Toȱwhatȱdegreeȱdoȱyouȱagreeȱwithȱtheȱideaȱ
ofȱintroducingȱsuchȱreform?ȱ
Asȱ shownȱ inȱ Figureȱ 5,ȱ moreȱ thanȱ 50%ȱ ofȱ
respondentsȱ indicatedȱ theyȱ “agree”ȱ withȱ theȱ
needȱtoȱintroduceȱaȱconstitutionalȱreform,ȱwhileȱ
anotherȱ nearlyȱ 20%ȱ saidȱ theyȱ “stronglyȱ agree”ȱ
withȱ theȱ proposedȱ reforms.ȱ Inȱ theȱ meantime,ȱ
onlyȱ closeȱ toȱ 4%ȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ openlyȱ
disagreedȱ withȱ suchȱ aȱ proposal.ȱ Aȱ followȬupȱ

Fourth,ȱ andȱ finally,ȱ theȱ protestȱ waveȱ alsoȱ
helpedȱ reshapeȱ theȱ country’sȱ policyȱ agenda.ȱ
Whereasȱ inȱ previousȱ years,ȱ educationȱ wasȱ notȱ
seenȱ asȱ aȱ seriousȱ problemȱ inȱ Chile (Lunaȱ &ȱ
Seligson,ȱ 2006;ȱ Lunaȱ &ȱ Zechmeister,ȱ 2010),ȱ inȱ
2012ȱthisȱissueȱincreasedȱinȱsalienceȱamongȱtheȱ
populationȱ (respondentsȱ whoȱ identifiedȱ
educationȱ asȱ theȱ mostȱ importantȱ issueȱ forȱ theȱ
countryȱ jumpedȱ fromȱ lessȱ thanȱ 3%ȱ inȱ 2010ȱ toȱ
aboutȱ 10%ȱ inȱ 2012).ȱ Moreover,ȱ asȱ depictedȱ inȱ
Figureȱ 6,ȱ Chileanȱ citizens’ȱ perceptionsȱ
regardingȱ theȱ qualityȱ ofȱ publicȱ schoolsȱ inȱ theȱ
countryȱ isȱ onȱ averageȱ theȱ lowestȱ ofȱ allȱ theȱ
Americas.ȱ Itȱ seemsȱ likelyȱ thatȱ theseȱ opinionsȱ
willȱ influenceȱ theȱ policyȬagendaȱ (andȱ parents’ȱ
decisionsȱ regardingȱ schoolingȱ optionsȱforȱ theirȱ
children)ȱinȱtheȱyearsȱtoȱcome.ȱȱ

Figure 5. Support for Constitutional
Reform in Chile 2012
Strongly disagree
1.0%
Disagree
2.9%

Strongly agree
19.9%

Neither agree or disagree
25.9%

Agree
50.2%

Support for Constitutional Reform
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
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Figure 6. Satisfaction with Schools, 2012
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succeedȱinȱisolatingȱtheȱformalȱpoliticalȱprocessȱ
fromȱsocietalȱdemandsȱinȱtheȱshortȱtoȱ mediumȱ
run.ȱChangeȱisȱthusȱlikelyȱtoȱbeȱprotracted.ȱYet,ȱ
Chile’sȱ contemporaryȱ politicalȱ challengesȱ doȱ
notȱseemȱlikelyȱtoȱdisappearȱanyȱtimeȱsoonȱandȱ
givenȱ theȱ demographicsȱ ofȱ thoseȱ onȱ theȱ frontȱ
linesȱ ofȱ recentȱ protests,ȱ weȱ shouldȱ notȱ expectȱ
suchȱformsȱofȱcollectiveȱactionȱtoȱgoȱawayȱanyȱ
timeȱsoonȱeither.ȱȱȱ
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WhatȱLiesȱAheadȱforȱChile?ȱȱ
Theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ theȱ 2012ȱ AmericasBarometerȱ
surveyȱinȱChileȱdiscussedȱinȱthisȱInsightsȱreportȱ
suggestȱ thatȱ aȱ newlyȱ politicizedȱ andȱ activeȱ
youngerȱ generationȱ isȱ atȱ theȱ forefrontȱ ofȱ aȱ
growingȱ relianceȱ amongȱ Chileansȱ onȱ
contentiousȱpoliticsȱasȱaȱmeansȱofȱexpressingȱitsȱ
politicalȱ voice.ȱ Theseȱ newȱ formsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ
expressionȱappearȱtoȱbeȱdrivenȱbyȱdemandsȱforȱ
fundamentalȱ politicalȱ andȱ socioeconomicȱ
changeȱ andȱ areȱ becomingȱ aȱ moreȱ commonȱ
featureȱ ofȱ theȱ Chileanȱ politicalȱ landscape.ȱ
Whereasȱ inȱ theȱ pastȱ Chileȱ appearedȱ toȱ beȱ
relativelyȱimmuneȱ toȱ theȱ wavesȱ ofȱ protestȱ thatȱ
sweptȱ throughȱ itsȱ neighbors,ȱ itȱ nowȱ seemȱ thatȱ
protestȱ isȱ quicklyȱ becomingȱ partȱ ofȱ Chileans’ȱ
menuȱofȱpoliticalȱparticipationȱoptions.ȱȱ
Fromȱ suchȱ aȱ portraitȱ oneȱ couldȱ assumeȱ thatȱ
politicalȱ changeȱ isȱ forthcomingȱ inȱ Chile.ȱ Yet,ȱ
thatȱ mightȱ notȱ beȱ theȱ case.ȱ Theȱ currentȱ
constitutionalȱ frameworkȱ ofȱ theȱ country,ȱ asȱ
wellȱasȱtheȱinformalȱinstitutionsȱthroughȱwhichȱ
theȱ “politicalȱ elite”ȱ hasȱ ensuredȱ itsȱ ownȱ
reproduction (Altmanȱ &ȱ Luna,ȱ 2011)ȱ canȱ stillȱ
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Appendixȱ
Tableȱ1.ȱPredictorsȱofȱProtestȱinȱChileȱ2012ȱ

SizeȱofȱPlaceȱofȱResidenceȱȱ
Womanȱ
FemaleȱHomemaker
Educationȱ
QuintilesȱofȱWealth
PoliticalȱInterestȱ
SkinȱColor
DiscriminationȱbyȱGovernmentȱ
DiscriminationȱElsewhereȱ
Age
Constant
NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ
Prob>Fȱ

Standardizedȱ
Coefficientȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
0.142ȱ
0.020ȱ
Ȭ0.415ȱ
ȱ0.840*ȱ
Ȭ0.411*ȱ
ȱ0.446*ȱ
Ȭ0.141ȱ
0.188ȱ
0.117ȱ
Ȭ0.735*ȱ
Ȭ3.026ȱ
ȱȱȱ1463ȱ
ȱȱȱ0.000ȱ

ȱȱȱStandardȱErrorȱ
(0.131)ȱ
(0.128)ȱ
(0.173)ȱ
(0.179)ȱ
(0.143)ȱ
(0.118)ȱ
(0.141)ȱ
(0.104)ȱ
(0.088)ȱ
(0.149)ȱ
(0.220)ȱ

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱmarkedȱwithȱanȱasteriskȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱp<0.05,ȱtwoȱ
tailed.ȱ
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Executive Summary. Emerging from the 2008-09 global financial crisis relatively
unscathed, many Latin American and Caribbean countries have experienced
significant economic growth in recent years. Yet across all of these countries,
citizens hold dramatically different views of the state of the national economy.
This Insights report explores why individuals have differing evaluations of the
national economy and the implications of these differing views for democratic
accountability. Using data from the 2012 round of the AmericasBarometer
survey, I find that one’s personal economic situation is the most powerful
predictor of her views of the national economy but that this view is also colored
by politics, in particular whether or not the individual supports or voted for the
incumbent.
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C

riticalȱ toȱ democraticȱ
accountabilityȱ isȱ thatȱ
citizensȱ areȱ ableȱ toȱ
assessȱ theȱ performanceȱ ofȱ theirȱ
governmentsȱ and,ȱ basedȱ onȱ thatȱ
evaluation,ȱ eitherȱ supportȱ orȱ
punishȱtheȱincumbentȱatȱelectionȱ
time.ȱItȱisȱthereforeȱimportantȱtoȱ
understandȱ howȱ individualsȱ
formulateȱ theirȱ evaluationsȱ ofȱ
governmentȱ performance,ȱ inȱ
particularȱ thatȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ
economyȱ (LewisȬBeckȱ andȱ
Paldamȱ 2000).ȱ Interestingly,ȱ
individualsȱ withinȱ theȱ sameȱ
nationalȱ economicȱ communityȱ
oftenȱ differȱ inȱ theirȱ assessmentsȱ
ofȱ howȱ thingsȱ areȱ going.ȱ Whileȱ
someȱ ofȱ thisȱ variationȱ mayȱ beȱ
dueȱ toȱ theȱ prioritizationȱ ofȱ
differentȱ indicatorsȱ orȱ differentȱ
economicȱ experiences,ȱ otherȱ
explanationsȱlieȱinȱpolitics. ȱ

Figure 1. Varying Retrospective Evaluations of the National Economy
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Inȱ thisȱ Insightsȱ report,1ȱ Iȱ firstȱ examineȱ howȱ
evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ economyȱ varyȱ alongȱ
socioeconomicȱ andȱ demographicȱ lines.ȱ Iȱ thenȱ
extendȱ thisȱ modelȱ toȱ includeȱ personalȱ
economic,ȱ informational,ȱ andȱ politicalȱ factors.ȱ
Theȱ keyȱ findingȱ hereȱ isȱ thatȱ theȱ mostȱ decisiveȱ
factorȱ drivingȱ evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ
economyȱ isȱ anȱ individual’sȱ ownȱ economicȱ
situation.ȱ Iȱ alsoȱ find,ȱ though,ȱ thatȱ nationalȱ
economicȱ evaluationsȱ areȱ filteredȱ byȱ anȱ
individual’sȱ partisanȱ biases.ȱ Theȱ endȱ result,ȱ
then,ȱ isȱ aȱ complexȱ mixtureȱ ofȱ one’sȱ ownȱ
personalȱ economicȱ conditionsȱ andȱ moreȱ
subjectiveȱ partisanȱ biases,ȱ eachȱ servingȱ asȱ aȱ
basisȱ forȱ citizens’ȱ viewsȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ
economy.ȱȱ
Theȱ keyȱ measureȱ inȱ thisȱ reportȱ isȱ takenȱ fromȱ
theȱ 2012ȱ AmericasBarometer2ȱ survey,ȱ whichȱ
Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
1

Funding for the 2012 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).

2

58.4
58.1

askedȱrespondentsȱfromȱ24ȱLatinȱAmericanȱandȱ
Caribbeanȱcountriesȱtheȱfollowingȱquestion:ȱȱ
SOCT2.ȱ ȱ “Doȱ youȱ thinkȱ thatȱ theȱ country’sȱ
currentȱ economicȱ situationȱ isȱ betterȱ than,ȱ theȱ
sameȱas,ȱorȱworseȱthanȱitȱwasȱ12ȱmonthsȱago?”3ȱ
Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ aȱ barȱ chartȱ thatȱ presentsȱ theȱ
shareȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ whoȱ believedȱ theȱ
economyȱwasȱdoingȱworse,ȱtheȱsame,ȱorȱbetterȱ
withinȱeachȱcountryȱinȱtheȱregion.ȱTheȱpatternsȱ
rangeȱ
fromȱ
predominantlyȱ
negativeȱ
evaluationsȱinȱtheȱCentralȱAmericanȱȱcountriesȱ
ofȱ Honduras,ȱ Elȱ Salvador,ȱ Guatemala,ȱ Belize,ȱ
andȱ Mexicoȱ toȱ significantlyȱ moreȱ positiveȱ
evaluationsȱinȱUruguay,ȱwhichȱhadȱtheȱhighestȱ
percentageȱofȱrespondentsȱsayingȱtheȱeconomyȱ
wasȱ doingȱ betterȱ thanȱ theȱ previousȱ yearȱ
(37.9%).ȱȱ

Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
The U.S. and Canada were also included in the study, but
are excluded from analyses in this report. Non-response for
the sample as a whole is 2.2%.

3
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Figure 2. Economic Growth in 2011
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Figureȱ 1ȱ alsoȱ showsȱ thatȱ thereȱ isȱ substantialȱ
variationȱ acrossȱ theȱ rangeȱ ofȱ responsesȱ withinȱ
eachȱ countryȱ despiteȱ theȱ factȱ thatȱ theȱ
respondentsȱ resideȱ withinȱ theȱ sameȱ nationalȱ
economy.ȱ Whileȱ thereȱ areȱ aȱ fewȱ countriesȱ inȱ
whichȱoneȱevaluationȱachievesȱaȱmajority,ȱinȱnoȱ
caseȱ isȱ thereȱ aȱ clearȱ consensusȱ inȱ howȱ theȱ
economyȱ isȱ performing.ȱ Theȱ remainderȱ ofȱ thisȱ
reportȱseeksȱtoȱfindȱanswersȱtoȱtheȱquestionȱofȱ
whatȱ leadsȱ oneȱ individualȱ toȱ believeȱ thatȱ theȱ
economyȱ isȱ doingȱ well,ȱ whereasȱ anotherȱ
individualȱ inȱ theȱ sameȱ contextȱ believesȱ theȱ
economyȱisȱdoingȱpoorly.ȱȱ
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Thisȱ latterȱ resultȱ inȱ particularȱ mapsȱ wellȱ ontoȱ
recentȱ economicȱ eventsȱ inȱ theseȱ countries.ȱ Asȱ
Figureȱ 2ȱ shows,ȱ Uruguayȱ experiencedȱ
significantlyȱ betterȱ growthȱ inȱ 2011ȱ thanȱ theȱ
Centralȱ Americanȱ countriesȱ mentionedȱ above.ȱ
Inȱ short,ȱ theȱ aggregationȱ ofȱ Latinȱ Americans’ȱ
evaluationsȱ doesȱ seemȱ toȱ roughlyȱ captureȱ theȱ
region’sȱ patternȱ ofȱ economicȱ growthȱ inȱ 2011ȱ
andȱ theȱ particularȱ countriesȱ thatȱ didȱ relativelyȱ
wellȱ thatȱ year.ȱ Yet,ȱ someȱ countriesȱ withȱ theȱ
highestȱ ratesȱ ofȱ growthȱ inȱ theȱ region,ȱ suchȱ asȱ
Panamaȱ andȱ Argentina,ȱ onlyȱ receivedȱ
lukewarmȱevaluationsȱfromȱcitizens,ȱwithȱoverȱ
oneȬthirdȱofȱrespondentsȱinȱthoseȱtwoȱcountriesȱ
viewingȱ theȱ nationalȱ economyȱ asȱ worseȱ offȱ inȱ
2012ȱthanȱitȱwasȱinȱ2011ȱdespiteȱtheȱimpressiveȱ
macroeconomicȱfigures.ȱȱ

10%

andȱ
demographicȱ
Areȱ
socioeconomicȱ
characteristicsȱ ofȱ individualsȱ importantȱ
predictorsȱofȱtheirȱevaluationsȱofȱtheȱeconomy?ȱ
Seligsonȱ etȱ al.ȱ (2012)ȱ foundȱ thatȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
severeȱ economicȱ crisisȱ wereȱ higherȱ amongȱ
thoseȱ withȱ lowerȱ householdȱ wealthȱ andȱ
women.ȱ Toȱ testȱ theȱ relevanceȱ ofȱ wealthȱ andȱ
gender,ȱ alongȱ withȱ age,ȱ education,ȱ andȱ sizeȱ ofȱ
placeȱofȱresidence4ȱinȱpredictingȱevaluationsȱofȱ
theȱ nationalȱ economy,ȱ Iȱ useȱ Ordinaryȱ Leastȱ
Squaresȱ regressionȱ analysis.ȱ Theȱ dependentȱ
variableȱ isȱ basedȱ onȱ theȱsurveyȱ itemȱ discussedȱ
above.ȱ Theȱ responseȱ levelsȱ wereȱ codedȱ fromȱ 0ȱ
(“Worse”)ȱtoȱ50ȱ(“Same”)ȱtoȱ100ȱ(“Better”).5ȱȱ

Size of respondent’s city or town of residence is coded as
a five-category variable with 1 indicating a rural area, 2
signifying a small city, 3 indicating a medium sized city, 4
meaning a large city, and 5 meaning the national capital or
metropolitan area. These categories were defined according
to the definition in each country’s census. Educational level
is measured from 1 to 4, with 1 indicating that an
individual has no education, 2 indicating primary
schooling, 3 indicating secondary schooling, and 4
indicating than an individual has some amount of higher
education.

4

Since the dependent variable is measured with three
response categories that have ordinal but not cardinal
values, I ran the same model with an ordered logit. The
results support the same conclusions as those presented
above. Country-level dummy variables are included in the
regression model but are not shown here due to space
limitations.

5
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Figureȱ 3ȱ showsȱ theȱ normalizedȱ
regressionȱ coefficientsȱ ofȱ theȱ variousȱ
socioeconomicȱ
andȱ
demographicȱ
variables’ȱ effectsȱ onȱ evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ
nationalȱ economy.ȱ Fromȱ thisȱ figureȱ weȱ
seeȱ thatȱ males,ȱ wealthierȱ respondents,ȱ
andȱ thoseȱ withȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ educationȱ
tendȱ toȱ offerȱ moreȱ positiveȱ assessmentsȱ
ofȱ theȱ economyȱ whileȱ olderȱ respondentsȱ
holdȱ moreȱ negativeȱ viewsȱ ofȱ theȱ
economy.ȱȱ

Figure 3. Socioeconomic and Demographic Model of
Evaluations of the National Economy
R-Squared =0.075
F=83.184
N =37047
Size of Place of Residence

Quintiles of Wealth
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moreȱ positiveȱ evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ
economyȱ inȱ bothȱ goodȱ economicȱ timesȱ
andȱ badȱ (seeȱ e.g.,ȱ Seligsonȱ etȱ al.ȱ 2012).ȱ
foundȱ thatȱ nationalȱ evaluationsȱ areȱ partiallyȱ
Oneȱimplicationȱisȱthatȱaȱrespondent’sȱpersonalȱ
derivedȱfromȱone’sȱpersonalȱfinancialȱsituation.ȱ
experiencesȱ seemȱ toȱ playȱ anȱ importantȱ roleȱ inȱ
Thisȱ leadsȱ toȱ theȱ expectationȱ thatȱ inȱ Latinȱ
determiningȱ howȱ theyȱ assessȱ theȱ economy’sȱ
Americaȱ andȱ theȱ Caribbean,ȱ soȬcalledȱ
performance.ȱ Iȱ exploreȱ thisȱ relationshipȱ inȱ
“pocketbookȱ evaluations”ȱ shouldȱ beȱ essentialȱ
greaterȱ depthȱ inȱ theȱ followingȱ section,ȱ
forȱ understandingȱ anȱ individual’sȱ assessmentȱ
extendingȱ theȱ modelȱ toȱ includeȱ respondents’ȱ
ofȱtheȱnationalȱeconomy.ȱȱ
personalȱ economicȱ experiences,ȱ informationȱ
consumptionȱpatterns,ȱandȱpoliticalȱleanings.ȱ
However,ȱ mostȱ peopleȱ realizeȱ thatȱ theirȱ
personalȱ experiencesȱ cannotȱ captureȱ anȱ entireȱ
InformationȱandȱPoliticalȱFactorsȱ
country’sȱeconomicȱsituation.ȱInȱorderȱtoȱmakeȱ
aȱ moreȱ accurateȱ judgmentȱ ofȱ aggregateȱ
Aȱ likelyȱ sourceȱ ofȱ variationȱ inȱ people’sȱ
economicȱ events,ȱ anȱ individualȱ willȱ oftenȱ seekȱ
evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ economyȱ areȱ theȱ differencesȱ
outȱ externalȱ informationȱ aboutȱ economicȱ
inȱ theȱ informationȱ sourcesȱ uponȱ whichȱ theyȱ
conditionsȱ outsideȱ ofȱ herȱ ownȱ life.ȱ Forȱ manyȱ
relyȱwhenȱmakingȱsuchȱanȱevaluation.ȱTheȱfirst,ȱ
people,ȱ thisȱ entailsȱ consumingȱ informationȱ
andȱ perhapsȱ mostȱ important,ȱ sourceȱ ofȱ suchȱ
fromȱ differentȱ mediaȱ sourcesȱ (television,ȱ
informationȱ isȱ anȱ individual’sȱ personalȱ
newspapers,ȱ radio,ȱ etc.).ȱ Sinceȱ newsȱ
economicȱ situation.ȱ Thisȱ “hardȱ bitȱ ofȱ data”ȱ isȱ
consumptionȱ providesȱ informationȱ aboutȱ
availableȱ andȱ accessibleȱ toȱ everyoneȱ (Fiorinaȱ
aggregateȱ economicȱ events,ȱ Iȱ controlȱ forȱ anȱ
1981,ȱ5).ȱWhileȱitȱmayȱbeȱdifficultȱtoȱunderstandȱ
individual’sȱ levelȱ ofȱ newsȱ consumptionȱ inȱ theȱ
orȱ gatherȱ objectiveȱ informationȱ onȱ theȱ stateȱ ofȱ
modelȱthatȱfollows.6ȱȱ
theȱnationalȱeconomy,ȱpeopleȱareȱwellȱawareȱofȱ
economicȱfluctuationsȱinȱtheirȱownȱlives.ȱThus,ȱ
6 Because we cannot accurately measure the content of the
whenȱ aȱ personȱ isȱ askedȱ toȱ thinkȱ aboutȱ theȱ
news a person is exposed to, we must assume the news
conditionȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ economy,ȱ theȱ mostȱ
media in general will allow an individual to make a more
readilyȱ availableȱ informationȱ willȱ likelyȱ beȱ
informed assessment of the national economy. This
assumption, though, does not allow for a directional
basedȱonȱherȱownȱeconomicȱexperiences.ȱInȱtheȱ
hypothesis given the cross-national scope of the analysis –
Unitedȱ States,ȱ Funkȱ andȱ GarciaȬMonetȱ (1997)ȱ
that is, a more informed assessment of the Guatemalan
economy may contribute to a negative assessment by a
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Asideȱ fromȱ theȱ informationalȱ sourcesȱ onȱ
whichȱ individualsȱ baseȱ theirȱ assessmentsȱ ofȱ
theȱ nationalȱ economy,ȱ thereȱ areȱ alsoȱ politicalȱ
factorsȱ thatȱ canȱ leadȱ peopleȱ toȱ haveȱ differentȱ
evaluationsȱ ofȱ similarȱ economicȱ conditions.ȱ
Hereȱ Iȱ focusȱ onȱ theȱ roleȱ ofȱ partisanshipȱ andȱ
theȱdistinctionȱbetweenȱelectoralȱwinnersȱandȱ
losers.ȱ Partisanshipȱ hasȱ beenȱ foundȱ toȱ shapeȱ
theȱ wayȱ individualsȱ evaluateȱ politicalȱ objectsȱ
andȱ objectiveȱ factsȱ (Bartelsȱ 2002).ȱ Aȱ personȱ
whoȱ identifiesȱ withȱ aȱ partyȱ willȱ haveȱ biasedȱ
evaluationsȱ dependingȱ onȱ howȱ theȱ issueȱ
relatesȱ toȱ theirȱ party.ȱ Withȱ regardsȱ toȱ theȱ
economy,ȱ aȱ sympathizerȱ withȱ theȱ incumbentȱ
partyȱmayȱbeȱbiasedȱtowardsȱaȱmoreȱpositiveȱ
evaluationȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ economyȱ thanȱ
someoneȱ whoȱ doesȱ notȱ holdȱ suchȱ anȱ
attachment.ȱ Inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ States,ȱ Duchȱ etȱ al.ȱ
(2000)ȱ foundȱ thatȱ evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ
economyȱ areȱ notȱ purelyȱ objectiveȱ butȱ insteadȱ
varyȱ systematicallyȱ alongȱ partisanȱ lines.ȱ
ThoughȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbeanȱtendȱ
toȱ haveȱ weakerȱ partyȱ systemsȱ thanȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
States,ȱ weȱ shouldȱ stillȱ findȱ evidenceȱ ofȱ thisȱ
partisanȱ filterȱ amongȱ respondents,ȱ whereȱ
identificationȱwithȱtheȱincumbentȱpartyȱshouldȱ
beȱ associatedȱ withȱ aȱ moreȱ positiveȱ evaluationȱ
ofȱtheȱnationalȱeconomy’sȱperformance.ȱȱ
Similarȱ toȱ theȱ roleȱ ofȱ partisanship,ȱ theȱ
differenceȱbetweenȱelectoralȱwinnersȱandȱlosersȱ
canȱ beȱ aȱ sourceȱ ofȱ variationȱ inȱ economicȱ
evaluations.ȱ Andersonȱ etȱ al.ȱ (2005)ȱ findȱ thatȱ
individualsȱ whoȱ voteȱ forȱ theȱ winningȱ andȱ
losingȱ partiesȱ inȱ aȱ nationalȱ (presidentialȱ orȱ
legislative)ȱ electionȱ differȱ substantiallyȱ inȱ theirȱ
subsequentȱ evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ politicalȱ system,ȱ
withȱ winnersȱ viewingȱ suchȱ thingsȱ asȱ theȱ
fairnessȱ ofȱ elections,ȱ theȱ responsivenessȱ ofȱ
government,ȱandȱtheȱlegitimacyȱofȱtheȱpoliticalȱ
systemȱ inȱ aȱ muchȱ moreȱ positiveȱ lightȱ thanȱ
thoseȱ whoȱ votedȱ forȱ aȱ losingȱ candidate.ȱ Thisȱ
effectȱ mayȱ alsoȱ applyȱ toȱ theȱ economicȱ system,ȱ
withȱ losersȱ havingȱ moreȱ negativeȱ evaluationsȱ
andȱwinnersȱhavingȱmoreȱpositiveȱevaluations.ȱ
well-informed respondent while high levels of news
consumption in Uruguay should produce a more positive
view of the economy.

Figure 4. An Informational and Political Model of Evaluations
of the National Economy

R-Squared =0.254
F=289.954
N =36438

Size of Place of Residence
Quintiles of Wealth
Age
Educational Level
Male
Incumbent Party Identifier
Winner
Loser
Personal Economic Experience
News Consumption
-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)

Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Includingȱ theȱ effectȱ ofȱ electoralȱ winnersȱ andȱ
losersȱ (thatȱ is,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ votedȱ forȱ theȱ
incumbentȱ andȱ thoseȱ whoȱ didȱ not)ȱ isȱ
particularlyȱ importantȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ
theȱCaribbean,ȱwhereȱinȱmanyȱcontextsȱpartisanȱ
identitiesȱ areȱ notȱ widespreadȱ orȱ stronglyȱ held.ȱ
Yet,ȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ partisanshipȱ doȱ notȱ
precludeȱ theȱ possibilityȱ ofȱ politicalȱ factorsȱ
influencingȱ economicȱ evaluations.ȱ Thereforeȱ itȱ
isȱ importantȱ toȱ includeȱ bothȱ typesȱ ofȱ politicalȱ
factorsȱ inȱ theȱ model.ȱ Theȱ expectationȱ forȱ theirȱ
effectsȱ isȱ similar:ȱ individualsȱ seekȱ consistencyȱ
betweenȱtheirȱpoliticalȱchoicesȱandȱattitudes.ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
Iȱ againȱ useȱ OLSȱ regressionȱ analysisȱ toȱ testȱ theȱ
hypothesizedȱ effectsȱ ofȱ informationȱ andȱ
politicalȱfactorsȱonȱevaluationsȱofȱtheȱeconomy.7ȱ
Personalȱ
economicȱ
experienceȱ
isȱ
operationalizedȱ usingȱ anȱ itemȱ inȱ theȱ surveyȱ
thatȱ mirrorsȱ theȱ questionȱ onȱ theȱ nationalȱ
economyȱ butȱ asksȱ aboutȱ theȱ respondent’sȱ
personalȱ situationȱ (IDIO2).ȱ Itȱ isȱ codedȱ inȱ theȱ
sameȱ wayȱ asȱ evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ
economy.ȱ Newsȱ consumptionȱ isȱ measuredȱ
usingȱanȱitemȱthatȱasksȱhowȱoftenȱrespondentsȱ
payȱ attentionȱ toȱ theȱ newsȱ inȱ severalȱ differentȱ
As with the first model, I also ran the second model using
ordered logit. The results arrived at the same conclusions
as those presented above.

7
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mediaȱ (GI0).ȱ Theȱ responsesȱ rangeȱ fromȱ 0ȱ
(“Never”)ȱ toȱ 4ȱ (“Daily”).ȱ Asȱ forȱ theȱ politicalȱ
variables,ȱ identificationȱ withȱ theȱ incumbentȱ
partyȱ isȱ aȱ dummyȱ variableȱ withȱ thoseȱ
sympathizingȱwithȱtheȱpartyȱinȱpowerȱcodedȱasȱ
1ȱandȱallȱotherȱrespondentsȱcodedȱasȱ0.ȱPoliticalȱ
winnersȱ andȱ losersȱ areȱ bothȱ dummyȱ variables,ȱ
capturingȱ whetherȱ aȱ respondentȱ votedȱ forȱ theȱ
winningȱorȱlosingȱsideȱrespectivelyȱinȱtheȱmostȱ
recentȱ electionȱ forȱ executiveȱ office.ȱ Theȱ
referenceȱcategoryȱisȱnonȬvoters.ȱȱȱ
Figureȱ 4ȱ presentsȱ theȱ normalizedȱ regressionȱ
coefficientsȱ fromȱ anȱ analysisȱ thatȱ includesȱ allȱ
theȱvariablesȱfromȱtheȱpriorȱanalysis,ȱplusȱtheseȱ
newȱ indicators.ȱ Again,ȱ countryȱ levelȱ dummiesȱ
areȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ modelȱ butȱ notȱ shown.ȱ Theȱ
effectsȱ ofȱ theȱ threeȱ politicalȱ variablesȱ areȱ allȱ
significantȱ andȱ inȱ theirȱ expectedȱ directions.ȱ
Identificationȱwithȱtheȱincumbentȱpartyȱresultsȱ
inȱ aȱ moreȱ positiveȱ evaluationȱ ofȱ theȱ nation’sȱ
economicȱ performanceȱ andȱ respondentsȱ whoȱ
votedȱ forȱ theȱ winnerȱ inȱ theȱ lastȱ nationalȱ
electionȱalsoȱhaveȱaȱmoreȱpositiveȱevaluationȱofȱ
theȱeconomyȱrelativeȱtoȱthoseȱwhoȱdidȱnotȱcastȱ
aȱvote.ȱȱThoseȱwhoȱvotedȱforȱaȱlosingȱcandidateȱ
orȱ partyȱ haveȱ aȱ moreȱ negativeȱ evaluationȱ
comparedȱtoȱnonȬvoters.ȱȱȱȱȱ
Theȱ resultsȱ inȱ Figureȱ 4ȱ alsoȱ provideȱ insightsȱ
intoȱ theȱ importanceȱ ofȱ individualȱ informationȱ
sources.ȱ Weȱ seeȱ aȱ powerfulȱ effectȱ ofȱ personalȱ
economicȱ experienceȱ onȱ nationalȱ evaluations,ȱ
evenȱ afterȱ controllingȱ forȱ theȱ otherȱ factorsȱ
includedȱ inȱ theȱ model.8ȱ Newsȱ consumptionȱ
doesȱnotȱseemȱtoȱhaveȱaȱdiscernibleȱlinearȱeffectȱ
onȱ economicȱ evaluations.9ȱ Withȱ respectȱ toȱ
8 Given the proximity of the IDIO2 and SOCT2 items in the
survey, it is possible that respondents are inclined to
provide similar assessments. Therefore, the same
regression analysis was run only replacing IDIO2 with
Q10E, which asks about changes in the respondent’s
income in the previous year and is located further down
the survey. The results of this analysis arrived at the same
conclusions as those reported using IDIO2.
9 Iȱdoȱnotȱfindȱsupportȱforȱtheȱ possibilityȱthatȱ theȱ effectȱofȱ
personalȱexperienceȱisȱstrengthenedȱ(asȱpredictedȱbyȱMutzȱ
1994)ȱ orȱ attenuatedȱ (Conoverȱ etȱ al.ȱ 1986)ȱ asȱ anȱ individualȱ
consumesȱ moreȱ news.ȱ Rather,ȱ theȱ effectȱ ofȱ personalȱ
economicȱ experienceȱ remainsȱ theȱ sameȱ asȱ aȱ respondentȱ
consumesȱ moreȱ news.ȱ Thisȱ wasȱ testedȱ withȱ anȱ interactionȱ

informationȱ then,ȱ itȱ seemsȱ clearȱ thatȱ citizensȱ
relyȱ heavilyȱ onȱ theirȱ ownȱ personalȱ economicȱ
experiencesȱ inȱ evaluatingȱ theirȱ nation’sȱ
economy.ȱȱ

Discussionȱ
Theȱ aboveȱ resultsȱ provideȱ theȱ basisȱ forȱ someȱ
importantȱ conclusionsȱ regardingȱ citizens’ȱ
evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ economy.ȱ Theȱ
significanceȱofȱtheseȱevaluationsȱisȱunderscoredȱ
byȱ theȱ emphasisȱ placedȱ onȱ economicȱ issuesȱ inȱ
politicalȱlife.ȱIndeed,ȱinȱmanyȱnationalȱcontexts,ȱ
theȱ stateȱ ofȱ theȱ economyȱ isȱ oftenȱ theȱ mostȱ
importantȱ predictorȱ ofȱ presidentialȱ electionsȱ
(LewisȬBeckȱ andȱ Stegmaierȱ 2000).ȱ Whatȱ Iȱ findȱ
acrossȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbeanȱisȱthatȱ
aȱ complexȱ mixȱ ofȱ politicalȱ andȱ experientialȱ
elementsȱ providesȱ theȱ basisȱ forȱ citizens’ȱ
evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ economy.ȱ Politicalȱ
factors,ȱ suchȱ asȱ partisanshipȱ andȱ electoralȱ
outcomes,ȱemergeȱasȱdecisiveȱsourcesȱofȱbiasȱinȱ
individuals’ȱ nationalȱ economicȱ evaluations.ȱ
Regardlessȱ ofȱ theȱ actualȱ stateȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ
economy,ȱ politicalȱ supportersȱ forȱ theȱ
incumbentȱgovernmentȱwillȱhaveȱmoreȱpositiveȱ
evaluationsȱ ofȱ itȱ thanȱ opponents.ȱ Thisȱ findingȱ
isȱ particularlyȱ importantȱ forȱ democraticȱ
accountability.ȱIfȱelectionsȱareȱmeantȱforȱvotersȱ
toȱeitherȱrewardȱorȱpunishȱtheirȱrepresentativesȱ
basedȱ onȱ performanceȱ (inȱ thisȱ case,ȱ economicȱ
performance),ȱ politicalȱ biasȱ inȱ thoseȱ
evaluationsȱofȱperformanceȱposesȱaȱproblemȱforȱ
thisȱ mechanismȱ ofȱ accountability.ȱ However,ȱ itȱ
isȱ possibleȱ thatȱ theȱ directionȱ ofȱ causalityȱ alsoȱ
runsȱ fromȱ economicȱ evaluationsȱ toȱ partisanȱ
support.ȱ Thisȱ typeȱ ofȱ sortingȱ intoȱ politicalȱ
campsȱ basedȱ onȱ performanceȱ evaluationsȱ hasȱ
muchȱ moreȱ benignȱ implicationsȱ forȱ
accountability.ȱ Whileȱ thisȱ reportȱ cannotȱ
provideȱaȱdefinitiveȱconclusionȱonȱtheȱdirectionȱ
ofȱ causality,ȱ thisȱ questionȱ meritsȱ furtherȱ
research.ȱȱȱȱȱ

ofȱ newsȱ consumptionȱ andȱ personalȱ experienceȱ thatȱ wasȱ
includedȱinȱtheȱsameȱmodelȱasȱtheȱresultsȱweȱseeȱinȱFigureȱ
4ȱbutȱnotȱshownȱtoȱsaveȱspace.
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Moreȱ encouragingȱ thoughȱ isȱ theȱ factȱ thatȱ
personalȱ economicȱ experienceȱ alsoȱ emergesȱ asȱ
aȱpowerfulȱpredictorȱofȱone’sȱassessmentȱofȱtheȱ
nationalȱ economy.ȱ Ifȱ weȱ acceptȱ thatȱ mostȱ
people,ȱ mostȱ ofȱ theȱ time,ȱ willȱ notȱ beȱ ableȱ toȱ
accuratelyȱ evaluateȱ theȱ stateȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ
economy,ȱ thenȱ expectingȱ votersȱ toȱ beȱ ableȱ toȱ
effectivelyȱ useȱ theȱ stateȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ
economyȱasȱaȱbasisȱforȱholdingȱtheirȱpoliticiansȱ
accountableȱ isȱ perhapsȱ unrealistic.ȱ Aȱ moreȱ
modest,ȱ butȱ perhapsȱ justȱ asȱ effective,ȱ
mechanismȱ ofȱ democraticȱ accountabilityȱ mayȱ
lieȱinȱtheȱroleȱanȱindividual’sȱassessmentȱofȱherȱ
personalȱ economicȱ situationȱ playsȱ inȱ herȱ
evaluationȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ economy.ȱȱ
Respondentsȱacrossȱ theȱ Americasȱ appearȱ toȱ beȱ
mostȱ influencedȱ byȱ theȱ oneȱ conditionȱ theyȱ
knowȱbest,ȱtheirȱownȱeconomicȱsituation,ȱwhenȱ
askedȱ toȱ evaluateȱ theȱ economyȱ asȱ aȱ whole.ȱ
Clearȱ politicalȱ biasesȱ existȱ inȱ thisȱ evaluation,ȱ
thusȱ muddyingȱ theȱ watersȱ ofȱ accountability.ȱ
However,ȱ atȱ itsȱ core,ȱ anȱ assessmentȱ ofȱ theȱ
nationalȱeconomyȱappearsȱmostȱdrivenȱbyȱwhatȱ
isȱhappeningȱtoȱcitizens’ȱpersonalȱeconomiesȱonȱ
aȱdailyȱbasis.ȱȱȱ
Finally,ȱ thisȱ reportȱ wasȱ limitedȱ inȱ itsȱ abilityȱ toȱ
studyȱ outsideȱ informationȱ sourcesȱ thatȱ wouldȱ
beȱ expectedȱ toȱ influenceȱ nationalȱ economicȱ
outlook.ȱ Forȱ example,ȱ thereȱ wasȱ noȱ significantȱ
effectȱ ofȱ newsȱ consumption.ȱ However,ȱ itȱ mayȱ
beȱ thatȱ theȱ contentȱ ofȱ newsȱ isȱ moreȱ
consequentialȱ
forȱ
evaluationsȱ
thanȱ
consumptionȱ perȱ se.ȱ Thereȱ areȱ likelyȱ nationalȱ
levelȱ indicatorsȱ thatȱ areȱ suggestiveȱ ofȱ theȱ
contentȱofȱnewsȱwithinȱaȱgivenȱcountry.ȱWhileȱ
thisȱanalysisȱfocusedȱsolelyȱonȱindividualȱlevelȱ
explanations,ȱ contextualȱ factorsȱ areȱ likelyȱ toȱ
accountȱforȱaȱsubstantialȱpartȱofȱtheȱvariationȱinȱ
citizens’ȱsociotropicȱopinionsȱandȱtheyȱofferȱanȱ
avenueȱforȱfurtherȱresearch.ȱȱ

Referencesȱ

Conover,ȱ Pamelaȱ J.,ȱ Stanleyȱ Feldman,ȱ andȱ
Kathleenȱ Knight.ȱ 1986.ȱ “Judgingȱ
Inflationȱ andȱ Unemployment:ȱ Theȱ
Originsȱ ofȱ Retrospectiveȱ Evaluations.”ȱ
JournalȱofȱPoliticsȱ48ȱ(3):ȱ565Ȭ588.ȱ
Duch,ȱ Raymondȱ M.,ȱ Harveyȱ D.ȱ Palmer,ȱ andȱ
Christopherȱ J.ȱ Anderson.ȱ 2000.ȱȱ
“Heterogeneityȱ inȱ Perceptionsȱ ofȱ
Nationalȱ
Economicȱ
Conditions.”ȱ
Americanȱ Journalȱ ofȱ Politicalȱ Scienceȱ 44ȱ
(4):ȱ635Ȭ652.ȱȱ
Fiorina,ȱ Morrisȱ P.ȱ 1981.ȱ Retrospectiveȱ Votingȱ inȱ
Americanȱ Nationalȱ Elections.ȱ Newȱ
Haven:ȱYaleȱUniversityȱPress.ȱ
Funk,ȱCarolynȱL.ȱandȱPatriciaȱA.ȱGarciaȬMonet.ȱ
1997.ȱ “Theȱ Relationshipȱ betweenȱ
Personalȱ andȱ Nationalȱ Concernsȱ inȱ
Publicȱ
Perceptionsȱ
aboutȱ
theȱ
Economy.”ȱ Politicalȱ Researchȱ Quarterlyȱ
50ȱ(2):ȱ317Ȭ342.ȱȱ
LewisȬBeck,ȱ Michaelȱ S.ȱ andȱ Martinȱ Paldam.ȱ
2000.ȱ
“Economicȱ
Voting:ȱ
Anȱ
Introduction.”ȱ Electoralȱ Studiesȱ 19ȱ (2):ȱ
113Ȭ121.ȱ
LewisȬBeck,ȱ Michaelȱ S.ȱ andȱ Maryȱ Stegmaier.ȱ
2000.ȱ “Economicȱ Determinantsȱ ofȱ
Electoralȱ Outcomes.”ȱ Annualȱ Reviewȱ ofȱ
PoliticalȱScienceȱ3ȱ(1):ȱ183Ȭ219.ȱȱ
Mutz,ȱ

Dianaȱ C.ȱ 1994.ȱ “Contextualizingȱ
Personalȱ Experience:ȱ Theȱ Roleȱ ofȱ Massȱ
Media.”ȱ Journalȱ ofȱ Politicsȱ 56ȱ (3):ȱ 689Ȭ
714.ȱ

Seligson,ȱ Mitchellȱ A.,ȱ Amyȱ Ericaȱ Smith,ȱ andȱ
Elizabethȱ J.ȱ Zechmeister.ȱ 2012.ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ2012ȱRoundȱDrawsȱ
onȱ Lessonsȱ fromȱ 2010ȱ Surveys.ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱInsightsȱ76.ȱȱ

Bartels,ȱ Larryȱ M.ȱ 2002.ȱ “Beyondȱ theȱ Runningȱ
Tally:ȱ Partisanȱ Biasȱ inȱ Politicalȱ
Perceptions.”ȱ Politicalȱ Behaviorȱ 24ȱ (2):ȱ
117Ȭ150.ȱȱ

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

256

Explaining Evaluations of the National Economy
Oscar Castorena

Appendixȱ
Tableȱ1.ȱPredictorsȱofȱRetrospectiveȱEvaluationsȱofȱtheȱNationalȱEconomyȱinȱ2012ȱȱ

EducationȱLevelȱ
Maleȱ
Age
QuintilesȱofȱWealthȱ
SizeȱofȱPlaceȱofȱResidence
IncumbentȱPartyȱIdentifier
Winner
Loser
PersonalȱEconomicȱExperience
NewsȱConsumption
PersonalȱExperienceȱxȱNewsȱConsumption
Mexico
Guatemala
ElȱSalvador
Honduras
Nicaragua
CostaȱRica
Panama
Colombia
Ecuador
Bolivia
Peru
Paraguay
Chile
Brazil
Venezuela
Argentinaȱȱ
DominicanȱRep.
Haiti
Jamaica
Guyana
Trinidadȱ&ȱTobago
Belize
Suriname
Constantȱ
RȬsquaredȱ
NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ
*ȱp<0.05

Coefficientȱ
Figureȱ2ȱ

StandardȱErrorȱ
Figureȱ2ȱ

Coefficientȱ
Figureȱ3ȱ

StandardȱErrorȱ
Figureȱ3ȱ

0.015*ȱ
0.029*ȱ
Ȭ0.054*ȱ
0.043*ȱ
Ȭ0.007ȱ
ȬȬ
ȬȬȱ
ȬȬ
ȬȬ
ȬȬȱ
ȬȬ
Ȭ0.171*ȱ
Ȭ0.176*ȱ
Ȭ0.190*ȱ
Ȭ0.223*ȱ
Ȭ0.066*ȱ
Ȭ0.131*ȱ
Ȭ0.110*ȱ
Ȭ0.105*ȱ
Ȭ0.054*ȱ
Ȭ0.158*ȱ
Ȭ0.062*ȱ
Ȭ0.103*ȱ
Ȭ0.131*ȱ
Ȭ0.050*ȱ
Ȭ0.109*ȱ
Ȭ0.091*ȱ
Ȭ0.184*ȱ
Ȭ0.164*ȱ
Ȭ0.114*ȱ
Ȭ0.080*ȱ
Ȭ0.113*ȱ
Ȭ0.147*ȱ
Ȭ0.057*ȱ
0.002ȱ
0.075
37,047

0.007ȱ
0.005ȱ
0.006
0.006ȱ
0.007ȱ
ȬȬȱ
ȬȬ
ȬȬȱ
ȬȬ
ȬȬȱ
ȬȬ
0.008
0.007
0.007
0.009
0.009
0.008
0.010
0.008
0.009
0.011
0.008
0.009
0.009
0.009
0.008
0.010
0.007
0.009
0.010
0.009
0.009
0.007
0.011
0.007ȱ

0.001ȱ
0.020*ȱ
Ȭ0.023*ȱ
0.016*ȱ
0.001ȱ
0.087*ȱ
0.049*ȱ
Ȭ0.036*ȱ
0.386*ȱ
Ȭ0.003ȱ
0.015ȱ
Ȭ0.105*ȱ
Ȭ0.106*ȱ
Ȭ0.119*ȱ
Ȭ0.139*ȱ
Ȭ0.045*ȱ
Ȭ0.088*ȱ
Ȭ0.059*ȱ
Ȭ0.072*ȱ
Ȭ0.019*ȱ
Ȭ0.091*ȱ
Ȭ0.023*ȱ
Ȭ0.085*ȱ
Ȭ0.068*ȱ
Ȭ0.038*ȱ
Ȭ0.073*ȱ
Ȭ0.059*ȱ
Ȭ0.127*ȱ
Ȭ0.101*ȱ
Ȭ0.063*ȱ
Ȭ0.033*ȱ
Ȭ0.074*ȱ
Ȭ0.083*ȱ
Ȭ0.016*ȱ
0.000ȱ
0.254
36,438

0.006ȱ
0.005ȱ
0.005ȱ
0.005ȱ
0.006ȱ
0.006ȱ
0.006ȱ
0.005ȱ
0.017ȱ
0.008ȱ
0.019ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.006ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.009ȱ
0.008ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.009ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.008ȱ
0.008ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.008ȱ
0.006ȱ
0.008ȱ
0.008ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.006ȱ
0.008ȱ
0.006ȱ

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱ*p<0.05,ȱtwoȬtailed.ȱCountryȱofȱReference:ȱUruguayȱ
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Politicalȱ connectionsȱ canȱ alsoȱ
askedȱ twoȱ questionsȱ toȱ gaugeȱ personalȱ tiesȱ toȱ
provideȱ accessȱ toȱ patronage.ȱ Citizensȱ whoȱ
theȱpoliticalȱworld:2ȱȱ
knowȱ politiciansȱ personallyȱ mayȱ haveȱ
privilegedȱ accessȱ toȱ whatȱ areȱ oftenȱ calledȱ theȱ
SNW1A.ȱ Doȱ youȱ personallyȱ knowȱ anȱ electedȱ
Ȉspoilsȱ ofȱ office,Ȉȱ suchȱ asȱ publicȱ sectorȱ jobsȱ orȱ
officialȱorȱsomeȱpersonȱwhoȱwasȱaȱcandidateȱinȱ
even,ȱ inȱ someȱ cases,ȱ contracts.ȱ Inȱ sum,ȱ
theȱmostȱrecentȱnational,ȱstate/departmentalȱorȱ
throughoutȱ muchȱ ofȱ theȱ Americas,ȱ politicalȱ
localȱelections?3ȱ
connectionsȱ canȱ oftenȱ beȱ aȱ criticalȱ componentȱ
ofȱone’sȱlifeȱchances.ȱȱ
InȱthisȱInsightsȱreport,ȱIȱexamineȱwhichȱcitizensȱ
inȱtheȱAmericasȱhaveȱpoliticalȱconnections.1ȱTheȱ
2012ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ LAPOPȱ AmericasBarometerȱ

Funding for the 2012 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.

2

In countries without state or departmental elections (ones
at an intermediate tier between local and national), the
questions omitted that level. Non-response was 1.5%
(SNW1A) and 1.0% (SNW1B). Due to limited questionnaire
space, these questions were asked of a split-sample of
respondents.

3

Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
1
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SNW1B.ȱ Andȱ isȱ thisȱ positionȱ atȱ theȱ local,ȱ
state/departmentalȱorȱnationalȱlevel?ȱȱ
Acrossȱ theȱ region,ȱ 31%ȱ ofȱ citizensȱ reportedȱ aȱ
connection;ȱ 52%ȱ ofȱ tiesȱ wereȱ local,ȱ 16%ȱ
state/departmental,ȱ 24%ȱ national,ȱ andȱ 6%ȱ atȱ
multipleȱ levels.ȱ Inȱ Figureȱ 1,ȱ Iȱ presentȱ theȱ
percentageȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ inȱ eachȱ countryȱ
claimingȱ connectionsȱ toȱ localȱ andȱ nonȬlocalȱ
(stateȱorȱnational)ȱpoliticiansȱandȱcandidates.ȱInȱ
mostȱ countries,ȱ localȱ tiesȱ areȱ moreȱ prevalentȱ
thanȱ nonȬlocal.ȱ Thisȱ isȱ notȱ surprising,ȱ sinceȱ
localȱ governmentȱ isȱ closestȱ toȱ citizens.ȱ Localȱ
politiciansȱ mayȱ liveȱ inȱ oneȇsȱ ownȱ city,ȱ village,ȱ
orȱevenȱneighborhood,ȱandȱdoȱnotȱmigrateȱtoȱaȱ
distantȱ capitalȱ forȱ work.ȱ Also,ȱ typicallyȱ thereȱ
areȱ moreȱ localȱ thanȱ stateȱ orȱ nationalȱ electedȱ
offices,ȱincreasingȱtheȱchancesȱthatȱcitizensȱwillȱ
developȱ tiesȱ withȱ localȱ politicians.ȱ Inȱ fact,ȱ aȱ
commonȱ argumentȱ forȱ theȱ decentralizationȱ ofȱ
governmentȱresponsibilitiesȱtoȱtheȱlocalȱlevelȱisȱ
thatȱcitizensȱwillȱhaveȱaȱgreaterȱopportunityȱtoȱ
interactȱ withȱ theȱ politicalȱ systemȱ atȱ theȱ localȱ
level,ȱandȱallowȱofficialsȱtoȱtailorȱpolicyȱtoȱlocalȱ
circumstancesȱ (Hiskeyȱ andȱ Seligsonȱ 2003;ȱ
Lassenȱ andȱ Seritzlewȱ 2011).ȱ Personalȱ tiesȱ toȱ
localȱ politiciansȱ areȱ particularlyȱ prevalentȱ inȱ
theȱ Dominicanȱ Republic,ȱ Brazil,ȱ andȱ Elȱ
Salvador,ȱ whileȱ fewerȱ thanȱ 10%ȱ ofȱ citizensȱ
reportȱ suchȱ tiesȱ inȱ Nicaragua,ȱ Guyana,ȱ orȱ
Honduras.ȱ
Atȱ theȱ sameȱ time,ȱ nonȬlocalȱ tiesȱ outstripȱ localȱ
onesȱ inȱ Uruguayȱ andȱ manyȱ Caribbeanȱ andȱ
Centralȱ Americanȱ countries.ȱ Theseȱ resultsȱ
suggestȱthatȱcitizensȱhaveȱbetterȱaccessȱtoȱnonȬ
localȱ politiciansȱ inȱ smallerȱ countries.ȱ Inȱ
countriesȱ suchȱ asȱ Uruguayȱ (populationȱ 3.4ȱ
million),ȱ Jamaicaȱ (2.7ȱ million)ȱ andȱ Belizeȱ
(310,000),ȱcommutesȱfromȱoutlyingȱareasȱtoȱtheȱ
capitalȱ mayȱ oftenȱ beȱ relativelyȱ short,ȱ andȱ
nationalȬlevelȱ politiciansȱ mayȱ liveȱ inȱ theȱ sameȱ
localitiesȱ asȱ constituents.ȱ Inȱ addition,ȱ thoughȱ
smallȱ countriesȱ haveȱ smallerȱ nationalȱ
legislatures,ȱ theyȱ nonethelessȱ haveȱ moreȱ
legislatorsȱperȱcapita.4ȱFurthermore,ȱtheȱroleȱofȱ

localȱ governmentsȱ inȱ theȱ livesȱ ofȱ citizensȱ inȱ
theseȱ smallerȱ countriesȱ tendsȱ toȱ beȱ subsumedȱ
byȱ aȱ moreȱ powerfulȱ nationalȱ government,ȱ
makingȱ theȱ valueȱ ofȱ nationalȱ politicalȱ
connectionsȱfarȱgreaterȱthanȱinȱlargerȱcountriesȱ
whereȱ localȱ governmentsȱ haveȱ aȱ moreȱ
significantȱroleȱinȱtheȱlivesȱofȱcitizens.ȱȱ

WhoȱHasȱPoliticalȱConnections?ȱ
Inȱ theȱ followingȱ sectionsȱ Iȱ exploreȱ whichȱ
citizensȱ areȱ mostȱ likelyȱ toȱ haveȱ personalȱ tiesȱ
withȱ theȱ politicalȱ world.ȱ Iȱ startȱ withȱ theȱ
individualȱ characteristicsȱ ofȱ theȱ politicallyȱ
connected.ȱ Becauseȱ theȱ individualȬlevelȱ
determinantsȱofȱnonȬlocalȱandȱlocalȱconnectionsȱ
turnȱ outȱ toȱ beȱ similar,ȱ Iȱ analyzeȱ theȱ twoȱ typesȱ
ofȱtiesȱtogether.5ȱȱ
Withȱ littleȱ researchȱ directlyȱ relatedȱ toȱ theȱ
questionȱ ofȱ politicalȱ connections,ȱ Iȱ beginȱ withȱ
theȱ propositionȱ thatȱ thoseȱ individualsȱ moreȱ
engagedȱ withȱ theirȱ politicalȱ systemȱ willȱ beȱ
moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ haveȱ personalȱ politicalȱ
connections.ȱ Thus,ȱ Iȱ considerȱ suchȱ factorsȱ asȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ communityȱ participation,ȱ politicalȱ
activism,ȱ interestȱ inȱ politics,ȱ socioeconomicȱ
status,ȱgenderȱandȱage.ȱIȱdealȱwithȱeachȱofȱtheseȱ
inȱturn.ȱȱ
First,ȱ involvementȱ inȱ communityȱ groupsȱ mayȱ
allowȱ forȱ increasedȱ accessȱ toȱ politicians.ȱ Notȱ
onlyȱ doȱ politiciansȱ seekȱ outȱ suchȱ groupsȱ toȱ
contactȱ manyȱ constituentsȱ atȱ once,ȱ butȱ suchȱ
groupsȱalsoȱmayȱcontactȱpoliticiansȱtoȱpromoteȱ
theirȱ ownȱ interests.ȱ Thisȱ mayȱ beȱ trueȱ evenȱ ofȱ
groupsȱ thatȱ areȱ notȱ explicitlyȱ political,ȱ suchȱ asȱ
religiousȱ andȱ schoolȱ organizations.ȱ Iȱ thereforeȱ
includeȱasȱoneȱpredictorȱofȱpoliticalȱconnectionsȱ
membershipȱ inȱ severalȱ typesȱ ofȱ communityȱ
organizations:ȱ
communityȱ
improvementȱ

correlation between a country's population and number of
legislative seats is .83, but the correlation between the
population and per capita size of legislature is -.31.
In the appendix I present tables with full results breaking
out the determinants of local and non-local connections
separately.

5

Analysis is author's own, based on data from the UNDP
and the World Bank Database of Political Institutions. The
4
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committees,ȱ religiousȱ organizations,ȱ andȱ
schoolȬrelatedȱparentsȇȱassociations.6ȱ
Myȱ nextȱ expectationȱ isȱ thatȱ thoseȱ activelyȱ
engagedȱinȱpoliticsȱwillȱbeȱmuchȱmoreȱlikelyȱ
toȱ knowȱ politicians.ȱ Someȱ peopleȱ becomeȱ
acquaintedȱ withȱ leadersȱ throughȱ politicalȱ
activism;ȱ forȱ others,ȱ personalȱ tiesȱ toȱ
politiciansȱ mayȱ leadȱ toȱ politicalȱ activism.ȱ
Whicheverȱ wayȱ theȱ causalȱ arrowȱ points,ȱ Iȱ
expectȱtoȱfindȱaȱcorrelationȱbetweenȱactivismȱ
andȱ politicalȱ ties.ȱ Iȱ examineȱ twoȱ aspectsȱ ofȱ
activism:ȱ participationȱ inȱ meetingsȱ ofȱ aȱ
politicalȱ partyȱ orȱ organization;ȱ andȱ workȱ forȱ
aȱ partyȱ orȱ candidateȱ duringȱ aȱ politicalȱ
campaign.7ȱ
Third,ȱ andȱ relatedly,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ moreȱ
engagedȱ withȱ andȱ interestedȱ inȱ politicsȱ onȱ aȱ
psychologicalȱ levelȱ shouldȱ beȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
makeȱ theȱ effortȱ toȱ knowȱ politicians.ȱ Thus,ȱ Iȱ
includeȱ asȱ predictorsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ connectionsȱ aȱ
measureȱ ofȱ politicalȱ interest,ȱ asȱ wellȱ asȱ
variablesȱ forȱ whetherȱ anȱ individualȱ identifiesȱ
withȱ aȱ politicalȱ partyȱ andȱ whetherȱ sheȱ
identifiesȱwithȱtheȱpoliticalȱleftȱorȱright.8ȱ
Fourth,ȱsocioeconomicȱstatusȱ(SES)ȱshouldȱalsoȱ
affectȱ theȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ knowingȱ aȱ politician.ȱ
CitizensȱwithȱhighȱSESȱareȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱgrowȱ
upȱ withȱ futureȱ politicians,ȱ toȱ liveȱ inȱ theirȱ
neighborhoodsȱ asȱ adults,ȱ andȱ toȱ haveȱ
politiciansȱ inȱ theirȱ personalȱ orȱ professionalȱ
networks.ȱIȱthereforeȱincludeȱbothȱrespondents’ȱ
educationȱ levelsȱ andȱ wealthȱ quintilesȱ toȱ assessȱ

6 Variables CP6, CP7, and CP8 are each recoded on a 0-100
scale, with higher values representing more frequent
participation.

Campaign work is an indicator based on PP2, with
activists recoded as 100. Participation in political meetings
is based on CP13, and is recoded on a 0-100 scale, with
higher values indicating more frequent participation.
7

8 Political interest, based on POL1, is again recoded 0-100.
To measure ideology, indicator variables are coded 1 for
those who identify as 1, 2, or 3 (leftist), or as 8, 9, or 10
(rightist) on the 1-10 ideological self-placement scale
(variable L1). Party identification is an indicator based on
VB10, with identifiers recoded as 100, and non-identifiers
as 0.

Figure 2. Individual Characteristics of the Politically
Connected in the Americas
F=39.631
N =13495
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Worked for a Campaign
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

theȱ roleȱ ofȱ socioeconomicȱ statusȱ inȱ theȱ
developmentȱofȱpersonalȱtiesȱtoȱpoliticians.9ȱȱ
Fifth,ȱ weȱ mightȱ alsoȱ expectȱ ageȱ andȱ genderȱ toȱ
influenceȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ knowingȱ aȱ
politician.ȱ Womenȱ andȱ youngȱ adultsȱ mayȱ beȱ
lessȱlikelyȱthanȱolderȱmenȱtoȱhaveȱpoliticiansȱinȱ
theirȱ peerȱ groups,ȱ andȱ alsoȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ haveȱ
professionalȱ networksȱ thatȱ overlapȱ withȱ theȱ
politicalȱworld.ȱSimilarly,ȱwithȱtheȱpoliticalȱeliteȱ
ofȱ manyȱ countriesȱ historicallyȱ madeȱ upȱ ofȱ
largelyȱwhiteȱandȱlightȬskinnedȱindividuals,ȱweȱ
mightȱalsoȱexpectȱskinȱcolorȱtoȱbeȱaȱpredictorȱofȱ
politicalȱconnections.ȱMoreȱrecently,ȱthough,ȱanȱ
indigenousȱpoliticalȱclassȱhasȱemergedȱinȱsomeȱ
countriesȱ thatȱ mayȱ increaseȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ thatȱ
indigenousȱ citizensȱ willȱ alsoȱ haveȱ politicalȱ
connections.ȱ Iȱ includeȱ dummyȱ variables,ȱ then,ȱ
toȱaccountȱforȱtheseȱtwoȱpossibilities.ȱ
Inȱ Figureȱ 2,ȱ Iȱ assessȱ theȱ individualȬlevelȱ
determinantsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ connectionsȱ andȱ findȱ
strongȱ supportȱ forȱ manyȱ ofȱ theȱ propositionsȱ
putȱforth.ȱȱTheȱfigureȱpresentsȱcoefficientsȱfromȱ
aȱ logisticȱ regressionȱ model.ȱ Whenȱ theȱ dotȱ

Education is based on variable ED, and is recoded 0) no
education, 1) elementary, 2) secondary, and 3) higher
education. Wealth quintile is coded 1-5, as described in
Córdova (2009).

9
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correspondingȱtoȱaȱvariableȱfallsȱtoȱtheȱrightȱofȱ
theȱ greenȱaxisȱ atȱ0.0,ȱ thatȱvariableȱ isȱ positivelyȱ
relatedȱ toȱ knowingȱ politicians;ȱ whenȱ itȱ fallsȱ toȱ
theȱ left,ȱ itȱ isȱ negativelyȱ relatedȱ toȱ politicalȱ
connections.ȱTheȱbracketȱsurroundingȱeachȱdotȱ
isȱtheȱ95%ȱconfidenceȱintervalȱforȱtheȱestimate.ȱ
Whenȱtheȱconfidenceȱintervalȱdoesȱnotȱoverlapȱ
theȱaxisȱatȱ0.0,ȱweȱcanȱbeȱ95%ȱconfidentȱthatȱtheȱ
respectiveȱ variableȱ isȱ significantlyȱ relatedȱ toȱ
politicalȱ connections.ȱ Becauseȱ theȱ coefficientsȱ
areȱ standardized,ȱ theȱ sizeȱ ofȱ theȱ coefficientȱ
representsȱ theȱ magnitudeȱ ofȱ theȱ variableȇsȱ
associationȱwithȱsocialȱcapital.ȱȱ
Weȱ seeȱ fromȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ that,ȱ asȱ expected,ȱ thoseȱ
involvedȱ inȱ anyȱ ofȱ theȱ threeȱ communityȱ
organizationsȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ modelȱ areȱ moreȱ
likelyȱ toȱ knowȱ politicians.ȱ Usingȱ anȱ indexȱ ofȱ
theseȱthreeȱkindsȱofȱcommunityȱactivism,ȱIȱfindȱ
thatȱ movingȱ fromȱ theȱ minimumȱ toȱ maximumȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ engagementȱ raisesȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ
knowingȱaȱpoliticianȱfromȱ26%ȱtoȱ48%.10ȱȱ
Politicalȱ activismȱ mattersȱ evenȱ moreȱ thanȱ
communityȱ participation.ȱ Amongȱ thoseȱ whoȱ
sayȱtheyȱhaveȱworkedȱforȱaȱcampaign,ȱ65%ȱareȱ
predictedȱtoȱknowȱaȱpolitician,ȱversusȱonlyȱ27%ȱ
ofȱ thoseȱ whoȱ haveȱ notȱ doneȱ so.ȱSimilarly,ȱ 58%ȱ
ofȱ thoseȱ whoȱ attendȱ partyȱ meetingsȱ areȱ
predictedȱ toȱ knowȱ politicians,ȱ asȱ opposedȱ toȱ
27%ȱofȱnonȬattenders.ȱȱ
Notȱ surprisingly,ȱ citizensȱ acrossȱ theȱ Americasȱ
whoȱ areȱ moreȱ interestedȱ inȱ politicsȱ andȱ whoȱ
identifyȱ withȱ partiesȱ andȱ ideologicalȱ positionsȱ
areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ becomeȱ acquaintedȱ withȱ
politicians.ȱ Politicalȱ interestȱ andȱ partyȱ
identificationȱ areȱ particularlyȱ important,ȱ whileȱ
identifyingȱ withȱ theȱ ideologicalȱ rightȱ orȱ leftȱ
doesȱ notȱ seemȱ toȱ haveȱ aȱ significantȱ impactȱ onȱ
theȱlikelihoodȱofȱknowingȱaȱpolitician.ȱ
Socialȱstatusȱis,ȱasȱexpected,ȱstronglyȱassociatedȱ
withȱ politicalȱ connections.ȱ Amongȱ thoseȱ withȱ
higherȱeducation,ȱ39%ȱareȱpredictedȱtoȱknowȱaȱ
politician,ȱasȱopposedȱtoȱonlyȱ21%ȱofȱthoseȱwhoȱ
reportȱ noȱ formalȱ education.ȱ Householdȱ wealthȱ

isȱ aȱ significantȱ butȱ moreȱ minorȱ determinant,ȱ
raisingȱ theȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ knowingȱ aȱ politicianȱ
fromȱ 29%ȱ inȱ theȱ bottomȱ quintileȱ toȱ 34%ȱ inȱ theȱ
top.ȱ Genderȱ andȱ ageȱ alsoȱ matter.ȱ Onlyȱ 29%ȱ ofȱ
women,ȱ comparedȱ toȱ 35%ȱ ofȱ men,ȱ areȱ
predictedȱ toȱ knowȱ politicians.ȱ Inȱ anȱ analysisȱ
notȱ shownȱ here,ȱ Iȱ findȱ thatȱ theȱ relationshipȱ
betweenȱ ageȱ andȱ politicalȱ connectionsȱ isȱ
curvilinear,ȱwithȱrespondentsȱbetweenȱtheȱagesȱ
ofȱ 45ȱ andȱ 65ȱ theȱ mostȱ likelyȱ toȱ knowȱ aȱ
politician.ȱ Finally,ȱ onceȱ accountingȱ forȱ theȱ
impactȱofȱallȱofȱtheseȱfactors,ȱtheȱimpactȱofȱskinȱ
colorȱ onȱ politicalȱ connectionsȱ appearsȱ toȱ beȱ
minimal.ȱ

WhatȱKindsȱofȱPlacesȱEncourageȱ
PoliticalȱConnections?ȱ
Theȱresultsȱfromȱtheȱpreviousȱsectionȱshowȱthatȱ
thoseȱwhoȱknowȱpoliticiansȱinȱtheȱAmericasȱareȱ
quiteȱ differentȱ fromȱ thoseȱ whoȱ doȱ not.ȱ Theȱ
politicallyȱconnectedȱareȱbetterȱeducated,ȱmoreȱ
involvedȱ inȱ theirȱ communitiesȱ andȱ inȱ politics,ȱ
moreȱ engagedȱ withȱ theȱ politicalȱ system,ȱ andȱ
somewhatȱolderȱandȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱbeȱmale.ȱAtȱ
theȱ sameȱ time,ȱ theȱ discussionȱ presentedȱ inȱ theȱ
introductionȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ citizensȱ inȱ someȱ
placesȱhaveȱmoreȱopportunitiesȱtoȱgetȱtoȱknowȱ
politiciansȱthanȱcitizensȱinȱotherȱplaces.ȱ
Inȱ thisȱ section,ȱ Iȱ considerȱ theȱ roleȱ anȱ
individual’sȱ communityȱ andȱ countryȱ playȱ inȱ
theȱ probabilityȱ thatȱ sheȱ knowsȱ aȱ politician.ȱ Iȱ
focusȱ firstȱ onȱ theȱ sizeȱ ofȱ one’sȱ community.ȱ
Opportunitiesȱ toȱ knowȱ localȱ politiciansȱ shouldȱ
beȱstronglyȱrelatedȱtoȱcityȱsize.ȱInȱsmallerȱcities,ȱ
residentsȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ meetȱ anyȱ givenȱ
otherȱresident,ȱpoliticiansȱincluded.ȱInȱpart,ȱthisȱ
isȱ simplyȱ aboutȱ geographicȱ proximity:ȱ
residentsȱofȱtownsȱandȱsmallȱcitiesȱareȱlikelyȱtoȱ
liveȱ closerȱ toȱ theȱ seatȱ ofȱ powerȱ thanȱ areȱ
residentsȱ ofȱ largeȱ cities.ȱ Andȱ withȱ denserȱ
networks,ȱ residentsȱ ofȱ smallȱ citiesȱ canȱ meetȱ
localȱ politiciansȱ throughȱ multipleȱ personalȱ
acquaintances.ȱȱ

10 All percentages discussed in this section are predicted
probabilities, holding all other variables at their means.
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Figure 3. City and Country Size and Political Connections in the Americas
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Moreover,ȱasȱIȱhaveȱshownȱinȱtheȱcaseȱofȱBrazil,ȱ
theȱ numberȱ ofȱ localȱ politiciansȱ perȱ capitaȱ isȱ
higherȱ inȱ smallȱ cities,ȱ sinceȱ cityȱ councilsȱ andȱ
localȱ partyȱ systemsȱ doȱ notȱ scaleȱ inȱ directȱ
relationȱ toȱ cityȱ sizeȱ (Smithȱ 2012).ȱ Still,ȱ despiteȱ
manyȱ politiciansȱ perȱ capita,ȱ ruralȱ areasȱ mayȱ
provideȱ fewerȱ opportunitiesȱ toȱ meetȱ thoseȱ
politicians,ȱ dueȱ toȱ geographicȱ isolation,ȱ theȱ
dispersionȱofȱtheȱpopulation,ȱandȱthinnerȱsocialȱ
networks,ȱ suggestingȱ aȱ nonlinearȱ relationshipȱ
betweenȱ one’sȱ communityȱ sizeȱ andȱ theȱ
probabilityȱofȱknowingȱaȱpolitician.ȱ
Countryȱsizeȱshouldȱalsoȱbeȱstronglyȱrelatedȱtoȱ
bothȱ localȱ andȱ nonȬlocalȱ politicalȱ ties.ȱ Inȱ
countriesȱ withȱ relativelyȱ lowȱ populationsȱ andȱ
thatȱ areȱ smallȱ geographically,ȱ nationalȬlevelȱ
politiciansȱareȱproportionatelyȱmoreȱnumerous,ȱ
andȱ theyȱ mayȱ liveȱ closerȱ toȱ theirȱ constituents.ȱ
Atȱtheȱsameȱtime,ȱsmallȱcountriesȱtendȱtoȱhaveȱ
highlyȱ centralized,ȱ unitaryȱ politicalȱ systemsȱ

whereȱ localȱ governmentsȱ areȱ ofȱ littleȱ realȱ
import.ȱ Thus,ȱ Iȱ expectȱ connectionsȱ betweenȱ
citizensȱ andȱ politiciansȱ inȱ smaller,ȱ unitaryȱ
systemsȱ toȱ beȱ characterizedȱ moreȱ byȱ nonȬlocalȱ
relationshipsȱ inȱ whichȱ citizensȱ willȱ beȱ moreȱ
likelyȱknowȱnationalȬlevelȱpoliticians.ȱ
Inȱ Figureȱ 3,ȱ Iȱ examineȱ theȱ bivariateȱ
relationshipsȱ betweenȱ politicalȱ ties,ȱ onȱ theȱ oneȱ
hand,ȱ andȱ sizeȱ ofȱ placeȱ ofȱ residenceȱ andȱ
countryȱ population,ȱ onȱ theȱ other.11ȱ Iȱ find,ȱ asȱ
hypothesized,ȱ thatȱ cityȱ sizeȱ isȱ stronglyȱ relatedȱ
toȱ localȱ politicalȱ ties;ȱ whileȱ aȱ quarterȱ ofȱ
residentsȱinȱsmallȱcitiesȱknowȱaȱlocalȱpolitician,ȱ
onlyȱ anȱ eighthȱ ofȱ residentsȱ ofȱ nationalȱ capitalsȱ
areȱ personallyȱ acquaintedȱ withȱ someoneȱ whoȱ
hasȱ runȱ forȱ orȱ heldȱ localȱ office.ȱ Againȱ asȱ

11 See Appendix A for full, multivariate hierarchical logistic
regression models confirming the statistical significance of
these results.
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expected,ȱ localȱ connectionsȱ areȱ somewhatȱ lessȱ
commonȱ inȱ ruralȱ areasȱ thanȱ inȱ smallȱ cities.ȱ Byȱ
contrast,ȱthereȱisȱnoȱclearȱrelationshipȱbetweenȱ
sizeȱ ofȱ placeȱ ofȱ residenceȱ andȱ nonȬlocalȱ
connections.ȱ Turningȱ toȱ countryȱ size,ȱ Figureȱ 3ȱ
indicatesȱ thatȱ inȱ theȱ smallestȱ countriesȱ nonȬ
localȱconnectionsȱareȱmuchȱmoreȱcommonȱthanȱ
inȱ thoseȱ countriesȱ thatȱ areȱ largerȱ andȱ tendȱ toȱ
haveȱmoreȱdecentralizedȱpoliticalȱsystems.ȱ

andȱatȱtheȱsameȱtimeȱincreasingȱpersonalizationȱ
ofȱpolitics.ȱȱ

Whatȱfostersȱsuchȱties?ȱPoliticalȱconnectionsȱareȱ
toȱ aȱ largeȱ extentȱ selfȬselected;ȱ theyȱ areȱ muchȱ
moreȱ commonȱ amongȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ moreȱ
politicallyȱ andȱ civicallyȱ engaged.ȱ Politicalȱ tiesȱ
alsoȱ accrueȱ toȱ thoseȱ whoseȱ socialȱ networksȱ
containȱ moreȱ sociallyȱ prominentȱ contactsȱ inȱ
general:ȱ thoseȱ withȱ higherȱ
education,ȱ men,ȱ andȱ olderȱ
Thisȱ discussionȱ suggestsȱ
citizens.ȱ Atȱ theȱ sameȱ time,ȱ thisȱ
thatȱ inȱ countriesȱ whereȱ theȱ
Citizensȱinȱsomeȱ
electoralȱ andȱ partyȱ systemsȱ
importantȱ formȱ ofȱ socialȱ capitalȱ
placesȱhaveȱmoreȱ
produceȱ moreȱ candidatesȱ –ȱ
isȱaȱproductȱofȱnotȱonlyȱpersonalȱ
inȱparticular,ȱwhereȱtheȱratioȱ
opportunityȱtoȱgetȱtoȱ butȱ alsoȱ contextualȱ factors.ȱ
ofȱ candidatesȱ toȱ citizensȱ isȱ
Thus,ȱ aȱ country’sȱ geographicȱ
knowȱpoliticians.ȱ
higherȱ –ȱ moreȱ citizensȱ willȱ
andȱdemographicȱcharacteristicsȱ
knowȱ politicians.ȱ Inȱ aȱ
areȱ importantȱ determinantsȱ ofȱ
preliminaryȱ analysis,ȱ Iȱ
theȱ supplyȱ ofȱ potentialȱ politicalȱ
developedȱ aȱ roughȱ estimateȱ ofȱ theȱ perȱ capitaȱ
contacts.ȱ Asȱ institutionalȱ designersȱ considerȱ
modificationsȱ toȱ electoralȱ systems,ȱ theyȱ mayȱ
numberȱ ofȱ candidatesȱ inȱ nationalȱ electionsȱ byȱ
considerȱ theȱ potentialȱ socialȱ capitalȱ
multiplyingȱtheȱnumberȱofȱseatsȱinȱtheȱnationalȱ
legislatureȱ byȱ theȱ numberȱofȱ parties,ȱ assumingȱ
consequencesȱ ofȱ differentȱ configurationsȱ ofȱ
eachȱpartyȱrunsȱaȱcandidateȱforȱeveryȱseat,ȱandȱ
institutions.ȱ
dividingȱ byȱ theȱ population.ȱ Thisȱ preliminaryȱ
estimateȱturnsȱoutȱtoȱbeȱstronglyȱrelatedȱtoȱbothȱ
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Appendix
Tableȱ1.ȱDeterminantsȱofȱLocalȱandȱNonȬlocalȱPoliticalȱConnectionsȱinȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ2012ȱ(Multilevelȱ
LogisticȱRegressionȱModels)ȱ
Localȱ
Connectionsȱ
EducationalȱLevelȱ
Woman
Ageȱ
QuintilesȱofȱWealthȱ
LightȱSkinȱ(1Ȭ3)ȱ
DarkȱSkinȱ(8Ȭ11)ȱ
PoliticalȱInterestȱ
Leftistȱ
Rightistȱ
ReligiousȱOrganizationȱParticipationȱ
ParentsȇȱAssociationȱParticipationȱ
CommunityȱImprovementȱGroupȱParticipationȱ
NationalȱCapitalȱ(MetropolitanȱArea)
LargeȱCity
MediumȱCity
SmallȱCityȱ
CountryȱPopulationȱ(Logged)ȱ
FederalȱCountry
Constant
NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ

StateȱorȱFederalȱ
Connectionsȱ

0.240*ȱ

0.349*ȱ

(0.036)ȱ

(0.040)ȱ

Ȭ0.179*

Ȭ0.239*ȱ

(0.047)ȱ

(0.052)ȱ

0.007*ȱ

0.011*ȱ

(0.002)ȱ

(0.002)ȱ

0.069*ȱ

0.071*ȱ

(0.018)ȱ

(0.019)ȱ

0.052

Ȭ0.017ȱ

(0.057)ȱ

(0.068)ȱ

0.087ȱ

0.191*ȱ

(0.083)ȱ

(0.081)ȱ

0.006*ȱ

0.011*ȱ

(0.001)ȱ

(0.001)ȱ

0.083ȱ

0.171*ȱ

(0.059)ȱ

(0.064)ȱ

0.072ȱ

0.194*ȱ

(0.055)ȱ

(0.061)ȱ

0.002*ȱ

0.000ȱ

(0.001)ȱ

(0.001)ȱ

0.004*ȱ

0.004*ȱ

(0.001)ȱ

(0.001)ȱ

0.004*ȱ

0.006*ȱ

(0.001)ȱ

(0.001)ȱ

Ȭ0.764*

Ȭ0.171*ȱ

(0.070)ȱ

(0.073)ȱ

Ȭ0.439*ȱ

0.301*ȱ

(0.075)ȱ

(0.080)ȱ

Ȭ0.029ȱ

0.096ȱ

(0.074)ȱ

(0.086)ȱ

0.347*ȱ

0.219*ȱ

(0.071)ȱ

(0.081)ȱ

0.097

Ȭ0.297*ȱ

(0.106)ȱ

(0.091)ȱ

Ȭ0.070ȱ

0.017ȱ

(0.420)ȱ

(0.364)ȱ

Ȭ3.611*

Ȭ1.118ȱ

(0.936)ȱ

(0.806)ȱ

13942ȱ

13942ȱ

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱ*p<0.05,ȱtwoȬtailed.ȱȱ
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Executive Summary: This AmericasBarometer Insights series report
examines the level of pride that citizens in Latin America, the Caribbean and
North America have in their own countries. The analysis uses data from the
2012 round of the AmericasBarometer surveys and examines the factors that
have a positive influence on national pride. Interpersonal trust, life
satisfaction, and participation in meetings of political parties are positively
related to the level of pride. This suggests that national pride is in part a
function of individuals’ level of civil and political engagement and in part a
function of the level of satisfaction one has with her life.
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N

ationalȱ prideȱ tendsȱ toȱ runȱ
highȱ acrossȱ individualsȱ andȱ
countriesȱ inȱ theȱ Americas,ȱ
butȱ stillȱ someȱ areȱ moreȱ proudȱ ofȱ theirȱ
nationalȱ identityȱ thanȱ others.ȱ Whatȱ
explainsȱ
thisȱ
variationȱ
acrossȱ
individualsȱandȱcountries?ȱTheȱlimitedȱ
researchȱ onȱ thisȱ topicȱ findsȱ aȱ hostȱ ofȱ
political,ȱ socioȬeconomic,ȱ andȱ culturalȱ
characteristicsȱ associatedȱ withȱ highȱ
levelsȱofȱnationalȱprideȱ(Kelleyȱ2002)ȱInȱ
thisȱ AmericasBarometerȱ Insights1ȱ
reportȱ weȱ lookȱ atȱ theseȱ factorsȱ inȱ anȱ
effortȱ toȱ understandȱ variationsȱ inȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ nationalȱ prideȱ acrossȱ citizensȱ
ofȱtheȱAmericas.ȱ

Figure 1: Average Levels of National Pride in the Americas,
2012
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Theȱ analysisȱ usesȱ AmericasBarometerȱ
dataȱ thatȱ measuresȱ respondents’ȱ prideȱ
inȱ theirȱ country,ȱ andȱ assessesȱ bothȱ
individualȱ
andȱ
nationalȬlevelȱ
determinants.ȱ Theȱ 2012ȱ surveyȱ ofȱ theȱ
LatinȱAmericanȱPublicȱOpinionȱProjectȱ
(LAPOP)ȱ wasȱ carriedȱ outȱ inȱ 24ȱ
countriesȱ ofȱ Latinȱ America,ȱ theȱ
Caribbean,ȱasȱwellȱasȱtheȱUnitedȱStatesȱ
andȱ Canada.ȱ Theȱ surveyȱ itemȱ ofȱ
particularȱinterestȱforȱthisȱanalysisȱis:ȱ
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Fundingȱforȱtheȱ2012ȱroundȱmainlyȱcameȱfromȱtheȱUnitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
ImportantȱsourcesȱofȱsupportȱwereȱalsoȱtheȱInterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
DevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ
Thisȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ isȱ solelyȱ producedȱ byȱ LAPOPȱ andȱ theȱ
opinionsȱ expressedȱ areȱ thoseȱ ofȱ theȱ authorsȱ andȱ doȱ notȱ
necessarilyȱ reflectȱ theȱ pointȱ ofȱ viewȱ ofȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ
Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Development,ȱ orȱ anyȱ otherȱ
supportingȱagency.ȱȱ
Prior issues in the Insight series can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.
The dataon which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveydata.php

Responsesȱ wereȱ reȬcodedȱ onȱ aȱ 0Ȭ100ȱ scaleȱ toȱ
followȱ theȱ LAPOPȱ standard,ȱ whichȱ facilitatesȱ
comparabilityȱ acrossȱ questionsȱ andȱ surveyȱ
waves.ȱ
Figureȱ 1ȱ displaysȱ theȱ nationalȱ averageȱ scoresȱ
withȱ theirȱ confidenceȱ intervals.ȱ Theȱ averageȱ
levelȱ ofȱ nationalȱ prideȱ inȱ theȱ Americasȱ isȱ 89.5.ȱ
Theȱfigureȱshowsȱinȱdescendingȱorderȱtheȱmeanȱ
levelȱ ofȱ prideȱ forȱ theȱ 26ȱ countriesȱ coveredȱ byȱ
theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ projectȱ inȱ 2012.ȱ Theȱ
resultsȱrevealȱnationalȱprideȱacrossȱtheȱregionȱisȱ
quiteȱ high.ȱ Itȱ isȱ perhapsȱ noȱ surpriseȱ thatȱ Haitiȱ
registersȱ theȱ lowestȱ valueȱ withȱ 79.3ȱ points,ȱ
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givenȱ thatȱ country’sȱ difficultiesȱ inȱ
recoveringȱ fromȱ theȱ 2010ȱ earthquake.ȱ
However,ȱ itȱ isȱ perhapsȱ moreȱ strikingȱ thatȱ
amongȱ theȱ countriesȱ thatȱ joinȱ Haitiȱ onȱ theȱ
bottomȱ rungȱ ofȱ ourȱ nationalȱ prideȱ rankingsȱ
areȱ fourȱ countriesȱ thatȱ areȱ amongȱ theȱ mostȱ
developedȱ inȱ theȱ region:ȱ Brazil,ȱ Canada,ȱ
Chile,ȱandȱtheȱUnitedȱStates.ȱAlsoȱsomewhatȱ
surprisingȱisȱtheȱfactȱthatȱNicaraguaȱrecordsȱ
theȱ highestȱ levelȱ ofȱ nationalȱ prideȱ inȱ theȱ
regionȱ despiteȱ thatȱ country’sȱ tumultuousȱ
politicalȱ andȱ economicȱ developmentsȱ overȱ
theȱ pastȱ fourȱ decades.ȱ ȱ Givenȱ theseȱ
intriguingȱcrossȬnationalȱresults,ȱweȱexploreȱ
inȱmoreȱdetailȱtheȱquestionȱofȱtheȱsourcesȱofȱ
nationalȱprideȱinȱthisȱInsightsȱreport.ȱȱInȱtheȱ
nextȱ sectionȱ weȱ examineȱ someȱ ofȱ theȱ
nationalȱ andȱ individualȬlevelȱ factorsȱ thatȱ
helpȱ explainȱ whyȱ someȱ citizensȱ expressȱ
prideȱinȱtheirȱcountryȱwhileȱothersȱdoȱnot.ȱ

WhatȱPredictsȱNationalȱPride?ȱ
Weȱ beginȱ ourȱ analysisȱ ofȱ nationalȱ prideȱ byȱ
buildingȱonȱpreviousȱresearchȱonȱthisȱquestion.ȱ
Atȱ theȱ individualȱ level,ȱ Smithȱ andȱ Seokhoȱ
(2006)ȱ findȱ thatȱ nationalȱ prideȱ variesȱ withȱ
citizens’ȱ ageȱ andȱ educationȱ suchȱ thatȱ theȱ
elderlyȱ andȱ lessȱ educatedȱ peopleȱ tendȱ toȱ
registerȱlowerȱlevelsȱofȱnationalȱpride.ȱ
Otherȱ researchȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ aȱ country’sȱ
participationȱ inȱ internationalȱ sportingȱ eventsȱ
suchȱ asȱ theȱ Olympicsȱ tendsȱ toȱ strengthenȱ
nationalȱ pride.ȱ Suchȱ eventsȱ generateȱ aȱ
connectionȱ betweenȱ citizensȱ andȱ leadsȱ toȱ
strongerȱ societalȱ bondsȱ thatȱ canȱ contributeȱ toȱ
greaterȱ prideȱ inȱ theȱ nationȱ asȱ aȱ whole.ȱ
Hilvoordeȱ andȱ Ellingȱ (2010)ȱ findȱ evidenceȱ ofȱ
spikesȱ inȱ nationalȱ prideȱ aroundȱ theseȱ typesȱ ofȱ
internationalȱ competitions.ȱ Accordingȱ toȱ thisȱ
perspective,ȱ then,ȱ weȱ shouldȱ findȱ aȱ somewhatȱ
higherȱlevelȱofȱnationalȱprideȱinȱthoseȱcountriesȱ
thatȱ participatedȱ inȱ theȱ 2010ȱ FIFAȱ Worldȱ Cupȱ
soccerȱ tournamentȱ heldȱ inȱ Southȱ Africa,ȱ
assumingȱ thatȱ suchȱ effectsȱ areȱ durableȱenoughȱ
toȱpersistȱthroughȱtheȱfirstȱfewȱmonthsȱofȱ2012ȱ

Figure 2: Predictors of National Pride in the Americas, 2012
R-squared =0.045
F=58.333
N =34716

13
Participation in protests
Participation in political parties meetings
Participation in community improvement committee
2010 Soccer World Cup participation
Perception of current personal economic situation
Percepción de la situación económica nacional
Interpersonal trust
Crime victimization
System support
Education
Age
Gender
-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

95% Confidence Interval (Design Effect included)
Source: © AmericasBarometer 2012 by LAPOP

whenȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ dataȱ wereȱ
collected.ȱToȱanalyzeȱthisȱfactorȱweȱconstructȱaȱ
dichotomousȱvariableȱthatȱindicatesȱwhetherȱorȱ
notȱ eachȱ ofȱ theȱ 26ȱ countriesȱ inȱ theȱ Americasȱ
participatedȱinȱtheȱ2010ȱWorldȱCup.2ȱ
Weȱalsoȱsuspectȱthatȱone’sȱsatisfactionȱwithȱlifeȱ
willȱ increaseȱ theȱ degreeȱ ofȱ nationalȱ prideȱ sheȱ
reports.ȱ Individualsȱ whoȱ feelȱ moreȱ satisfiedȱ
withȱ theirȱ ownȱ personalȱ livesȱ mayȱ transferȱ
theseȱpositiveȱfeelingsȱtoȱtheȱnationȱasȱaȱwhole,ȱ
resultingȱinȱaȱhighȱlevelȱofȱnationalȱpride.ȱȱ
Theȱ stateȱ ofȱ theȱ economyȱ canȱ alsoȱ playȱ anȱ
importantȱ roleȱ inȱ theȱ nationalȱ prideȱ level.ȱ Theȱ
economyȱ itselfȱ canȱ beȱ anȱ objectȱ ofȱ prideȱ inȱ aȱ
country;ȱ aȱ strongȱ nationalȱ economyȱ canȱ bothȱ
directlyȱaffectȱfeelingsȱtowardȱtheȱcountryȱasȱaȱ
wholeȱ inȱ aȱ positiveȱ wayȱ andȱ alsoȱ haveȱ anȱ
indirectȱ effectȱ onȱ nationalȱ prideȱ throughȱ itsȱ
effectȱ onȱ theȱ qualityȱ andȱ breadthȱ ofȱ culturalȱ
offeringsȱ suchȱ asȱ arts,ȱ music,ȱ andȱ sportingȱ
eventsȱ thatȱ mayȱ alsoȱ resultȱ inȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
nationalȱ prideȱ (Kelley,ȱ 2002).ȱ Asȱ individualsȱ
mightȱmakeȱeitherȱorȱbothȱofȱtheseȱlinksȱbasedȱ
These countries were Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Honduras,
Mexico, Paraguay, United States, and Uruguay.
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onȱ theirȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ theȱ economy,ȱ weȱ expectȱ
toȱ findȱ aȱ positiveȱ relationshipȱ betweenȱ
perceptionsȱofȱtheȱnationalȱeconomyȱandȱone’sȱ
levelȱ ofȱ nationalȱ pride.ȱ Weȱ alsoȱ includeȱ
respondents’ȱ evaluationȱ ofȱ theirȱ personalȱ
economicȱsituation,ȱasȱthisȱtooȱcouldȱcontributeȱ
toȱ moreȱ positiveȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ theȱ nationȱ asȱ aȱ
whole.ȱ Theseȱ economicȱ perceptionsȱ mayȱ beȱ
particularlyȱ importantȱ inȱ 2012ȱ givenȱ that,ȱ forȱ
manyȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ countries,ȱ thisȱ periodȱ
marksȱ theȱ pointȱ atȱ whichȱ economicȱ recoveryȱ
fromȱtheȱ2008Ȭ2009ȱglobalȱfinancialȱcrisisȱwasȱatȱ
itsȱ peak.ȱ Perceptionsȱ ofȱ theȱ abilityȱ ofȱ theseȱ
countriesȱ toȱ weatherȱ thisȱ economicȱ crisisȱ andȱ
reboundȱquicklyȱandȱrobustly,ȱinȱcontrastȱtoȱtheȱ
slowerȱandȱmoreȱtepidȱrecoveryȱinȱEuropeȱandȱ
theȱ Unitedȱ States,ȱ areȱ likelyȱ toȱ haveȱ provedȱ toȱ
beȱaȱpointȱofȱprideȱforȱmanyȱinȱtheȱregion.ȱȱ
Previousȱresearchȱonȱtheȱtopicȱofȱnationalȱprideȱ
alsoȱhighlightsȱtheȱroleȱofȱinterpersonalȱtrustȱinȱ
generatingȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ nationalȱ pride.ȱ Theȱ
abilityȱ toȱ trustȱ one’sȱ neighborsȱ andȱ societyȱ
moreȱ generallyȱisȱ viewedȱasȱaȱ coreȱ componentȱ
ofȱ theȱ foundationȱ ofȱ whatȱ “nationalȱ pride”ȱ
captures.ȱ
Ifȱ anȱ individualȱ doesȱ notȱ trustȱ thoseȱ aroundȱ
her,ȱitȱisȱlessȱlikelyȱthatȱsheȱwillȱexpressȱpositiveȱ
feelingsȱ towardȱ theȱ countryȱ asȱ aȱ wholeȱ (Smithȱ
andȱJarkkoȱ1998).ȱ
Theȱ sameȱlogicȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ thoseȱ individualsȱ
victimizedȱ byȱ crimeȱ willȱ tendȱ toȱ reportȱ lowerȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ nationalȱ prideȱ thanȱ thoseȱ individualsȱ
whoȱ haveȱ neverȱ hadȱ suchȱ anȱ experience.ȱ Likeȱ
peopleȱ withȱ lowȱ levelsȱ ofȱ interpersonalȱ trust,ȱ
crimeȱ victimsȱ mayȱ translateȱ theirȱ individualȱ
experiencesȱ intoȱ aȱ generalȱ negativeȱ
characterizationȱ ofȱ theȱ countryȱ asȱ aȱ whole,ȱ
resultingȱ againȱ inȱ lowȱ levelsȱ ofȱ nationalȱ pride.ȱ
Therefore,ȱ onȱ oneȱ hand,ȱ weȱ expectȱ toȱ findȱ aȱ
positiveȱ relationshipȱ betweenȱ interpersonalȱ
trustȱ andȱ nationalȱ prideȱ and,ȱ onȱ theȱ other,ȱ aȱ
negativeȱ relationshipȱ ofȱ prideȱ withȱ crimeȱ
victimization.ȱȱ
Inȱ theȱ politicalȱ arena,ȱ weȱ expectȱ citizensȱ whoȱ
expressȱhighȱlevelsȱofȱsupportȱforȱtheirȱpoliticalȱ

systemȱ willȱ alsoȱ reportȱ strongȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ
nationalȱ pride.ȱ Thoughȱ theȱ crossȬnationalȱ
comparisonsȱdisplayedȱinȱFigureȱ1ȱmayȱseemȱtoȱ
runȱ counterȱ toȱ thisȱ proposition,ȱ weȱ argueȱ thatȱ
inȱ countriesȱ whereȱ democracyȱ isȱ judgedȱ toȱ beȱ
moreȱ establishedȱ andȱ effective,ȱ andȱ whereȱ
crimeȱandȱcorruptionȱareȱperceivedȱtoȱbeȱlessȱofȱ
aȱ problem,ȱ individualsȱ shouldȱ haveȱ higherȱ
levelsȱofȱnationalȱprideȱ(SmithȱyȱSeokho,ȱ2006).ȱ
Toȱ testȱ thisȱ relationship,ȱ weȱ includedȱ aȱ
“politicalȱ systemȱ support”ȱ indexȱ asȱ anȱ
independentȱ variable.3ȱ Citizensȱ withȱ higherȱ
levelsȱofȱsupportȱforȱtheȱpoliticalȱsystemȱshouldȱ
haveȱstrongerȱfeelingsȱofȱnationalȱpride.ȱ
Finally,ȱ previousȱ researchȱ onȱ thisȱ questionȱ ofȱ
nationalȱprideȱfindsȱthatȱthoseȱindividualsȱwhoȱ
moreȱ activelyȱ participateȱ inȱ conventionalȱ
politicalȱ activitiesȱ tendȱ toȱ beȱ prouderȱ ofȱ theirȱ
countries.ȱ However,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ participateȱ inȱ
nonȬconventionalȱactivitiesȱ(roadblocks,ȱstrikes,ȱ
boycotts,ȱamongȱothers),ȱperhapsȱasȱaȱresultȱofȱ
theirȱ dissatisfactionȱ withȱ theȱ formalȱ politicalȱ
system,ȱ tendȱ toȱ reportȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ nationalȱ
pride.ȱConventionalȱactivitiesȱareȱpromotedȱbyȱ
democraticȱsocietiesȱand,ȱespecially,ȱbyȱcitizensȱ
whoȱ areȱ satisfiedȱ withȱ theȱ politicalȱ
performanceȱ ofȱ theirȱ governmentȱ (Rooijȱ andȱ
Reeskensȱ 2012).ȱ Weȱ expectȱ toȱ findȱ aȱ positiveȱ
relationshipȱ betweenȱ respondents’ȱ reportedȱ
ratesȱ ofȱ conventionalȱ participationȱ inȱ politicsȱ
(e.g.,ȱ voting)ȱ andȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ nationalȱ pride,ȱ
whileȱ forȱ thoseȱ participatingȱ inȱ nonȬ
conventionalȱ formsȱ ofȱ participationȱ weȱ expectȱ
theȱoppositeȱrelationship.ȱ
Bringingȱ allȱ ofȱ theseȱ propositionsȱ togetherȱ weȱ
runȱ aȱ multivariateȱ analysisȱ predictingȱ
responsesȱ toȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ nationalȱ
prideȱ item.ȱ Theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ thisȱ regressionȱ
analysisȱ areȱ shownȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2.ȱ Eachȱ variableȱ

Political system support is calculated as the average of the
answers to five questions: B1 (courts guarantee a fair trial);
B2 (respect to the national political institutions); B3
(citizens’ basic rights are well protecteds); B4 (proud of
living under the political system); y B6 (one should support
the political system). The variable related to these questions
is recoded on a scale from 0 to 100.
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includedȱ inȱ theȱ modelȱ isȱ listedȱ onȱ theȱ verticalȱ
(y) axis.ȱ Theȱ standardizedȱ impactȱ ofȱ eachȱ of
thoseȱ variablesȱ onȱ nationalȱ prideȱ isȱ shown
graphicallyȱ byȱ aȱ dot,ȱ whichȱ ifȱ fallingȱ toȱ the
rightȱ ofȱ theȱ verticalȱ “0”ȱ lineȱ impliesȱ aȱ positive
contributionȱ andȱ ifȱ toȱ theȱ leftȱ ofȱ theȱ “0”ȱ line
indicatesȱ aȱ negativeȱ impact.ȱ Onlyȱ whenȱ the
confidenceȱ intervalsȱ (theȱ horizontalȱ lines)ȱ do
notȱ overlapȱ theȱ verticalȱ“0”ȱ lineȱisȱ theȱvariable
statisticallyȱsignificant.
Fromȱ thisȱ analysisȱ weȱ findȱ severalȱ intriguingȱ
andȱ revealingȱ results.ȱ Consistentȱ withȱ someȱ
previousȱ research,ȱ weȱ findȱ thatȱ womenȱ andȱ
respondentsȱ withȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ educationȱ
tendȱtoȱreportȱlowerȱlevelsȱofȱnationalȱpride.ȱInȱ
contrast,ȱ ageȱ appearsȱ toȱ haveȱ noȱ significantȱ
impact.ȱȱ
Regardingȱ theȱ roleȱ ofȱ individuals’ȱ perceptionsȱ
ofȱ theirȱ personalȱ andȱ nationalȱ economicȱ
situations,ȱ weȱ findȱ surprisinglyȱ thatȱ theseȱ
factorsȱ haveȱ contrastingȱ effectsȱ onȱ nationalȱ
pride:ȱ positiveȱ viewsȱ ofȱ one’sȱ ownȱ economicȱ
situationȱpredictȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱnationalȱprideȱ
whileȱ positiveȱ viewsȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ economicȱ
situationȱ correspondȱ withȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
nationalȱ pride.ȱ Whatȱ theseȱ findingsȱ mayȱ
suggestȱ isȱ aȱ muchȱ moreȱ powerfulȱ roleȱ forȱ soȬ
calledȱ “pocketbookȱ assessments”ȱ ofȱ theȱ
economyȱ inȱ shapingȱ one’sȱ largerȱ viewsȱ ofȱ herȱ
societyȱandȱcountryȱasȱaȱwhole.ȱȱ
Oneȱ resultȱ entirelyȱ consistentȱ withȱ ourȱ
expectationsȱ emergesȱ fromȱ theȱ interpersonalȱ
trustȱ variable.ȱ Forȱ thisȱ weȱ seeȱ aȱ translationȱ ofȱ
trustȱ inȱ one’sȱ fellowȱ citizensȱ intoȱ greaterȱ
feelingsȱofȱprideȱinȱtheȱnation.ȱAsȱweȱdiscussedȱ
above,ȱ andȱ asȱ theȱ resultsȱ confirm,ȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ
nationalȱprideȱseemȱtoȱbeȱfundamentallyȱtiedȱtoȱ
one’sȱ viewsȱ towardȱ thoseȱ aroundȱ her.ȱ Thisȱ
finding,ȱ then,ȱ helpsȱ inȱ understandingȱ whatȱ inȱ
factȱ nationalȱprideȱ mayȱ beȱ tellingȱusȱaboutȱ theȱ
societyȱofȱaȱparticularȱcountry.ȱȱ
Ourȱ expectationsȱ regardingȱ howȱ victimsȱ ofȱ
crimeȱ mayȱ haveȱ moreȱ negativeȱ viewsȱ ofȱ theȱ
nationȱ asȱ aȱ wholeȱ areȱ notȱ borneȱ outȱ inȱ theȱ
model.ȱWeȱfind,ȱrather,ȱthatȱcrimeȱvictimizationȱ

hasȱ noȱ significantȱ impactȱ onȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ prideȱ
anȱindividualȱfeelsȱinȱtheȱnation.ȱȱ
Theȱ strongest,ȱ andȱ mostȱ theoreticallyȱ intuitive,ȱ
resultȱ comesȱ fromȱ theȱ systemȱ supportȱ index.ȱ
Hereȱ weȱ seeȱ thatȱ thoseȱ withȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
supportȱ forȱ theirȱ politicalȱ systemȱ tendȱ toȱ alsoȱ
haveȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱnationalȱpride.ȱThisȱresultȱȱ
highlightsȱtheȱpotentialȱsignificanceȱofȱlevelsȱofȱ
nationalȱ prideȱ asȱ anotherȱ indicatorȱ ofȱ society’sȱ
levelȱ ofȱ confidenceȱ inȱ andȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ
politicalȱ systemȱ itself.ȱ Theȱ resultsȱ fromȱ theȱ
conventionalȱ andȱ nonȬconventionalȱ politicalȱ
participationȱ variablesȱ reinforceȱ thisȱ ideaȱ thatȱ
nationalȱprideȱinȱpartȱisȱaȱproductȱofȱhowȱmuchȱ
supportȱcitizensȱhaveȱforȱtheirȱpoliticalȱsystem.ȱ
Hereȱweȱseeȱthatȱrespondentsȱwhoȱreportȱhighȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ engagementȱ inȱ conventionalȱ formsȱ ofȱ
politicalȱbehaviorȱtendȱtoȱregisterȱhighȱlevelsȱofȱ
nationalȱ pride,ȱ whileȱ thoseȱ participatingȱ inȱ
protestsȱ andȱ otherȱ nonȬconventionalȱ activitiesȱ
areȱ farȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ haveȱ strongȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ
nationalȱ pride.ȱ Theȱ onlyȱ resultȱ thatȱ runsȱ
slightlyȱcounterȱtoȱthisȱpatternȱisȱtheȱmarginallyȱ
significantȱ
negativeȱ
relationshipȱ
thatȱ
participationȱ inȱ communityȱ improvementȱ
meetingsȱseemsȱtoȱhaveȱwithȱnationalȱpride.ȱ
Finally,ȱ withȱ respectȱ toȱ ourȱ nationalȬlevelȱ
hypothesisȱ concerningȱ participationȱ inȱ
internationalȱ athleticȱ competitions,ȱ weȱ inȱ factȱ
findȱ resultsȱ thatȱ areȱ directlyȱ counterȱ toȱ ourȱ
initialȱexpectations.ȱAllȱelseȱequal,ȱrespondentsȱ
livingȱinȱthoseȱcountriesȱthatȱparticipatedȱinȱtheȱ
2010ȱ Worldȱ Cupȱ reportedȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
nationalȱ prideȱ thanȱ respondentsȱ livingȱ inȱ
countriesȱ thatȱ didȱ notȱ makeȱ theȱ Worldȱ Cupȱ
tournament.ȱ Thisȱ resultȱ mayȱ beȱ aȱ productȱ ofȱ
theȱ factȱ thatȱ theȱ “nationalȱ prideȱ effect”ȱ ofȱ thisȱ
eventȱ hadȱ fadedȱ byȱ theȱ timeȱ ofȱ theȱ surveyȱ
and/orȱ theȱ factȱ thatȱ thoseȱ AmericasBarometerȱ
countriesȱ participatingȱ inȱ thisȱ event,ȱ withȱ theȱ
possibleȱexceptionȱofȱUruguayȱwhoȱreachedȱtheȱ
finalȱfourȱofȱtheȱtournament,ȱdidȱnotȱmatchȱtheȱ
expectationsȱ ofȱ supporters.ȱ Bothȱ Brazilȱ andȱ
Argentina,ȱ forȱ example,ȱ wereȱ defeatedȱ inȱ theȱ
quarterfinalsȱ ofȱ theȱ tournamentȱ whileȱ theȱ U.S.ȱ
teamȱ succeededȱ inȱ advancingȱ toȱ theȱ roundȱ ofȱ
sixteenȱ onlyȱ toȱ sufferȱ aȱ disappointingȱ lossȱ toȱ
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Ghana.ȱWeȱcanȱconcludeȱfromȱthis,ȱthen,ȱthatȱitȱ
isȱ notȱ simplyȱ aȱ country’sȱ participationȱ inȱ anȱ
internationalȱ eventȱ thatȱ willȱ leadȱ toȱ anȱ
enduringȱboostȱinȱnationalȱpride,ȱbutȱratherȱtheȱ
citizenry’sȱ viewȱ ofȱ theȱ performanceȱ ofȱ theȱ
country’sȱteams/individualsȱinȱthatȱeventȱthatȱisȱ
theȱdeterminativeȱfactor.ȱȱ

Conclusionȱȱ
Thisȱ AmericasBarometerȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ
suggestsȱ thatȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ nationalȱ prideȱ inȱ theȱ
countriesȱofȱLatinȱAmerica,ȱtheȱCaribbean,ȱandȱ
Northȱ Americaȱ isȱ relatedȱ toȱ bothȱ politicalȱ andȱ
socialȱfactors.ȱ

currentȱanalysisȱisȱtheȱroleȱofȱtheȱcountry’sȱpastȱ
conflictsȱ andȱ politicalȱ strugglesȱ thatȱ may,ȱ inȱ
someȱ way,ȱ haveȱ contributedȱ toȱ strongerȱ
feelingsȱofȱnationalȱprideȱthanȱweȱmightȱexpect.ȱȱ
Nowȱ thatȱ weȱ betterȱ understandȱ theȱ predictorsȱ
ofȱnationalȱpride,ȱweȱcanȱalsoȱconcludeȱthat,ȱatȱ
leastȱatȱtheȱindividualȱlevel,ȱfeelingsȱofȱnationalȱ
prideȱ mayȱ beȱ anȱ importantȱ “canaryȱ inȱ theȱ
coalmine”ȱ forȱ politicalȱ leadersȱ inȱ assessingȱ theȱ
levelȱ ofȱ confidenceȱ andȱ supportȱ citizensȱ haveȱ
forȱ oneȱ anotherȱ andȱ forȱ theȱ politicalȱ systemȱ
moreȱgenerally.ȱȱ
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Appendix
Tableȱ 1.ȱ Predictorsȱ ofȱ theȱ Nationalȱ Prideȱ Levelȱ inȱ Latinȱ America,ȱ theȱ Caribbean,ȱ andȱ
NorthȱAmerica,ȱ2012ȱ

Participationȱinȱprotests
Participationȱinȱpoliticalȱpartiesȱmeetings
Participationȱinȱcommunityȱimprovementȱcommitteeȱ
2010ȱSoccerȱWorldȱCupȱParticipation
Perceptionȱofȱcurrentȱpersonalȱeconomicȱsituationȱȱ
Perceptionȱofȱcurrentȱnationalȱeconomicȱsituation
Interpersonalȱtrustȱ
CrimeȱVictimization
SystemȱSupportȱ
Educationȱȱ
Ageȱ
Gender
Constantȱ
RȬsquaredȱ
NumberȱofȱObservationsȱ
*ȱp<0.05

Coefficientȱ

StandardȱErrorȱ

Ȭ0.032*ȱ
Ȭ0.019*ȱ
0.022*ȱ
Ȭ0.059*ȱ
0.018*ȱ
Ȭ0.023*ȱ
0.077*ȱ
Ȭ0.006ȱ
0.156*ȱ
Ȭ0.018*ȱ
0.024*ȱ
Ȭ0.009ȱ
0.024*ȱ
0.042
35,394

0.006ȱ
0.006ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.009ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.006ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.005ȱ
0.005ȱ
0.005ȱ
0.008ȱ

Note:ȱCoefficientsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱatȱ*p<0.05,ȱtwoȬtailed.ȱ
CountryȱofȱReference:ȱUruguayȱ
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Executive Summary. In thisȱ Special 100th edition Insights, we focus on a fundamental
principleȱ of democracy: political tolerance. An essential quality of democratic culture is
that citizens support the political rights of unpopular groups. Using data from the 2012
AmericasBarometer, we find that while political tolerance has risen in many countries
of the Americas since the 2006 round of the AmericasBarometer, in other countries
highly intolerant citizens outnumber the highly tolerant. To test potential explanations
of support for regime critics having the right to vote, we estimate two predictive models
of tolerance—a national level model, and a context-based (i.e., multilevel model) of
tolerance at the individual level. Analyses suggest that while experience with
democracy, education, and political activity generally increase political tolerance,
national levels of inequality, religiosity, and support for the current president diminish
levels of support for the political rights of opposing groups.ȱ
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2000).ȱThoughȱcertainȱlevelsȱofȱintoleranceȱexistȱ
inȱevenȱtheȱmostȱwellȬestablishedȱdemocracies,ȱ
particularlyȱ duringȱ timesȱ ofȱ crisisȱ orȱ threatȱ
(Merollaȱ andȱ Zechmeisterȱ 2009),ȱ aȱ basicȱ
acceptanceȱ ofȱ anȱ individual’sȱ rightȱ toȱ voteȱ
regardlessȱ ofȱ herȱ politicalȱ viewsȱ isȱ widelyȱ
consideredȱ toȱ beȱ anȱ importantȱ componentȱ ofȱ aȱ
democraticȱ politicalȱ culture.ȱ Variationsȱ inȱ aȱ
society’sȱ levelsȱ ofȱ toleranceȱ forȱ suchȱ basicȱ
politicalȱrights,ȱtherefore,ȱcanȱbeȱinterpretedȱasȱ
anȱ attitudinalȱ thermometerȱ forȱ theȱ healthȱ ofȱ
democracyȱ andȱ itsȱ politicalȱ stabilityȱ (Seligsonȱ
2000;ȱCarlinȱandȱSingerȱ2011;ȱSalinasȱandȱBoothȱ
2011).ȱȱ

Figure 1. Levels of Tolerance between 2006 and 2012
across the Americas
50%

Percent Strongly Approve/Disapprove

Iȱ

nȱthisȱSpecial 100th edition ȱInsights,ȱweȱfocusȱ
onȱ aȱ fundamentalȱ principleȱ ofȱ
democracy:ȱ politicalȱ tolerance.1ȱ Anȱ
essentialȱelementȱofȱdemocraticȱpoliticalȱcultureȱ
aroundȱ theȱ worldȱ isȱ “theȱ degreeȱ toȱ whichȱ
[individuals]ȱ permitȱ oppositionȱ bothȱ toȱ theȱ
democraticȱ regimeȱ andȱ toȱ theȱ leadersȱ whoȱ
happenȱ toȱ beȱ inȱ powerȱ atȱ aȱ givenȱ moment”ȱ
(Sullivan,ȱetȱal.ȱ1982,ȱ1).ȱAtȱtheȱindividualȱlevelȱ
then,ȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ forȱ democraticȱ regimesȱ toȱ
haveȱ aȱ citizenryȱ thatȱ isȱ supportiveȱ ofȱ theȱ basicȱ
rightȱ toȱ opposeȱ thoseȱ inȱ powerȱ andȱ evenȱ theȱ
systemȱofȱgovernment.ȱWithȱthisȱreleaseȱofȱourȱ
100thȱ Insightsȱ report,ȱ then,ȱ weȱ provideȱ anȱ
overviewȱofȱpoliticalȱtoleranceȱinȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ
highlightingȱsomeȱcountriesȱthatȱhaveȱmadeȱtheȱ
mostȱ progressȱ overȱ theȱ pastȱ fourȱ roundsȱ ofȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ surveys,ȱ andȱ thoseȱ
countriesȱinȱwhichȱtoleranceȱlevelsȱareȱtrendingȱ
downward.ȱWeȱthenȱexploreȱinȱmoreȱdetailȱtheȱ
individualȱ andȱ countryȬlevelȱ characteristicsȱ
thatȱ areȱ associatedȱ withȱ willingnessȱ toȱ tolerateȱ
oppositionȱ toȱ theȱ incumbentȱ governmentȱ
and/orȱ politicalȱ system.ȱ Inȱ soȱ doing,ȱ weȱ
highlightȱ thoseȱ factorsȱ thatȱ mayȱ leadȱ inȱ theȱ
futureȱ toȱ greaterȱ levelsȱ ofȱ toleranceȱ acrossȱ theȱ
region.2ȱȱ
Broadlyȱ defined,ȱ politicalȱ toleranceȱ isȱ aȱ
person’sȱ willingnessȱ toȱ supportȱ theȱ civicȱ andȱ
politicalȱ rightsȱ ofȱ fellowȱ citizensȱ withȱ whomȱ
sheȱ disagreesȱ (Seligsonȱ 2000;ȱ Boothȱ andȱ
Seligsonȱ 2009).ȱ Tolerantȱ citizensȱ whoȱ supportȱ
“inclusiveȱparticipation”ȱareȱaȱbasicȱrequisiteȱofȱ
democraticȱconsolidationȱ(Dahlȱ1971;ȱDiamondȱ
1994;ȱ 1999;ȱ Linzȱ andȱ Stepanȱ 1996;ȱ Seligsonȱ
Prior issues in the Insights Series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
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Fundingȱforȱtheȱ2012ȱroundȱmainlyȱcameȱfromȱtheȱUnitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
ImportantȱsourcesȱofȱsupportȱwereȱalsoȱtheȱInterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
DevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ
Thisȱ Insightsȱ reportȱ isȱ solelyȱ producedȱ byȱ LAPOPȱ andȱ theȱ
opinionsȱ expressedȱ areȱ thoseȱ ofȱ theȱ authorsȱ andȱ doȱ notȱ
necessarilyȱ reflectȱ theȱ pointȱ ofȱ viewȱ ofȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ
Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Development,ȱ orȱ anyȱ otherȱ
supportingȱagency.ȱȱ

InȱFigureȱ1,ȱweȱexamineȱlevelsȱofȱtoleranceȱandȱ
intoleranceȱ overȱ timeȱ byȱ usingȱ aȱ surveyȱ itemȱ
fromȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ thatȱ asksȱ
respondentsȱ aboutȱ theirȱ willingnessȱ toȱ allowȱ
criticsȱ ofȱ theȱ politicalȱ systemȱ toȱ exerciseȱ theirȱ
rightȱ toȱ vote.3ȱ Weȱ viewȱ thisȱ asȱ aȱ providingȱ aȱ

Survey question wording: D1. There are people who only
say bad things about the (country) form of government, not
just the incumbent government but the system of

3
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fairlyȱ lowȱ thresholdȱ forȱ assessingȱ anȱ
individual’sȱ levelȱ ofȱ politicalȱ tolerance,ȱ asȱ
grantingȱ evenȱ theȱ mostȱ stridentȱ regimeȱ criticȱ
theȱ rightȱ toȱ voteȱ wouldȱ notȱ seemȱ toȱ representȱ
muchȱofȱaȱriskȱtoȱtheȱpoliticalȱsystemȱitself.4ȱȱ
Inȱ orderȱ createȱ Figureȱ 1,ȱ weȱ firstȱ rescaleȱ theȱ
originalȱ responseȱ categoriesȱ ontoȱ aȱ 0ȱ toȱ 100ȱ
scale,ȱ whereȱ 0ȱ representsȱ theȱ lowestȱ levelȱ ofȱ
approvalȱ (“Stronglyȱ Disapprove”)ȱ andȱ 100ȱ theȱ
highestȱ(“StronglyȱApprove”).ȱWeȱthenȱanalyzeȱ
theseȱ responsesȱ fromȱ twoȱ perspectives.ȱ Theȱ
blueȱ lineȱ representsȱ theȱ averageȱ percentageȱ ofȱ
respondentsȱ acrossȱ theȱ Americasȱ thatȱ fallȱ onȱ
theȱ“stronglyȱtolerant”ȱendȱofȱtheȱscaleȱ(80Ȭ100).ȱ
Fromȱ thisȱ weȱ seeȱ aȱ troublingȱ downwardȱ trendȱ
acrossȱ time,ȱ withȱ theȱ percentageȱ fallingȱ fromȱ
38.1%ȱ inȱ 2006ȱ toȱ 33.0%ȱ inȱ 2012.ȱ Althoughȱ theȱ
declineȱ isȱ notȱ sharpȱ enoughȱ toȱ beȱ causeȱ forȱ
alarm,ȱ thisȱ declineȱ inȱ theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ
“stronglyȱ tolerant”ȱ respondentsȱ acrossȱ theȱ
regionȱ warrantsȱ closeȱ attentionȱ movingȱ
forwardȱ andȱ mayȱ beȱ linkedȱ towardȱ theȱ recentȱ
growthȱ ofȱ “competitiveȱ authoritarian”ȱ regimesȱ
inȱtheȱregion.ȱ
Aȱslightlyȱmoreȱencouragingȱresult,ȱperhaps,ȱisȱ
theȱabsenceȱofȱanyȱsignificantȱincreaseȱinȱthoseȱ
respondentsȱ whoȱ areȱ “stronglyȱ intolerant”—
withȱtheȱpercentageȱinȱ2006ȱ(20.7%)ȱrisingȱonlyȱ
slightlyȱ moreȱ thanȱ 1ȱ pointȱ acrossȱ theȱ sixȬyearȱ
period.ȱ Aȱ moreȱ pessimisticȱ readȱ ofȱ theseȱ data,ȱ
however,ȱ wouldȱ focusȱ onȱ theȱ factȱ thatȱ evenȱ
afterȱ nearlyȱ twoȱ decadesȱ ofȱ democracy,ȱ acrossȱ
mostȱ countriesȱ inȱ theȱ region,ȱ oneȱ inȱ everyȱ fiveȱ
citizensȱ remainsȱ stronglyȱ opposedȱ toȱ allowingȱ
systemȱ criticsȱ theȱ mostȱ basicȱ ofȱ democraticȱ
rights—theȱ vote.ȱ Inȱ general,ȱ though,ȱ thisȱ
regionalȱ perspectiveȱ onȱ toleranceȱ overȱ timeȱ
acrossȱtheȱAmericasȱpaintsȱaȱpictureȱofȱsocietiesȱ
thatȱ forȱ theȱ mostȱ partȱ haveȱ moreȱ citizensȱ
stronglyȱ inȱ favorȱ ofȱ thisȱ basicȱ democraticȱ
principleȱthanȱthoseȱwhoȱareȱstronglyȱopposedȱ
toȱit.ȱȱ
government. How strongly do you approve or disapprove
of such people’s right to vote?
4 For a brief history and explanation for this measure of
political tolerance, please see Appendix 1.

Asȱ isȱ oftenȱ theȱ case,ȱ though,ȱ anȱ aggregateȱ
regionalȱ profileȱ canȱ beȱ misleading.ȱ Weȱ
thereforeȱ nowȱ turnȱ toȱ aȱ closerȱ lookȱ atȱ theseȱ
data,ȱhighlightingȱcountriesȱinȱwhichȱoptimismȱ
forȱ theȱ consolidationȱ ofȱ toleranceȱ asȱ aȱ deeplyȱ
heldȱ societalȱ valueȱ isȱ warrantedȱ and,ȱ
conversely,ȱthoseȱcasesȱwithȱaȱtoleranceȱprofileȱ
thatȱ doesȱ notȱ bodeȱ wellȱ forȱ theȱ futureȱ ofȱ
democracy.ȱ Usingȱ ourȱ focusȱ onȱ theȱ “stronglyȱ
tolerant”ȱ andȱ theȱ “stronglyȱ intolerant”ȱ asȱ aȱ
pointȱ ofȱ departure,ȱ weȱ createȱ aȱ “toleranceȱ
ratio”ȱ thatȱ simplyȱ dividesȱ theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ
respondentsȱ whoȱ stronglyȱ approveȱ ofȱ regimeȱ
critics’ȱ rightȱ toȱ voteȱ byȱ theȱ percentageȱ thatȱ
stronglyȱ disapprove.ȱ Hence,ȱ theȱ higherȱ theȱ
number,ȱ theȱ strongerȱ theȱ overallȱ toleranceȱ
landscapeȱ isȱ inȱ aȱ particularȱ country,ȱ withȱ aȱ
largeȱpercentageȱofȱ“stronglyȱtolerant”ȱcitizensȱ
contrastingȱ withȱ aȱ considerablyȱ smallerȱ
percentageȱofȱ“stronglyȱintolerant.”ȱȱ
Figureȱ2ȱoffersȱaȱspatialȱviewȱofȱtoleranceȱacrossȱ
theȱAmericasȱinȱ2012ȱusingȱthisȱtoleranceȱratio.ȱ
Theȱ figureȱ highlightsȱ thoseȱ countriesȱ inȱ redȱ
whereȱ theȱ “stronglyȱ intolerant”ȱ outnumber,ȱ orȱ
comeȱ closeȱ toȱ outnumbering,ȱ theȱ “stronglyȱ
tolerant”ȱ and,ȱ conversely,ȱ thoseȱ countriesȱ inȱ
greenȱwhereȱacceptanceȱofȱtheȱrightȱtoȱvoteȱforȱ
allȱ citizensȱ appearsȱ toȱ haveȱ consolidatedȱ itselfȱ
asȱpartȱofȱaȱdemocraticȱpoliticalȱculture.ȱ
Examiningȱ theseȱ crossȬnationalȱ differencesȱ inȱ
moreȱdetail,ȱFigureȱ3ȱprovidesȱbothȱtheȱregionalȱ
averageȱ acrossȱ timeȱ asȱ wellȱ asȱ theȱ toleranceȱ
ratiosȱ forȱ twoȱ countriesȱ thatȱ highlightȱ theȱ
divergentȱpatternsȱofȱtoleranceȱlevelsȱthatȱexistȱ
acrossȱ theȱ Americas.ȱ ȱ Uruguayȱ offersȱ anȱ
exampleȱofȱaȱsocietyȱwithȱaȱstrongȱandȱgrowingȱ
trendȱ ofȱ increasingȱ politicalȱ toleranceȱ betweenȱ
2006ȱ andȱ 2012.ȱ Onȱ theȱ otherȱ endȱ ofȱ theȱ
spectrum,ȱ however,ȱ liesȱ Honduras,ȱ aȱ countryȱ
whereȱ theȱ toleranceȱ ratioȱ hasȱ declinedȱ sharplyȱ
duringȱthisȱsameȱtimeȱperiod.ȱInȱthisȱlatterȱcase,ȱ
weȱseeȱHondurasȱinȱ2010ȱenteringȱintoȱwhatȱweȱ
referȱtoȱasȱaȱ“toleranceȱdangerȱzone”ȱwhereȱthereȱ
isȱ aȱ greaterȱ numberȱ ofȱ “stronglyȱ intolerant”ȱ
Honduransȱthanȱthereȱareȱindividualsȱwhoȱareȱ
“stronglyȱ tolerant.”ȱ Weȱ haveȱ highlightedȱ thisȱ
“dangerȱ zone”ȱ throughȱ useȱ ofȱ theȱ dottedȱ redȱ
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Figure 2. Political Tolerance across the Americas, 2012

lineȱ inȱ Figureȱ 3.ȱ Byȱ 2012,ȱ weȱ seeȱ Hondurasȱ
firmlyȱ entrenchedȱ inȱ thisȱ attitudinalȱ dangerȱ
zone,ȱ noȱ doubtȱ reflectedȱ inȱ theȱ country’sȱ
currentȱ periodȱ ofȱ protestȱ andȱ conflictȱ
surroundingȱ itsȱ recentȱ presidentialȱ elections.ȱ
Asȱworrisomeȱasȱtheȱtoleranceȱtrendsȱmightȱbeȱ
inȱ Honduras,ȱ weȱ seeȱ theȱ flipȱ sideȱ inȱ aȱ countryȱ
likeȱ Uruguay,ȱ whereȱ anȱ overwhelmingȱ
percentageȱ ofȱ “stronglyȱ tolerant”ȱ citizensȱ
predominateȱ overȱ aȱ decliningȱ numberȱ ofȱ
intolerantȱ individuals.ȱ Overall,ȱ significantȱ
variationȱ inȱ politicalȱ toleranceȱ levelsȱ persistsȱ
acrossȱtheȱAmericas.5ȱȱ
To illustrate the cross-country differences over time,
Appendix 2 displays the tolerance ratio for countries
included in the AmericasBarometer in 2006 and 2012. We

5

ExplainingȱToleranceȱ
Howȱ doȱ weȱexplainȱ whyȱsomeȱ individualsȱareȱ
tolerant,ȱ whileȱ othersȱ areȱ not,ȱ andȱ whyȱ doȱ
someȱ countriesȱ tendȱ toȱ haveȱ aȱ greaterȱ
proportionȱ ofȱ tolerantȱ citizensȱ thanȱ intolerantȱ
ones?ȱTheȱliteratureȱonȱpoliticalȱtoleranceȱoffersȱ
manyȱ ȱ potentialȱ explanations.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ section,ȱ
weȱ reviewȱ severalȱ potentialȱ factorsȱ thatȱ haveȱ
beenȱ foundȱ toȱ beȱ importantȱ determinantsȱ ofȱ
rank countries from the highest/best tolerance ratio to the
lowest/worst according to the 2012 AmericasBarometer
survey. Once again we highlight a “danger zone” threshold
at 1:1 and in doing so identify those countries that have
failed to make much progress in generating citizen
acceptance of the basic democratic right of voting for all
citizens.

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

277

Democracy Progress Report: Political Tolerance in the Americas, 2006-2012
Hiskey, Moseley, and Rodríguez
bothȱ individualȬȱ andȱ countryȬlevelȱ
variationȱinȱtolerance.ȱ

Figure 3. Tolerance Ratio between 2006 and 2012 across the
Americas

Ratio of strong approvers to strong disapprovers

Manyȱ scholarsȱ haveȱ evaluatedȱ theȱ
impactȱ
ofȱ
variousȱ
10.00
sociodemographic,ȱ economic,ȱ andȱ
religiousȱcharacteristicsȱonȱlevelsȱofȱ
politicalȱ tolerance.ȱ Forȱ example,ȱ
ageȱandȱgenderȱhaveȱbeenȱfoundȱtoȱ
haveȱ anȱ importantȱ effectȱ onȱ theȱ
likelihoodȱthatȱindividualsȱsupportȱ
grantingȱ
civilȱ
libertiesȱ
toȱ
oppositionȱ groups,ȱ withȱ womenȱ
1.00
andȱ theȱ elderlyȱ oftenȱ foundȱ toȱ beȱ
lessȱ tolerantȱ thanȱ youngerȱ malesȱ
(Sullivanȱetȱal.ȱ1982).ȱEducationȱhasȱ
mostȱ consistentlyȱ beenȱ foundȱ toȱ
increaseȱ
politicalȱ
tolerance,ȱ
althoughȱ theȱ mechanismȱ byȱ whichȱ
itȱ hasȱ thisȱ effectȱ hasȱ beenȱ debatedȱ
(Zallerȱ1992),ȱasȱhasȱsocioeconomicȱ
classȱ (Katnikȱ 2002).ȱ Religiosity,ȱ onȱ
0.10
theȱ otherȱ hand,ȱ seemsȱ toȱ haveȱ aȱ
fairlyȱ consistentȱ negativeȱ effectȱ onȱ
politicalȱ toleranceȱ datingȱ backȱ toȱ
foundationalȱworkȱonȱtheȱtopicȱ(Stoufferȱ1955),ȱ
whileȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ crimeȱ andȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
insecurityȱ haveȱ generallyȱ beenȱ viewedȱ asȱ
contributingȱtoȱanȱincreasedȱlevelȱofȱintoleranceȱ
withinȱ aȱ societyȱ (e.g.,ȱ Doty,ȱ Peterson,ȱ andȱ
Winterȱ1991).ȱȱ
Yetȱ anotherȱ setȱ ofȱ theoriesȱ hasȱ examinedȱ howȱ
otherȱ politicalȱ attitudesȱ andȱ behaviorsȱ affectȱ
tolerance,ȱ generallyȱ findingȱ thatȱ individualsȱ
whoȱfavorȱdemocracyȱasȱaȱformȱofȱgovernmentȱ
(Gibsonȱ andȱ Gouwsȱ 2003)ȱ andȱ possessȱ highȱ
interpersonalȱ trustȱ (Gibsonȱ 1987)ȱ areȱ moreȱ
openȱtoȱtheȱpoliticalȱparticipationȱofȱunpopularȱ
groups.ȱMoreover,ȱaȱlitanyȱofȱempiricalȱstudiesȱ
highlightsȱtheȱimportanceȱofȱpoliticalȱandȱcivicȱ
participationȱ inȱ producingȱ moreȱ tolerantȱ
individuals,ȱ asȱ suchȱ activitiesȱ exposeȱ oneȱ toȱ aȱ
greaterȱ varietyȱ ofȱ politicalȱ viewpointsȱ andȱ
motivateȱ individualsȱ toȱ workȱ towardsȱ
compromiseȱ inȱ orderȱ toȱ resolveȱ differencesȱ inȱ
opinions.ȱȱ
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Finally,ȱ otherȱ researchersȱ haveȱ endeavoredȱ toȱ
understandȱ howȱ countryȬlevelȱ characteristicsȱ
influenceȱ levelsȱ ofȱ toleranceȱ crossȬnationally.ȱ
Peffleyȱ andȱ Rohrschneiderȱ (2003)ȱ findȱ thatȱ
citizensȱ whoȱ liveȱ inȱ moreȱ longȬlasting,ȱ highȱ
qualityȱ democraticȱ regimesȱ areȱ moreȱ tolerantȱ
thanȱ theirȱ counterpartsȱ inȱ authoritarianȱ
regimesȱ andȱ illiberalȱ democracies.ȱ Peopleȱ whoȱ
liveȱ inȱ moreȱ ethnicallyȱ diverseȱ contextsȱ inȱ
whichȱ thereȱ areȱ strongȱ inȬgroupȱ identitiesȱ areȱ
moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ holdȱ intolerantȱ valuesȱ (Gibsonȱ
andȱGouwsȱ2000).ȱEconomicȱinequalityȱhasȱalsoȱ
beenȱ foundȱ toȱ fuelȱ politicalȱ intoleranceȱ
(AndersenȱandȱFetnerȱ2008).ȱȱ

TwoȱPredictiveȱModelsȱofȱ
Toleranceȱ
Toȱ testȱ theseȱ potentialȱ explanationsȱ ofȱ supportȱ
forȱ regimeȱ criticsȱ havingȱ theȱ rightȱ toȱ vote,ȱ weȱ
estimateȱ twoȱ modelsȱ ofȱ tolerance.ȱ Inȱ theȱ first,ȱ
weȱ carryȱ outȱ aȱ crossȬnationalȱ analysisȱ ofȱ LACȱ
countries’ȱtoleranceȱratioȱscoresȱtoȱdetermineȱatȱ
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thisȱ aggregateȱ levelȱ whetherȱ
countryȱ characteristicsȱ suchȱ asȱ theȱ
stockȱofȱdemocracy,ȱlevelȱofȱincomeȱ
inequality,ȱ orȱ degreeȱ ofȱ ethnicȱ
fractionalizationȱ affectȱ countryȱ
toleranceȱ levelsȱ asȱ perȱ theȱ ratioȱ
measure.ȱ Inȱ theȱ secondȱ model,ȱ weȱ
lookȱ atȱ theȱ individualȬlevelȱ
determinantsȱofȱtheȱprobabilityȱthatȱ
anȱ individualȱ surveyȱ respondentȱ
placesȱ herselfȱ onȱ theȱ “stronglyȱ
tolerant”ȱsideȱofȱourȱtoleranceȱratio.ȱȱ

Figure 4. A Multilevel Logistic Regression Model Predicting
Being “Strongly Tolerant”
Quintiles of Wealth
Educational Level
Age
Woman
Mestizo
Interpersonal Trust
Support for Democracy
System Support
Perception of Insecurity
Approval of President's Job Performance
Political Interest
Participation to Solve Community Problem
Shared Political Info via Social Network

Withȱ respectȱ toȱ theȱ first,ȱ crossȬ
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nationalȱ analysis,ȱ weȱ summarizeȱ
Stock of Democracy
(butȱ forȱ theȱ sakeȱ ofȱ spaceȱ doȱ notȱ
Income Gini coefficient (2000-2010)
present)ȱourȱresults.ȱInȱthisȱanalysis,ȱ
-0.6
-0.4
-0.2
0.0
0.2
whereȱtheȱdependentȱvariableȱisȱtheȱ
95% C.I.
country’sȱ toleranceȱ ratio,ȱ weȱ findȱ
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
tentativeȱ supportȱ forȱ someȱ ofȱ theȱ
ideasȱ putȱ forthȱ inȱ theȱ previousȱ
section.ȱHighȱlevelsȱofȱincomeȱinequality,ȱusingȱ
Theȱ multilevelȱ modelȱ ofȱ individualȬȱ andȱ
aȱcountry’sȱGiniȱcoefficientȱasȱtheȱmeasure,ȱareȱ
secondȬlevelȱ predictorsȱ ofȱ beingȱ stronglyȱ
relatedȱ toȱ aȱ lowerȱ scoreȱ onȱ ourȱ toleranceȱ ratioȱ
tolerantȱ providesȱ moreȱ insightȱ onȱ theȱ
measure.ȱ Onȱ theȱ otherȱ hand,ȱ theȱ qualityȱ andȱ
determinantsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ tolerance.ȱ Asȱ forȱ
longevityȱofȱdemocracyȱandȱlevelsȱofȱeducationȱ
sociodemographicȱ variables,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ
areȱ relatedȱ toȱ anȱ increasedȱ numberȱ ofȱ stronglyȱ
corroborateȱ previousȱ findingsȱ withȱ regardȱ toȱ
tolerantȱ citizensȱ comparedȱ toȱ stronglyȱ
educationȱ andȱ gender,ȱ asȱ moreȱ educatedȱ
intolerantȱ ones.ȱ Noneȱ ofȱ theseȱ findings,ȱ
citizensȱ appearȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ stronglyȱ
however,ȱ areȱ statisticallyȱ significantȱ atȱ
tolerant,ȱ whileȱ womenȱ areȱ lessȱ tolerantȱ onȱ
acceptableȱ levels,ȱ makingȱ themȱ merelyȱ
averageȱ thanȱ men.ȱ Socioeconomicȱ classȱ doesȱ
indicativeȱ
ofȱ
possibleȱ
aggregateȬlevelȱ
notȱ appearȱ toȱ haveȱ aȱ powerfulȱ effectȱ onȱ theȱ
explanationsȱ forȱ toleranceȱ ratioȱ scoresȱ acrossȱ
probabilityȱofȱbeingȱstronglyȱtolerant,ȱnorȱdoesȱ
theȱAmericas.ȱȱ
age,ȱ whileȱ beingȱ Evangelicalȱ orȱ Catholicȱ hasȱ aȱ
negativeȱimpactȱonȱlevelsȱofȱpoliticalȱtolerance.ȱ
Inȱ orderȱ toȱ moreȱ fullyȱ understandȱ whatȱ isȱ
Weȱ alsoȱ findȱ fromȱ theseȱ resultsȱ thatȱ whenȱ
drivingȱ toleranceȱ trendsȱ weȱ mustȱ turnȱ toȱ anȱ
comparedȱ toȱ otherȱ groupsȱ (e.g.,ȱ indigenous,ȱ
individualȬlevelȱ analysisȱ ofȱ thisȱ question.ȱ
black,ȱ orȱ white),ȱ mestizosȱ acrossȱ theȱ Americasȱ
Figureȱ 4ȱ summarizesȱ theȱ findingsȱ fromȱ ourȱ
tendȱ toȱ beȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ stronglyȱ embraceȱ theȱ
secondȱ model,ȱ whichȱ isȱ assessedȱ usingȱ
rightȱtoȱvoteȱforȱallȱcitizens.ȱȱ
multilevelȱ logisticȱ regressionȱ analysisȱ andȱ
whereȱ ourȱ dependentȱ variableȱ isȱ simplyȱ
Asȱ expected,ȱ interpersonalȱ trustȱ isȱ positivelyȱ
whetherȱ orȱ notȱ anȱ individualȱ fallsȱ intoȱ ourȱ
correlatedȱ withȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ rightsȱ ofȱ
“stronglyȱtolerant”ȱcategory.ȱHere,ȱthen,ȱweȱareȱ
oppositionȱ groups.ȱ Notably,ȱ theȱ beliefȱ thatȱ
lookingȱatȱoneȱsideȱofȱourȱtoleranceȱratioȱinȱanȱ
democracyȱ isȱ theȱ bestȱ formȱ ofȱ governmentȱ hasȱ
effortȱ toȱ understandȱ thoseȱ individualȱ andȱ
theȱstrongestȱpositiveȱimpactȱonȱbeingȱtolerant,ȱ
nationalȬlevelȱfactorsȱthatȱleadȱanȱindividualȱtoȱ
demonstratingȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ whichȱ citizens’ȱ
fullyȱembraceȱtheȱrightȱtoȱvoteȱforȱallȱcitizensȱasȱ
preferenceȱ forȱ democracyȱ carriesȱ throughȱ toȱ
aȱfundamentalȱprincipleȱofȱdemocracy.ȱȱȱȱ
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oneȱofȱdemocracy’sȱcoreȱtenets.ȱSystemȱsupportȱ
appearsȱ toȱ haveȱ aȱ negativeȱ effectȱ onȱ theȱ
probabilityȱ ofȱ beingȱ tolerant,ȱ indicatingȱ thatȱ aȱ
politicalȱsystem’sȱregime’sȱstrongestȱsupportersȱ
areȱ lessȱlikelyȱ toȱ beȱ inȱ favorȱ ofȱ allowingȱ criticsȱ
ofȱthatȱsystemȱaȱchanceȱtoȱvote.ȱȱ

democracy,ȱ andȱ inȱ contextsȱ characterizedȱ byȱ
relativelyȱ lowȱ inequality,ȱ politicalȱ toleranceȱ
prospers.ȱ

Amongȱtheȱotherȱpoliticalȱvariablesȱincludedȱinȱ
theȱ model,ȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ currentȱ presidentȱ
appearsȱ toȱ haveȱ theȱ strongestȱ negativeȱ impactȱ
onȱ politicalȱ tolerance,ȱ supportingȱ theȱ wellȬ
establishedȱ findingȱ thatȱ supportersȱ ofȱ theȱ
incumbentȱ governmentȱ haveȱ aȱ tendencyȱ toȱ tryȱ
toȱ silenceȱ criticsȱ and,ȱ asȱ isȱ pointedȱ outȱ inȱ
Appendixȱ 1,ȱ opponentsȱ ofȱ theȱ incumbentȱ
governmentȱ tendȱ toȱ beȱ stronglyȱ inȱ favorȱ ofȱ
allowingȱ regimeȱ criticsȱ theȱ rightȱ toȱ vote.ȱ Forȱ
ourȱ purposes,ȱ though,ȱ itȱ isȱ simplyȱ importantȱ
thatȱ weȱ controlȱ forȱ thisȱ factorȱ whenȱ tryingȱ toȱ
understandȱ theȱ roleȱ ofȱ other,ȱ moreȱ durable,ȱ
individualȬlevelȱpredictorsȱofȱtoleranceȱ

WhileȱtheȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱCaribbeanȱregionȱ
hasȱ finallyȱ enteredȱ intoȱ anȱ eraȱ inȱ whichȱ
electoralȱ democracyȱ isȱ wellȱ establishedȱ andȱ
widelyȱ accepted,ȱ progressȱ inȱ termsȱ ofȱ citizenȱ
acceptanceȱ ofȱ basicȱ democraticȱ principlesȱ
continuesȱtoȱbeȱslowȱandȱuneven.ȱInȱthisȱreport,ȱ
weȱfindȱthatȱwhileȱtoleranceȱhasȱrisenȱinȱmanyȱ
countries,ȱ inȱ otherȱ casesȱ stronglyȱ intolerantȱ
citizensȱoutnumberȱtheȱstronglyȱtolerant.ȱGivenȱ
theȱ importanceȱ ofȱ toleranceȱ toȱ theȱ healthȱ ofȱ
democracy,ȱthisȱrepresentsȱalarmingȱnews.ȱȱ

Conclusionȱ

However,ȱ ourȱ analysisȱ ofȱ theȱ individualȬȱ andȱ
nationalȬlevelȱ factorsȱ associatedȱ withȱ highȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ toleranceȱ offersȱ severalȱ reasonsȱ forȱ
hope.ȱ Educationȱ constitutesȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ mostȱ
Constitutingȱperhapsȱtheȱmostȱsurprisingȱresultȱ
importantȱpredictorsȱofȱpoliticalȱtolerance,ȱandȱ
fromȱ theȱ model,ȱ theȱ variablesȱ forȱ politicalȱ
educationȱ levelsȱ haveȱ
engagementȱ
beenȱ
steadilyȱ risingȱ
offerȱ aȱ mixedȱ
“…manyȱcitizensȱhaveȱtroubleȱ
acrossȱ theȱ regionȱ forȱ
bagȱ inȱ termsȱ ofȱ
separatingȱtheirȱcurrentȱpoliticalȱ
moreȱ
thanȱ twentyȱ years.ȱ
theirȱrelationshipȱ
Moreover,ȱ internetȱ useȱ
toȱ
tolerance.ȱ
sympathiesȱfromȱfundamentalȱ
forȱ
politicalȱ purposesȱ isȱ
Whileȱ sharingȱ orȱ
democraticȱrights.”ȱ
alsoȱ
onȱ theȱ riseȱ inȱ theȱ
receivingȱ
Americas,ȱ
andȱ
theȱ
politicalȱ
evidenceȱhereȱsuggestsȱitȱ
informationȱ viaȱ theȱ Internetȱ hasȱ aȱ strongȱ
couldȱ beȱ stronglyȱ relatedȱ toȱ theȱ cultivationȱ ofȱ
positiveȱ relationshipȱ toȱ tolerance,ȱ asȱ doesȱ
higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ tolerance.ȱ Finally,ȱ asȱ
interestȱ inȱ politics,ȱ participatingȱ toȱ solveȱ aȱ
democracyȱ consolidatesȱ asȱ theȱ onlyȱ legitimateȱ
communityȱ problemȱ actuallyȱ isȱ negativelyȱ
formȱ
ofȱ governmentȱ inȱ theȱ mindsȱ ofȱ citizens,ȱ
relatedȱtoȱpoliticalȱtolerance.ȱThisȱmightȱreflectȱ
andȱ citizensȱ gainȱ moreȱ experienceȱ withȱ theȱ
thatȱ civicȱ organizationsȱ canȱ cultivateȱ inȬ
everydayȱ realitiesȱ ofȱ democraticȱ governance,ȱ
group/outȬgroupȱ mentalities,ȱ orȱ thatȱ someȱ
ourȱ resultsȱ indicateȱ thatȱ progressȱ inȱ termsȱ ofȱ
organizationsȱ espouseȱ inherentlyȱ intolerantȱ
politicalȱ
toleranceȱ willȱ follow.ȱ ȱ Theȱ powerfulȱ
beliefs,ȱ butȱ theȱ mechanismsȱ drivingȱ thisȱ resultȱ
relationshipȱ
thatȱ supportȱ forȱ democracyȱ inȱ
requireȱfurtherȱinvestigation.ȱ
generalȱ hasȱ withȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ toleranceȱ isȱ
encouragingȱ inȱ thisȱ respect.ȱ Moreover,ȱ toȱ theȱ
Finally,ȱ theȱ “stock”ȱ ofȱ democracyȱ inȱ aȱ
extentȱ
thatȱ economicȱ inequalityȱ isȱ decliningȱ
particularȱ regimeȱ andȱ theȱ country’sȱ levelȱ ofȱ
acrossȱtheȱregion,ȱourȱfindingsȱsuggestȱthatȱthisȱ
incomeȱ inequalityȱ emergeȱ asȱ twoȱ significantȱ
trendȱ
tooȱ bodesȱ wellȱ forȱ anȱ increaseȱ inȱ
nationalȱ levelȱ ȱ predictorsȱ ofȱ beingȱ stronglyȱ
toleranceȱ levelsȱ acrossȱ theȱ regionȱ inȱ yearsȱ toȱ
tolerant.ȱ Itȱ seemsȱ thatȱ inȱ countriesȱ whereȱ
come.ȱȱ
citizensȱ haveȱ decadesȱ ofȱ experienceȱ withȱ
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betweenȱ
Conversely,ȱ
theȱ
connectionȱ
Evangelicalȱ religionsȱ andȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
toleranceȱ suggestsȱ aȱ troublingȱ dynamicȱ acrossȱ
theȱ region,ȱ givenȱ theȱ riseȱ ofȱ Evangelicalȱ
churchesȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱ(seeȱMarcanoȱ2013).ȱ
Inȱaddition,ȱtheȱfactȱthatȱsupportȱforȱtheȱcurrentȱ
administrationȱ andȱ theȱ politicalȱ systemȱ hasȱ
suchȱ aȱ strongȱ negativeȱ impactȱ onȱ politicalȱ
toleranceȱ signalsȱ thatȱ manyȱ citizensȱ haveȱ
troubleȱ separatingȱ theirȱ currentȱ politicalȱ
sympathiesȱ fromȱ fundamentalȱ democraticȱ
rights.ȱȱ
Givenȱ theȱ resultsȱ forȱ theȱ relationshipȱ betweenȱ
Polityȱ democracyȱ scoresȱ andȱ tolerance,ȱ recentȱ
workȱ indicatingȱ aȱ reductionȱ inȱ democraticȱ
qualityȱ acrossȱ manyȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ countriesȱ
(e.g.ȱPuddingtonȱ2012,ȱWeylandȱ2013)ȱhelpsȱusȱ
understandȱ whyȱ toleranceȱ levelsȱ acrossȱ theȱ
Americasȱ haveȱ remainedȱ stagnantȱ andȱ evenȱ
fallenȱ inȱ certainȱ cases.ȱ Asȱ democraticȱ qualityȱ
andȱ stabilityȱ increases,ȱ soȱ tooȱ doesȱ politicalȱ
tolerance,ȱandȱweȱcanȱonlyȱhopeȱthatȱthisȱrecentȱ
uptickȱ inȱ illiberalȱ democracyȱ acrossȱ theȱ regionȱ
reverses.ȱȱ
WeȱconcludeȱthisȱspecialȱInsightsȱissue,ȱtheȱ100 ȱ
inȱ ourȱ series,ȱ withȱ pointsȱ ofȱ optimismȱ forȱ theȱ
countriesȱ ofȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ theȱ Caribbeanȱ
andȱtheȱemergenceȱofȱstrongȱattachmentsȱtoȱtheȱ
coreȱ principlesȱ ofȱ democracyȱ aroundȱ whichȱ aȱ
democraticȱcultureȱisȱbased.ȱTheȱmanyȱyearsȱofȱ
workȱ atȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ Publicȱ Opinionȱ
Projectȱ devotedȱ toȱ measuringȱ andȱ analyzingȱ
citizens’ȱ politicalȱ attitudesȱ andȱ behaviorsȱ isȱ
guidedȱ byȱ theȱ goalȱ ofȱ sheddingȱ lightȱ onȱ theȱ
region’sȱ constantlyȱ evolving,ȱ andȱ highlyȱ
diverse,ȱdemocraticȱlandscape.ȱȱ
th
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Appendix
Appendixȱ1.ȱTheȱLongȱRoadȱtoȱMeasuringȱPoliticalȱTolerance:ȱStillȱNoȱPerfectȱSolutionȱ
Whileȱ theȱ conceptȱ ofȱ politicalȱ toleranceȱ hasȱ heldȱ aȱ centralȱ roleȱ inȱ theȱ theoryȱ ofȱ democraticȱ values,ȱ itsȱ
measurementȱhasȱgoneȱthroughȱmanyȱiterations,ȱnoneȱofȱthemȱcompletelyȱsatisfactory.ȱTheȱearlyȱworkȱbyȱ
SamuelȱA.ȱStouffer,ȱcarriedȱoutȱinȱtheȱ1950sȱinȱtheȱU.S.,ȱwasȱfocusedȱonȱtoleranceȱforȱcommunists,ȱsinceȱatȱ
theȱ timeȱ itȱ wasȱ theȱ fringeȱ groupȱ garneringȱ greatestȱ publicȱ attention.ȱ Hence,ȱ questionsȱ wereȱ formulatedȱ
aboutȱtheȱrightsȱofȱcommunistȱto,ȱforȱexample,ȱteachȱinȱschoolȱorȱhaveȱtheirȱbooksȱinȱaȱpublicȱlibrary.ȱTheȱ
problemȱ inȱ thisȱapproachȱ becameȱ evidentȱ when,ȱ overȱ time,ȱsurveysȱ wereȱ showingȱ thatȱ toleranceȱinȱ theȱ
U.S.ȱ wasȱ onȱ theȱ rise,ȱ whenȱ inȱ factȱ muchȱ ofȱ thisȱ increaseȱ mayȱ haveȱ beenȱ dueȱ toȱ theȱ decreasingȱ nationalȱ
senseȱofȱthreatȱfromȱcommunists,ȱespeciallyȱasȱtheȱColdȱWarȱended.ȱAȱfurtherȱproblemȱisȱthatȱaȱfocusȱonȱ
oneȱ groupȱ madeȱ theȱ unreasonableȱ assumptionȱ thatȱ thereȱ mightȱ notȱ haveȱ beenȱ otherȱ fringeȱ groupsȱ thatȱ
mightȱ haveȱ beenȱ toleratedȱ moreȱ (orȱ less)ȱ byȱ variousȱ sectorsȱ ofȱ theȱ population.ȱ Theȱ solutionȱ toȱ thisȱ
problemȱemergedȱfromȱJohnȱSullivanȱandȱhisȱfellowȱresearchers,ȱwhoȱdevelopedȱtheȱ“leastȬlikedȱgroup”ȱ
approach.ȱ Respondentsȱ wereȱ readȱ aȱ listȱ ofȱ groupsȱ andȱ askedȱ whichȱ oneȱ theyȱ likedȱ theȱ least.ȱ Then,ȱ
respondentsȱ wereȱ askedȱ ifȱ theyȱ wouldȱ allowȱ individualsȱ belongingȱ toȱ suchȱ groupsȱ toȱ enjoyȱ basicȱ civilȱ
libertiesȱsuchȱasȱtheȱrightȱtoȱvote.ȱWhileȱthisȱapproachȱsolvedȱsomeȱofȱtheȱStoufferȱproblems,ȱitȱcreatedȱ
others.ȱ Oneȱ problemȱ isȱ thatȱ notȱ allȱ groupsȱ onȱ theȱ listȱ wereȱ ofȱ theȱ sameȱ threatȱ level;ȱ grantingȱ rightsȱ toȱ
feministȱ groupsȱ (inȱ theȱ earlyȱ 1980s),ȱ wasȱ oneȱ thing,ȱ whileȱ grantingȱ rightsȱ toȱ AlȬQaedaȱ terroristȱ cells.ȱ Aȱ
furtherȱproblem,ȱdiscoveredȱbyȱMitchellȱSeligsonȱinȱhisȱresearchȱinȱNicaragua,ȱisȱthatȱlargeȱproportionsȱofȱ
theȱ populationȱ refusedȱ toȱ pickȱ aȱ group,ȱ saying,ȱ “Iȱ amȱ okȱ withȱ everyone.”ȱ Theȱ resultȱ isȱ thatȱ largeȱ
proportionsȱ ofȱ respondentsȱ doȱ notȱ haveȱ toleranceȱ scores.ȱ Theȱ LAPOPȱ approachȱ triesȱ toȱ “threadȱ theȱ
needle”ȱ byȱ avoidingȱspecifyingȱ anyȱspecificȱ group,ȱbutȱ byȱ focusingȱ onȱ thoseȱ “whoȱ onlyȱsayȱ badȱ thingsȱ
aboutȱ ourȱ systemȱ ofȱ government.”ȱ Thus,ȱ LAPOPȱ avoidsȱ singlingȱ outȱ aȱ particularȱ groupȱ (e.g.,ȱ
communists)ȱ andȱ avoidsȱ havingȱ respondentsȱ whoȱ willȱ notȱ pickȱ aȱ leastȬlikedȱ groupȱ fromȱ aȱ list.ȱ Butȱ theȱ
LAPOPȱapproachȱ doesȱ notȱ solveȱ theȱ problemȱ entirely,ȱ sinceȱ weȱ haveȱ foundȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ opposeȱ theȱ
incumbentȱ administrationȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ tolerantȱ ofȱ “thoseȱ whoȱ onlyȱ sayȱ badȱ thingsȱ aboutȱ ourȱ
systemȱofȱgovernment.”ȱOurȱsolutionȱhasȱbeenȱtoȱcontrolȱforȱeachȱrespondent’sȱanswerȱtoȱtheȱstandardȱ
LAPOPȱ questionȱ evaluatingȱ presidentialȱ performance.ȱ Inȱ thatȱ way,ȱ weȱ attemptȱ toȱ purgeȱ fromȱ theȱ
toleranceȱscoresȱtheȱcomponentȱthatȱrelatesȱtoȱantipathyȱtowardȱtheȱincumbent.ȱThatȱsaid,ȱresearchȱbyȱJimȱ
Gibsonȱinȱ1992ȱfoundȱthatȱwhileȱdifferentȱtoleranceȱmeasuresȱprovideȱdifferentȱlevelsȱofȱtolerance,ȱthereȱisȱ
aȱ strongȱ associationȱ amongȱ theȱ differentȱ measures,ȱ suchȱ thatȱ whicheverȱ methodȱ isȱ used,ȱ theȱ itemsȱ
probablyȱallȱtapȱintoȱtheȱsameȱunderlyingȱconcept:ȱpoliticalȱtoleranceȱofȱbasicȱcivilȱliberties.ȱ
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Appendix 2. Distribution of Citizen Tolerance Levels Across the Americas, 2012
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Appendix 3. Cross-national Comparisons of the Tolerance Ratio for 2006 and 2012
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AmericasBarometer:
TopicalȱBriefȱ–ȱFeb.ȱ2013ȱ
WillȱArgentinesȱTrustȱtheȱTruthȱCommission?ȱ
ByȱProf.ȱMitchellȱSeligson,ȱVanderbiltȱUniversity

Iȱ

nȱ 1994,ȱ aȱ Jewishȱ communityȱ centerȱ inȱ
Buenosȱ Aries,ȱ Argentinaȱ wasȱ bombed,ȱ
andȱȱ85ȱpeopleȱwereȱkilled.ȱForȱ19ȱyearsȱ
theȱcaseȱhasȱgoneȱunresolved.ȱArgentineȱcourtsȱ
haveȱ pointedȱ theȱ fingerȱ atȱ Iran,ȱ butȱ theȱ
governmentȱ ofȱ thatȱ countryȱ hasȱ refusedȱ toȱ
cooperateȱ withȱ theȱ investigation.ȱ Now,ȱ
Argentineȱ Presidentȱ Cristinaȱ Fernándezȱ deȱ
Kirchnerȱ hasȱ announcedȱ thatȱ aȱ fiveȬpersonȱ
Truthȱ Commissionȱ willȱ beȱ jointlyȱ established,ȱ
involvingȱ twoȱ membersȱ nominatedȱ byȱ
Argentina,ȱ twoȱ byȱ Iranȱ andȱ theȱ fifthȱ toȱ beȱ
selectedȱ basedȱ onȱ mutualȱ consent.ȱ Bothȱ
chambersȱ ofȱ theȱ Argentineȱ legislature,ȱ asȱ wellȱ
asȱ theȱ legislatureȱ ofȱ Iran,ȱ mustȱ approveȱ theȱ
memorandumȱforȱitȱtoȱbecomeȱoperative.ȱ

aboutȱ howȱ muchȱ theyȱ trustȱ theȱ governmentȱ ofȱ
Iran.ȱȱTheȱresultsȱareȱshownȱinȱFigureȱ1.1ȱȱȱ
Onlyȱ 11%ȱ ofȱ Argentinesȱ trustȱ theȱ governmentȱ
ofȱ Iran;ȱ Argentines,ȱ onȱ average,ȱ expressȱ lessȱ
trustȱ inȱ theȱ governmentȱ ofȱ Iranȱ thanȱ allȱ but

Figureȱ1.ȱPerȱcentȱofȱvotingȱageȱadultsȱwhoȱ
trustȱtheȱgovernmentȱofȱIran,ȱ2012ȱ
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Notȱ very,ȱaccordingȱ toȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ
surveyȱ carriedȱ outȱ byȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ
Publicȱ Opinionȱ Projectȱ (LAPOP).ȱ Inȱ MarchȬ
April,ȱ 2012,ȱ aȱ nationallyȱ representativeȱ sampleȱ
ofȱ someȱ 1,500ȱ Argentinesȱ wereȱ interviewedȱ asȱ
partȱ ofȱ aȱ broaderȱ studyȱ conductedȱ inȱ 26ȱ
countriesȱ ofȱ theȱ Americas.ȱ Inȱ 24ȱ ofȱ thoseȱ
countries,ȱ everyȱ secondȱ respondentȱ wasȱ askedȱ
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Non-respondents are 49.5% of the sample.
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fourȱcountriesȱoutȱofȱ24ȱinȱtheȱAmericas.ȱȱ

credibility.ȱȱAnȱimportantȱfirstȱstepȱinȱdoingȱsoȱ
willȱbeȱtheȱselectionȱofȱitsȱmembers.ȱ

Aȱ statisticalȱ analysisȱ ofȱ theȱ Argentineȱ dataȱ
revealsȱthatȱthereȱareȱsomeȱbrightȱspotsȱforȱIranȱ
inȱ Argentina.ȱ Thoseȱ whoȱ believeȱ thatȱ theȱ
governmentȱ ofȱ theȱ incumbentȱ presidentȱ isȱ
performingȱwellȱareȱsignificantlyȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱ
trustȱIran.ȱForȱexample,ȱ25%ȱofȱthoseȱwhoȱgiveȱ
theȱ government’sȱ performanceȱ aȱ topȱ ratingȱ
(“veryȱ good”)ȱ expressȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ governmentȱ
ofȱ Iran.ȱ Thisȱ isȱ higherȱ thanȱ theȱ nationalȱ
average,ȱbutȱstillȱrepresentsȱonlyȱoneȬquarterȱofȱ
theȱ respondents.ȱ Geographically,ȱ Argentinesȱ
whoȱliveȱinȱtheȱNorthernȱpartȱofȱtheȱcountryȱareȱ
moreȱ trustingȱ ofȱ Iranȱ thanȱ thoseȱ whoȱ liveȱ inȱ
otherȱ regionsȱ (seeȱ Figureȱ 2). Theȱ northernȱ
regionsȱ historicallyȱ haveȱ beenȱ Peronistȱ andȱ
Presidentȱ Fernándezȱ receivedȱ aȱ landslideȱ
victoryȱ inȱ thoseȱ provinces.ȱ Butȱ otherȱ factors,ȱ
includingȱ socioȬeconomicȱ status,ȱ mayȱ playȱ aȱ
roleȱandȱneedȱtoȱbeȱanalyzedȱfurther.ȱ
Ifȱ theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ theȱ truthȱ commissionȱ areȱ toȱ
functionȱ likeȱ thoseȱ ofȱ otherȱ truthȱ commissionsȱ
thatȱ haveȱ beenȱ establishedȱ inȱ theȱ aftermathȱ ofȱ
nationalȱ traumas,ȱ suchȱ asȱcivilȱ warsȱinȱCentralȱ
Americaȱ orȱ Apartheidȱ inȱ Southȱ Africa,ȱ muchȱ
workȱ willȱ needȱ toȱ beȱ doneȱ toȱ establishȱ itsȱ
Dr.ȱ Mitchellȱ A.ȱ Seligsonȱ isȱ Directorȱ ofȱ theȱ Latinȱ
Americanȱ Publicȱ Opinionȱ Projectȱ (LAPOP)ȱ andȱ
Centennialȱ Professorȱ ofȱ Politicalȱ Scienceȱ atȱ
Vanderbiltȱ University.ȱ Heȱ canȱ beȱ reachedȱ atȱ
mitchell.a.seligson@vanderbilt.edu.ȱȱ
Fullȱ resultsȱ ofȱ theȱ 2012ȱ AmericasBarometerȱ Ȭȱ
Argentinaȱ surveyȱ willȱ beȱ availableȱ onȬlineȱ atȱ
www.LapopSurveys.orgȱ byȱ downloading,ȱ “Culturaȱ
políticaȱdeȱlaȱdemocraciaȱenȱArgentinaȱyȱenȱlasȱAméricas,ȱ
2012:ȱ Haciaȱ laȱ igualdadȱ deȱ oportunidades”ȱ
(forthcoming),ȱ authoredȱ byȱ Dr.ȱ Germánȱ Lodolaȱ ofȱ
theȱUniversidadȱTorcuatoȱdiȱTella.ȱTheȱfullȱdataȱsetȱ
isȱ availableȱ forȱ onȬlineȱ analysisȱ orȱ downloadȱ (inȱ
SPSSȱandȱStataȱformats)ȱatȱnoȱcost.ȱ
Thisȱ studyȱ wasȱ carriedȱ outȱ withȱ supportȱ fromȱ theȱ
Tinkerȱ Foundation.ȱ Theȱ opinionsȱ expressedȱ inȱ thisȱ
studyȱ areȱ thoseȱ ofȱ theȱ authorsȱ andȱ doȱ notȱ
necessarilyȱ reflectȱ theȱ pointȱ ofȱ viewȱ ofȱ theȱ Tinkerȱ
Foundation,ȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ
DevelopmentȱorȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ
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AmericasBarometer:
Topical Brief – March 11, 2013
Public Support for Democracy Endures in Venezuela
By Frederico Batista Pereira, Prof. Mitchell Seligson, and Prof. Elizabeth J. Zechmeister, Vanderbilt University

T

he recent illness and now passing of
Venzuelan President Hugo Chávez has
raised many questions with respect to
what will be the nature of democratic politics in
the country following the departure of this
highly influential leader. In light of widespread
concern that Chávez, in power for 14 years,
weakend traditional forms of representative
democracy, now is a good moment to assess
the extent to which Venezuelans are supportive
of democracy as a system of government.
This Insights Topical Brief is the first in a series
of reports focused on political attitudes in
Venezuela. While Venezuela has one of the
longest experiences with democracy in Latin
America (dating back to 1958), questions of
democratic commitment have been raised by
critics
of
President
Hugo
Chávez’s
administration. The disappearance of the
traditional party system and the new style of
populist leadership under Chávez left many
questioning the prospects for democracy in that
country.
Furthermore,
Venezuela
has
experienced a number of challenges in recent
times that conceivably could shake confidence
in democratic politics: the country was highly
affected by the recent global economic crisis;
high levels of crime and corruption have taken
their toll on citizens’ sense of security; and, the
political system has come to reflect deep and
often vitriolic divisions between Hugo
Chávez’s supporters and his opposition.

Figure 1. Support for Democracy, 2012

Nonetheless, according to the most recent
AmericasBarometer survey carried out by the
Latin American Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP), the Venezuelan public’s support for
democracy is the second highest in the region.
During February and March of 2012, a
nationally representative sample of 1,500
respondents was interviewed as part of a
broader study conducted in 26 countries of the
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Americas. In all 26 countries, respondents were
asked about to what extent they support
democracy in the abstract. The results (mean
values on a 0-100 scale) are shown in Figure 1.1

Figure 2. Average Support for Democracy
Over Time in Venezuela
100
83.8

Venezuelans’ average support for democracy in
abstract is 85 points on a 0-100 scale. This puts
the country in second place on the list, just
below Uruguay and above long-established
established democracies such as the United
States (4th), Canada (5th), and Costa Rica (7th).
Beyond the comparatively high levels of
support for democracy in the abstract among
Venezuelans, Figure 2 shows that average
support for democracy in Venezuela is also
fairly stable over time. While support for
democracy has endured at comparatively high
levels in recent times, the data do show a drop
of about 10 points between 2008 and 2010,
likely due to the effects of the economic crisis.
Nonetheless, by 2012 average support for
democracy had increased again, to levels on
par with the pre-economic crisis time period.
In analyses we conducted of factors that predict
support for democracy in Venezuela in 2012,
we find that the only factors that help
distinguish those Venezuelans who are more
supportive of democracy from those who are
less supportive are age (older are more
supportive than the young) and education
(more educated are more supportive than the
less well-educated), but beyond those two
factors support for democracy is fairly evenly
spread across the Venezuelan population (rich
and poor, urban and rural).
Understanding
Venezuelans’
views
on
democracy seems crucial in the current context
of political uncertainty with respect to when
elections will be held and who will replace

The question wording was the following: ING4.
Changing the subject again, democracy may have
problems, but it is better than any other form of
government. To what extent do you agree or disagree with
this statement?” responses were given in a 1-7
agree/disagree scale and transformed to a 0-100 scale.
Higher values indicate higher support for democracy.
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Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Chávez as president of Venezuela. One might
question whether the support for democracy in
the abstract is grounded in support for basic
democratic institutions (e.g., elections) and
processes (e.g., checks and balances). In a
forthcoming report we will show strong
evidence that, indeed, Venezuelans express
high levels of commitment to the basic
democratic institutions and processes.
Frederico Batista Pereira is a graduate student in
the Department of Political Science and an affiliate
of the Latin American Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP) at Vanderbilt University. He can be
reached at frederico.b.pereira@vanderbilt.edu.
Dr. Mitchell A. Seligson is Director of the Latin
American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP) and
Centennial Professor of Political Science at
Vanderbilt University. He can be reached at
mitchell.a.seligson@vanderbilt.edu.
Dr. Elizabeth J. Zechmeister is Associate Director
of the Latin American Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP) and Associate Professor of Political
Science at Vanderbilt University. She can be
reached at liz.zechmeister@vanderbilt.edu.
Full results of the 2012 AmericasBarometer Venezuela survey and the AmericasBarometer
2012 comparative study can be consulted on-line at
www.LapopSurveys.org. The full data set is
available for on-line analysis or download (in SPSS
and Stata formats) at no cost.
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AmericasBarometer:
Topical Brief – March 25, 2013
The New Pope is from the Americas: How Catholic are Americans?
By Alejandro Díaz-Domínguez, ITAM and Mitchell Seligson, Vanderbilt University

F

or the first time in history, a Pope has
emerged from the Americas. The
election results came as a surprise to
many because even though half of the world’s
Catholics live in the Americas, only 29 percent
of cardinal electors in the 2013 conclave were
from that region. Yet, the new Pope comes
from a Latin American country: Argentina.

Figure 1. Catholics in the Americas, 2012
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In the months to come, debates will revolve
around a myriad of expectations regarding the
possible impact that the new Pope, Francisco,
might have on the Catholic Church around the
world. An especially relevant piece of
information in which these debates are
embedded is the social base of any religion: the
size and composition of the faithful. Thus it is
important to know how many they are, how
they behave, and how much they care about
religion.
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According to the most recent
Barometer surveys carried out by
American Public Opinion Project
during the first half of 20121,
nationally representative samples
1

Americas
the Latin
(LAPOP)
in which
of voting

Funding for the 2010 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
Prior issues in the Insights series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php. The data
on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php.
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aged adults were conducted in 26 countries of
the Americas, respondents were asked about
their religion. The results regarding the percent
of Catholic respondents are shown in Figure 1.2
2 The question wording (q3c) reads: “What is your religion,
if any?” Response categories include a vast classification of
religions in the Americas, in which Catholics are coded (1).
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The traditional overwhelmingly Catholic
countries (at the national level) score at the top,
such as Paraguay, Mexico, Ecuador, Venezuela,
Peru and Colombia, whereas practically all the
English speaking countries score near the
bottom: Jamaica, Guyana, Trinidad and
Tobago, the US, and Suriname. It is noteworthy
that more than three quarters of Argentineans,
the Pope’s fellow countrymen and women,
report identifying as Catholic, a figure that
sharply contrasts with specific religious
behaviors as we will show in the following
graphs.
Church attendance can indicate how deeply felt
religious identification is in behavioral terms.
The newly elected Pope comes from a country
in which, as we have shown, most people are
Catholic, but as we show here, few actually
attend Church on a regular level. Levels of
church attendance among Catholics across the
Americas vary sharply from country to
country, as shown in Figure 2.3

Figure 2. Catholic Attendance in the Americas,
2012
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Central American Catholics are likely to attend
mass almost every week, whereas Catholics
from the three well-known religiously liberal
South American nations, Chile, Uruguay and
Argentina go to mass less than once a month on
average (the respondents in the US and Canada
were not asked this question).

95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effects Based)
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Another important religious attitude refers to
the link between parishioners and their
communities, giving us a measure of “religious
social capital,” such as levels of attendance in
religious groups, as shown in Figure 3.4

The question wording (q5a) reads: “How often do you
attend religious services?”. Response categories are more
than once per week, once per week, once a month, once or
twice a year, and never or almost never.

3

The question wording (cp6) reads: “I am going to read a
list of groups and organizations. Please tell me if you
attend their meetings at least once a week, once or twice a
month, once or twice a year, or never: meetings of any
religious organization? Do you attend them...

4
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Figure 3. Catholic Attendance Religious Groups,
2012
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Church attendance however suggests a
different scenario, in which all things equal,
on average Catholics go to church less
frequently when compared to non-Catholics.
Similar behavior is reported for participation
in religious groups, as shown in Figure 5.
Overall, however, Catholics in the Americas
are more likely to score higher when talking
about how important religion is in their lives,
when compared to non-Catholics.
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These pieces of evidence mainly suggest a
spiritual continent, one now captivated with
the first Pope from the region.
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Figure 4. Importance of Religion, Catholics,
2012.

22.3%

Canada

19.4%

Uruguay

14.9%

0

20

40

60

80

Religious Groups
95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effects Based)
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

El Salvador

92.7%

Guatemala

90.4%

Dom. Rep.

87.0%

Nicaragua

86.3%

Panama

85.8%

Jamaica

85.2%

Paraguay

84.8%

Guyana

Once again, the Pope’s native Argentina scores
near the bottom of the list. Central American
Catholics score far higher.
How much Catholics in the Americas care
about religion also varies, as shown in Figure
4,5 in which levels of importance of religion in
the lives of the Catholic respondents is shown.
Interestingly, although the US is typically
considered as a very religious country, it ranks
low in comparison to countries in Latin
America and the Caribbean. Argentina is near
the bottom. Central American countries again
score at the top.
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5 The question wording (q5b) reads: “Please, could you tell
me how important is religion in your life?”. Response
categories are very important, rather important, not very
important, and not at all important.
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Figure 5. Religious Attitudes in the Americas, 2012
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Alejandro Díaz-Domínguez is a doctoral candidate in
the Department of Political Science at Vanderbilt
University, and Lecturer at the ITAM in Mexico City.
He can be reached at alejandro.diaz@itam.mx
Dr. Mitchell A. Seligson is Director of the Latin
American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP) and
Centennial Professor of Political Science at Vanderbilt
University.
He
can
be
reached
at
mitchell.a.seligson@vanderbilt.edu.
Full results of the 2012 AmericasBarometer and the
AmericasBarometer 2012 comparative study can be
consulted on-line at www.LapopSurveys.org. The full
data set is available for on-line analysis or download
(in SPSS and Stata formats) at no cost.
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AmericasBarometer:
Topical Brief – April 1, 2013
Do Venezuelans Expect Unrest After Elections?
By Frederico Batista Pereira, Dr. Mitchell A. Seligson, and Dr. Elizabeth J. Zechmeister, Vanderbilt University

T

he death of Hugo Chávez on March 5,
2013 has initiated a crucial moment in
Venezuelan politics. Elections to replace
Chávez are scheduled to be held on April 14
and, given the strong feelings among the pro
and anti-Chávez supporters, questions have
been raised about prospects for electoral unrest.
This Insights Topical Brief is the second in a
series of reports focused on political attitudes
in Venezuela. In this brief we examine
Venezuelans’ expectations of unrest in the
context of elections. In our analysis we
document the fact that Venezuelans harbor
significant concerns about the degree of protest
and strife they anticipate that could follow
elections and, as well, we show that attitudes
toward Chávez are important predictors of
those concerns. This latter finding underscores
the political polarization, and related distrust
between political camps, that came to
characterize Venezuelan politics under Hugo
Chávez.
The most recent AmericasBarometer survey
carried out by the Latin American Public
Opinion Project (LAPOP) provides unique data
that can help answer those questions1. During

1

Funding for the 2010 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
Prior issues in the Insights series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php. The data
on which they are based can be found at

February and March of 2012, a nationally
representative sample of 1,500 respondents was
interviewed as part of a broader study
conducted in 26 countries of the Americas. Five
questions were asked to measure expectations
of unrest depending on the results of the

Figure 1. Expectations of Unrest After
Elections, 2012
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October elections. Even though the questions
refer to that election, the one in which Chávez
soundly defeated the opposition candidate, we
believe that they help to shed light on general
concerns about the transition phase that will
take place in the country over the next few
months.

http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php.

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

293

Respondents were asked for their opinion on a)
whether Chávez would accept an electoral loss;
b) whether the opposition would accept a loss;
c) if protests would increase as a result of
electoral results; d) if there are high levels of
conflict in the country; and e) if there would be
protests in the streets if the opposition were to
win the presidency. The proportion of
respondents expressing high levels of concern
in response to each of these questions is shown
in Figure 1.2
Figure 1 shows that sizeable numbers of
Venezuelans worry that periods of electoral
transition in Venezuela will lead to civil unrest.
About 35% of survey respondents in 2012 said
that the opposition would not accept a loss,
while 45% believed that Chávez would not
have accepted losing an election. About 51% of
respondents believe that protests would
increase, and 59% perceived high levels of
conflict in the country. Finally, 80% said that
they believed there would be protests in the
streets if the opposition were to win election.

in Venezuela has left significant imprints on
public opinion. Therefore, in the next set of
analyses, we examine the extent to which the
concerns expressed in Figure 1 are driven by
political polarization. Figures 2 and 3 show
how
presidential
approval
influences
individuals’ assessments of the likelihood that
the other side (Chavistas or the opposition)
would accept an electoral loss.

Figure 2. Percent that Believes Chavistas
Would Not Accept Electoral Loss, by
Presidential Approval
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To what extent are these concerns based in
individuals’ support for or opposition to
Chávez? During his 14 years in power,
Venezuelan politics centered squarely around
the personality and influence of Hugo Chávez.
Even in the current transition period, Chávez’s
name is ubiquitous in politics and the
campaigns. The deep animosity that has often
characterized the pro- and anti-Chávez divide

Figure 3. Percent that Believes Opposition
Would Not Accept Electoral Loss, by
Presidential Approval
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The question wordings are as follows, with the categories
reported on in Figure 1 noted in italics: “VENVB11. If the
opposition candidate in the next presidential elections were
to lose, do you believe the opposition would accept the
election results? Yes / No;” “VENVB12. And do you
believe President Chávez would accept the results in case
that he were to lose the next presidential election? Yes /
No”; “VENPROT11. Do you believe that over the next few
months social and political conflict will increase, stay the
same, or decrease?”; “VENPROT10. Do you believe that the
current level of social and political conflict in Venezuela is
very low, low, neither low nor high, high, or very high?”;
“VENVB15. If the opposition were to win the next election,
do you think there will be public protests in the streets? Yes
/ No.” Response options in italic were coded as 1, while the
others were 0. Non-response rates were 20%, 18%, 10%, 5%,
and 30%, respectively.
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Figure 2 shows that presidential approval is
strongly related to the likelihood that a
respondent believes Chávez would not have
accepted electoral defeat in the October 2012
election. That is, those who believe that Chávez
is doing a very good job are far less likely to
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believe that he would not accept defeat, while
those who are highly critical of his rule
strongly believe that he would not accept the
defeat. Figure 3 shows that presidential
approval also predicts the probability of a
respondent saying that the opposition would
not have accepted a defeat. In this case, those
who highly approve of Chávez’s job as
president think the opposition would not
accept the loss, while Chávez’s detractors say
they would have done so.
The strong evidence that one’s political
leanings influence expectations that Chávez
supporters and opponents will accept
unfavorable electoral results suggests deep
levels of concern and mistrust among the
electorate. At the same time, we see that
individuals on each side express a belief in
their own willingness to concede electoral
defeat, and one could take this as a positive
indicator for the prospects of a peaceful
election this month.
The data discussed in this Topical Brief add
perspective with to discussions of the future of
democracy in Venezuela. Even though the
Venezuelans are highly supportive of
democracy in abstract, as shown by our
previous Topical Brief on this topic, they express
concerns about the possibilities of unrest
during political transition periods. Moreover,
these opinions are strongly influenced by
attitudes pro and con toward Chávez, which
reflects the high degree of political polarization
in the country and the subsequent tendency for
each side to mistrust the other’s willingness to
accept unfavorable electoral results. Our next
Insights Topical Brief will investigate to what
extent Venezuelans trust the electoral process
and discuss how that trust might be important
for acceptance of the electoral outcome.

Frederico Batista Pereira is a Ph.D. student in the
Department of Political Science and an affiliate of
the Latin American Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP) at Vanderbilt University. He can be
reached at frederico.b.pereira@vanderbilt.edu.
Dr. Mitchell A. Seligson is Director of the Latin
American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP) and
Centennial Professor of Political Science at
Vanderbilt University. He can be reached at
mitchell.a.seligson@vanderbilt.edu.
Dr. Elizabeth J. Zechmeister is Associate Director
of the Latin American Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP) and Associate Professor of Political
Science at Vanderbilt University. She can be
reached at liz.zechmeister@vanderbilt.edu.
Full results of the 2012 AmericasBarometer Venezuela survey and the AmericasBarometer
2012 comparative study can be consulted on-line
at www.LapopSurveys.org. The full data set is
available for on-line analysis or download (in
SPSS and Stata formats) at no cost.
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AmericasBarometer:
Topical Brief – April 8, 2013
Trust in elections in Venezuela
By Frederico Batista Pereira, Dr. Mitchell A. Seligson, and Dr. Elizabeth J. Zechmeister, Vanderbilt University

V

enezuelans will decide on April 14 who
is to replace Hugo Chávez in leading the
country. Given the high levels of
polarization between pro- and anti-Chávez
supporters we identified in our previous
Insights Topical Brief, it is important to what
extent do Venezuelans trust in the electoral
processes in their country?1 Trust in electoral
processes is likely to be an important factor in
determining the extent to which Venezuelans
participate in and accept the outcome of
elections this coming weekend. Therefore, in
this Insights Topical Brief we examine
Venezuelans’ trust in elections, election
outcomes, and the secret ballot.
The most recent AmericasBarometer survey
carried out by the Latin American Public
Opinion Project (LAPOP) provides the data for
the analyses that follow. During February and
March of 2012, a nationally representative
sample of 1,500 respondents was interviewed
as part of a broader study conducted in 26
countries of the Americas.2 In all countries but
This Insights Topical Brief is the third in a series of reports
focused on political attitudes in Venezuela. In the previous
two Insights Topical Briefs we showed that the level of
support for democracy in abstract is high among
Venezuelans, but that there is also some concerns about the
possibility of unrest in case of a transition.

1

Figure 1. Trust in elections in Latin America
and the Caribbean, 2012
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the United States and Canada, respondents
were asked to what extent they trust elections
in their countries. Figure 1 shows the average
level of trust in elections among respondents

2

Funding for the 2010 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
Prior issues in the Insights series can be found at:

http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php. The data
on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php.
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from 24 countries in Latin America and the
Caribbean: 3
Figure 1 shows that the level of trust in
elections in Venezuela equals around 65 points
on the 0-100 scale, which is the third highest
score among all countries in the figure. Only
Uruguay (77) and Suriname (68) display higher
levels of trust in elections. Thus, we find
comparatively high levels of trust in elections
in Venezuela in 2012.

Figure 2. Distrust in the electoral process in
Venezuela, 2012
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12.8%
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Two other questions about the fairness of the
electoral process were asked exclusively in
Venezuela due to the proximity of the survey
to the 2012 presidential elections. Respondents
were asked to what extent they believe that
Venezuelan electoral results reflect actual
votes, and if they believe the ballot is secret in
Venezuela. Even though the questions were
asked in early 2012, we believe that they help to
shed light on the public’s general impressions
of electoral fairness. Figure 2 shows the
percentages of respondents who express high
levels of distrust in elections in their responses
to those questions.4
Figure 2 shows that very few Venezuelans
report significant levels of distrust in the
electoral process. About 13% percent of
respondents do not trust that the elections
reflect actual votes in the country, while 16% of
them do not trust that the vote is secret.
Overall, these numbers show that the vast
majority of Venezuelan survey respondents
believe have confidence in these specific

3 The question wording is: “B47A. To what extent do you
trust elections in this country?” Responses are in a 1-7 scale
with the extreme points labeled as “not at all” and “a lot”.
The scale was transformed to 0-100, and Figure 1 shows the
mean values for each country. Item nonresponse was 10%.

0
Low Trust in Elections

Low Trust in Secret Ballot

95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effect Based)
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 2012

aspects of the electoral process: the accuracy of
results and the secret ballot.
The data discussed in this Insights Topical Brief
paint a portrait of a public in Venezuela that
expresses relatively high degrees of confidence
in the Venezuelan electoral process. Combining
these results with those from our previous
Insights Topical Briefs on this topic, the overall
picture with respect Venezuelan public opinion
toward democratic politics is mixed. On the
one hand, Venezuelans support democracy in
the abstract and trust the electoral results in the
country. One other hand, they have concerns
about unrest depending on the electoral results.
These findings may indicate that the mass
public in Venezuela is willing and ready to
experience a peaceful and fair electoral process,
but is somewhat concerned about how some of
the losers may react in case of defeat. In such a
context, it is especially critical for political elites
to comport themselves with a level of
transparency and integrity that allows
themselves, and the public, to engage in and
accept the results of this weekend’s election.

The wordings of the questions are: “VENB51: To what
extent do you trust that the electoral results reflect the
actual votes in Venezuela?“ and; “VENB11: To what extent
do you trust that the vote is secret in Venezuela?”
Responses are in a 1-7 scale with the extreme points labeled
as “not at all” and “a lot”. Respondents that chose 1 or 2 as
answers to the above questions are coded as 1 (distrustful),
while the remaining is coded as 0. Item non-response was
4% for VENB51 and 2% for VENB11.

4
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AmericasBarometer:
Topical Brief – April 11, 2013
Same-Sex Marriage in Uruguay: A New Law in Line with Citizens´ Preferences
By Dr. María Fernanda Boidi, Vanderbilt University

O

n April 10, the Parliament of Uruguay
approved a law that recognizes the right
to marry people of the same sex.1
Uruguay, where homosexual relations have
been “legal” since the 30s, became the twelfth
country in the world to guarantee the right to
same-sex marriage.

Figure 1. Approval of Same-Sex Couples
Having the Right to Marry in Latin America
and the Caribbean, 2012
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The law was passed by the Senate with 23 votes
in favor (and 8 against). In the Chamber of
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least that is what the data from the 2012
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A preliminary version of this report appeared in the
Razones y Personas Blog, in December 2012:
http://razonesypersonas.blogspot.com/2012/12/matrimonioigualitario-en-uruguay-logro.html
2 Funding for the 2012 AmericasBarometer round mainly
came from the United States Agency for International
Development (USAID). Important sources of support were
also the Inter-American Development Bank (IADB), the
United Nations Development Program (UNDP), and
Vanderbilt University. Prior issues in the Insights series can
be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php. The data
on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php
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Uruguayans rank second in the Americas in
expressing support for gay marriage, just one
tenth of a point below Canada (67.1 and 67.2,
respectively). Argentina, the third-ranked
country with high support for marriage
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between same sex individuals, falls more than
10 points lower (55.4) than Uruguay. This
support is based on responses to the question:
“How strongly do you approve or disapprove
of same-sex couples having the right to
marry?” Figure 1 shows the averages for each
country, expressed on a scale from 0 to 100,
where 0 indicates “strongly disapproves” and
100 “strongly approves.”
In Uruguay, not suprisingly, those who are
more in favor of marriage between
homosexuals are younger, more educated, and
place themselves
toward the left of the
ideological spectrum.3
Despite these nuances, support is widespread:
48.1% of respondents in Uruguay indicated
that they “strongly approve” of gay marriage,
while only
20.4%, were at the extreme
opposite, strongly disapproving. Figure 2
shows the distribution of preferences regarding
the approval of the right for homosexuals to
marry, now expressed in the original scale of 1
to 10, which was used in the questionnaire.
This figure shows the percentage of
respondents corresponding to each of the
categories.4
According to the data, then, unlike opinions on
on many other controversial issues, such as the
legalization of abortion, for example, we do not
find a sharply divided or polarized public
opinion, but one clearly inclined to support the
legislation that will take effect as soon as the
Executive Power fulfills the formal requirement
of enacting it.
The AmerciasBarometer data suggest that the
new legislation represents an historical
According to the results of the multivariate analysis not
shown here, but available to the interested readers by
contacting the author.

3

Figure 2. Same-sex Marriage Approval in
Uruguay, 2012
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achievement for gay rights activists and sexual
minorities, but is also a law that is congruent
with the opinion of the majority of
Uruguayans, namely, that they feel that samsex couples should be granted the right to
marry. The passage of the law shows that the
actions of the representatives are closely in line
with the preferences of their constituents,
which is often not the case. It is notable,
however, that in the vast majority of the
countries in the Americas, the public expresses
far less support for the right to marry for samesex couples.

Dr.
Maria
Fernanda
Boidi
(maria.f.boidi@vanderbilt.edu)
is
Program
Coordinator and Operations at LAPOP and coleader of the LAPOP team in Uruguay.
Full results of the 2012 AmericasBarometer Uruguay survey and the AmericasBarometer 2012
comparative study can be consulted on-line at
www.LapopSurveys.org. The full data set is
available for on-line analysis or download (in
SPSS and Stata formats) at no cost.

4

When these categories are recoded to the scale of 0 to 100
and averaged for Uruguay, we obtain the average of 67.1
shown in Figure 1. That is, then, the same information
analyzed in two different ways. Figure 1 allows for a
regional comparison, while Figure 2 helps visualize the
distribution of the preferences in Uruguay.
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AmericasBarometer:
Topical Brief – June 3, 2013
What Do Citizens of the Americas Think of China?
By Brian M. Faughnan and Elizabeth J. Zechmeister, Vanderbilt University

C

hinese President Xi Jinping is currently
engaged in a four-country visit to the
Americas. Between May 31 and June 6,
he will visit Trinidad & Tobago, Costa Rica,
and Mexico, and then finish in the U.S. It is
well-known that economic relations between
China and the region have increased
significantly over the last decade.1 But what do
citizens of the Latin American and Caribbean
(LAC) region think of China? In this Topical
Brief we provide a portrait of opinion toward
China based on results from the 2012
AmericasBarometer survey.2

Figure 1. Mean Perceptions of the Extent of
China’s Influence, 2012

China’s influence in the region has not gone
unnoticed by the public. Rather, the average
individual in the LAC region perceives China
to have “some” influence in her country. This
result is based on a question that asked
whether China has “none” (0), “a little” (33),
“some” (66), or “a lot” of influence in the

1

See, e.g., the IADB’s Ten Years After the Take-Off

(http://www.iadb.org/en/publications/publication-detail,7101.html?id=7809).
2

The China attitudes module was asked in 22 of the 26
countries included in the 2012 study and, for each country,
of a split sample (half) of the respondents. Support for this
module came from the China Research Center at Duke
University. Additional funding for the 2012 round mainly
came from the United States Agency for International
Development (USAID) and, as well, the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP), and Vanderbilt University.
Prior issues in the Insights series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/survey-data.php.

respondent’s country. The average for the
region is 66 units on this 0-100 scale, though
Figure 1 shows significant variation across
countries.3 The three LAC countries hosting the

3

FOR6. “And thinking now only of our country, how much
influence do you think that China has in our country?”
Coded so that 0=none; 33=a little; 66=some; 100=a lot. Nonrespondents (16%) are not analyzed in Figure 1. Analyses
in this report are weighted to account for the complex
sample design and each country is weighted equally.
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Chinese president’s visit – Costa Rica, Mexico,
and Trinidad & Tobago – are in the grouping of
countries
whose
citizens
perceive
a
comparatively high degree of Chinese
influence. The mean scores for these countries
are 81.8, 69.2, and 67, respectively. Joining
Costa Rica at the top is Venezuela (82.5), while
at the bottom are Bolivia (53.7) and Haiti (52.9).
But, what do citizens of the region think of the
quality of this influence? Figure 2 presents the
distribution of responses to a question that
asked whether China’s influence is positive,
neither positive nor negative, or negative.4 The
modal category is positive (63%). Thus, on
average citizens in the LAC region are of the
opinion that China’s influence in their country
is beneficial.
Once again, this general portrait masks
interesting cross-national variation. When we
examine opinions on the quality of China’s
influence by country, we find that the countries
with the highest proportion of citizens who
believe China’s influence to be positive are the
Dominican Republic (80%), Jamaica (80%), and
Paraguay (77%). Both Costa Rica (73%) and
Trinidad & Tobago (65%) are also in the upperranking of countries in terms of assessments of
the quality of influence. Conversely, Mexico,
which ranks near the top of in terms of quantity
of influence (see Figure 1), is among a group of
five countries in which only 50% or fewer
evaluate China’s influence as positive.5
Thus, it appears that the Chinese president will
meet two different types of publics during his
visit: one quite positively disposed toward
China (Costa Rica and Trinidad & Tobago) and
the one that perceives a strong influence, but is
4

FOR7. “In general, the influence that China has on our
country is very positive, positive, neither positive nor
negative, negative, very negative?” For this report, we
combine the “very positive and positive” and “very
negative and negative” categories. The 4.5% of respondents
who did not answer the question are excluded.

5

Of those who responded to the question, 50% of those
surveyed in Guatemala, Argentina, and Chile gave positive
responses. This figure is 47% in Mexico and 41% in Bolivia.

Figure 2. Region-wide Assessments of the
Quality of China’s Influence, 2012
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more critical of the quality of that influence
(Mexico).
Finally, we note that we find a substantial
amount of non-response to many of the
questions in the China attitudes battery (see
footnote 3). One interpretation of this
comparatively high non-response is that
opinion in Latin America and the Caribbean
toward China has yet to consolidate. It may
well be, then, that the visit by President Xi will
leave an important imprint on public opinion
in the countries hosting his visit and, possibly,
the region more generally.

Brian M. Faughnan is a Ph.D. candidate in the
Department of Political Science and an affiliate of the
Latin American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP) at
Vanderbilt University. He can be contacted at:
brian.m.faughnan@vanderbilt.edu.
Dr. Elizabeth J. Zechmeister is Associate Director of
the Latin American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP)
and Associate Professor of Political Science at
Vanderbilt University. She can be contacted at:
liz.zechmeister@vanderbilt.edu.
More information on the AmericasBarometer can be
found at www.LapopSurveys.org. The datasets are
available for online analysis or download at no cost.
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AmericasBarometer:ȱ
TopicalȱBriefȱ–ȱJuneȱ17,ȱ2013ȱ
PublicȱOpinionȱandȱAbortionȱRightsȱinȱtheȱAmericas
ByȱMaríaȱFernandaȱBoidiȱandȱMargaritaȱCorral,ȱVanderbiltȱUniversityȱ

Tȱ

heȱ Brazilianȱ Congressȱ isȱ currentlyȱ
consideringȱ ȱ aȱ newȱ abortionȱ lawȱ underȱ
aȱ heatedȱ debateȱ thatȱ involvesȱ anȱ activeȱ
oppositionȱ byȱ Catholicȱ andȱ Evangelicalȱ
churches.1ȱ Onȱ Juneȱ 23,ȱ Uruguayansȱ willȱ voteȱ
onȱ aȱ preȬreferendumȱ thatȱ challengesȱ lastȱ
year’sȱ lawȱ decriminalizingȱ abortionȱ duringȱ
theȱ firstȱ 12ȱ weeksȱ ofȱ pregnancy.ȱ Inȱ otherȱ
countriesȱ acrossȱ theȱ region,ȱ theȱ issueȱ ofȱ
abortionȱalsoȱhasȱbeenȱplacedȱinȱtheȱspotlightȱ
byȱ recentȱ events.ȱ Inȱ theȱ Dominicanȱ Republicȱ
inȱ2012ȱandȱinȱElȱSalvadorȱlastȱmonth,ȱmediaȱ
attentionȱwoldwideȱfocusedȱonȱcasesȱinȱwhichȱ
petitionsȱforȱexceptionsȱtoȱstrictȱabortionȱlawsȱ
wereȱ deniedȱ despiteȱ seriousȱ healthȱ risksȱ toȱ
theȱ mother.ȱ Inȱ theȱ formerȱ case,ȱ bothȱ motherȱ
andȱ unbornȱ childȱ diedȱ andȱ inȱ theȱ latterȱ case,ȱ
theȱ infantȱ (whoȱ hadȱ developedȱ withoutȱ aȱ
completeȱ brain)ȱ diedȱ afterȱ doctorsȱ wereȱ ableȱ
toȱperformȱanȱearlyȱCȬsection.2ȱȱȱ

Figureȱ1.ȱSupportȱforȱAbortionȱwhenȱtheȱMother’sȱ
HealthȱisȱinȱDangerȱinȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ2012ȱ
Uruguay

81.9%

United States

80.2%

Jamaica

68.9%

Brazil

67.6%

Peru

66.0%

Argentina

65.9%

Colombia

61.5%

Dom. Rep.

61.2%

Suriname

61.0%

Bolivia

59.6%

Haiti

58.9%

Costa Rica

55.8%

Chile

53.4%

Venezuela

52.4%

El Salvador

51.9%

Mexico

51.3%

Trinidad & Tobago

49.7%

Ecuador

49.6%

Paraguay

49.3%

Belize

46.2%

Guatemala

45.6%

Nicaragua

44.9%

Guyana

41.7%

Panama

Inȱ thisȱ Topicalȱ Brief,ȱ weȱ askȱ toȱ whatȱ extentȱ
citizensȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ theȱ Caribbeanȱ
supportȱ permittingȱ abortionȱ whenȱ theȱ
mother’sȱ healthȱ isȱ inȱ danger.ȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ

1http://internacional.elpais.com/internacional/2013

/06/05/actualidad/1370458661_856676.html
See http://www.elfaro.net/es/201305/noticias/12231/;
http://cnnespanol.cnn.com/2012/08/17/jovendominicana-embarazada-muere-en-medio-de-debatesobre-el-aborto/. These are only two of many examples in a
region that also has one the highest rates of unsafe
abortions according to the World Health Organization
(http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/75173/1/WH
O_RHR_12.01_eng.pdf).ȱ
2
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resultsȱ fromȱ theȱ 2012ȱ AmericasBarometer3ȱ
surveyȱ byȱ LAPOP,ȱwhichȱ askedȱaȱ splitȱ sampleȱ

3

Fundingȱforȱtheȱ2012ȱroundȱmainlyȱcameȱfromȱtheȱUnitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
ImportantȱsourcesȱofȱsupportȱwereȱalsoȱtheȱInterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
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ofȱ respondentsȱ inȱ 25ȱ countriesȱ “Doȱ youȱ
thinkȱ it’sȱ justifiedȱ toȱ interruptȱ aȱ
pregnancy,ȱ thatȱ is,ȱ toȱ haveȱ anȱ abortion,ȱ
whenȱ theȱ mother’sȱ healthȱ isȱ inȱ danger?”ȱ
Theȱ questionȱ thusȱ capturesȱ attitudesȱ
towardsȱ abortionȱ underȱ oneȱ extremeȱ
circumstance.ȱȱ

Figureȱ2.ȱDeterminantsȱofȱȱ
SupportȱforȱAbortionȱwhenȱtheȱMother’sȱHealthȱisȱinȱDanger,ȱ
LatinȱAmericanȱandȱCaribbeanȱRegion,ȱ2012ȱ
F=36.276
N =15456

Abortion Forbidden on All Grounds
Evangelical
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Theȱ figureȱ showsȱ wideȱ variationȱ acrossȱ
countries.4ȱ Uruguayȱ hasȱ theȱ largestȱ
percentageȱ ofȱ citizensȱ supportingȱ
abortionȱ whenȱ aȱ mother’sȱ healthȱ isȱ inȱ
dangerȱ (81.9%),ȱ whileȱ inȱ Hondurasȱ onlyȱ
33%ȱ doȱ so.ȱ Inȱ sixteenȱ countriesȱ theȱ
percentageȱ exceedsȱ 50%.ȱ Elȱ Salvador,ȱ
Chile,ȱ Honduras,ȱ Nicaraguaȱ andȱ
Dominicanȱ Republicȱ areȱ theȱ Latinȱ
Americanȱ countriesȱ withȱ theȱ mostȱ
restrictiveȱabortionȱlegislation,ȱforbiddingȱ
pregnancyȱ terminationȱ onȱ allȱ groundsȱ
andȱ withȱ noȱ exceptions.5ȱ Onlyȱ theȱ latterȱ –ȱ theȱ
Dominicanȱ Republicȱ –ȱ isȱ foundȱ inȱ theȱ upperȬ
halfȱofȱtheȱrankingȱofȱcountries.ȱ
Toȱ explainȱ theseȱ attitudesȱ inȱ theȱ Latinȱ
Americanȱ andȱ Caribbeanȱ region,ȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ
showsȱresultsȱfromȱaȱlogisticȱregression.ȱAtȱtheȱ
countryȱ level,ȱ livingȱ inȱ aȱ contextȱ inȱ whichȱ
abortionȱ isȱ forbiddenȱ onȱ allȱ groundsȱ predictsȱ
lowerȱsupport.ȱForȱthoseȱhavingȱaȱCatholicȱandȱ
especiallyȱ anȱ Evangelicalȱ identityȱ (asȱ opposedȱ
toȱ anythingȱ else)ȱ andȱ forȱ thoseȱ whoȱ feelȱ
religionȱ isȱ importantȱ inȱ theirȱ lives,ȱ supportȱ forȱ
abortionȱisȱlower,ȱasȱoneȱwouldȱexpect.ȱWeȱalsoȱ
seeȱ thatȱ women,ȱ wealthierȱ citizens,ȱ andȱ thoseȱ
livingȱ inȱ urbanȱ settingsȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ
reportȱ thatȱ abortionȱ isȱ justifiedȱ whenȱ theȱ
mother’sȱ healthȱ isȱ inȱ danger.ȱ Interestingly,ȱ
thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ olderȱ areȱ moreȱ supportiveȱ andȱ
DevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱȱ
PriorȱissuesȱinȱtheȱInsightsȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.ȱȱ
4 Itemȱnonresponseȱwasȱ7%;ȱthoseȱwhoȱdidȱnotȱanswerȱareȱ
notȱanalyzedȱinȱthisȱreport.
5 United Nations, World Abortion Policies 2011
http://www.un.org/esa/population/publications/2011ab
ortion/2011wallchart.pdf. The UN report categorizes
Honduras as allowing abortion when the mother´s health is
at risk, but this is anchored in the Honduran Medical Ethics
code. Honduran laws forbid abortion on all grounds.
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educationȱhasȱanȱespeciallyȱsubstantialȱpositiveȱ
effect.ȱInȱsum,ȱindividualȱcharacteristicsȱasȱwellȱ
asȱ countryȱ contextȱ matterȱ whenȱ itȱ comesȱ toȱ
predictingȱattitudesȱtowardȱabortionȱacrossȱtheȱ
Americas.ȱ Atȱ theȱ individualȱ level,ȱ twoȱ ofȱ theȱ
mostȱ importantȱ factorsȱ areȱ religionȱ andȱ
education.ȱȱ
Inȱ Uruguay’sȱ preȬreferendumȱ onȱ Juneȱ 23,ȱ ifȱ
enoughȱ affirmativeȱ votesȱ (25%ȱ ofȱ theȱ electoralȱ
body)ȱ areȱ cast,ȱ theȱ lawȱ willȱ beȱ submittedȱ toȱ aȱ
referendumȱ laterȱ thisȱ year.ȱ Whileȱ weȱ seeȱ
comparativelyȱliberalȱviewsȱinȱUruguayȱ(Figureȱ
1),ȱitȱisȱimportantȱtoȱnoteȱthatȱtheseȱreferȱonlyȱtoȱ
theȱexceptionalȱcaseȱinȱwhichȱaȱmother’sȱhealthȱ
isȱ inȱ dangerȱ and,ȱ moreover,ȱ whatȱ isȱ aȱ stakeȱ inȱ
theȱJuneȱvoteȱisȱnotȱonlyȱsupportȱofȱtheȱlaw,ȱbutȱ
theȱrightȱofȱtheȱcitizenryȱtoȱdecideȱonȱit.6ȱWhatȱ
weȱ canȱ concludeȱ withȱ moreȱ confidenceȱ isȱ that,ȱ
asȱ theȱ publicȱ acrossȱ theȱ regionȱ continuesȱ toȱ beȱ
drawnȱ intoȱ debateȱ andȱ discussionȱ overȱ theȱ
topic,ȱattitudesȱwillȱcontinueȱtoȱshiftȱandȱevolveȱ
onȱthisȱissueȱinȱtheȱmonthsȱandȱyearsȱtoȱcome.

6 Theȱ currentȱ Uruguayanȱ abortionȱ lawȱ wasȱ enactedȱ byȱ
PresidentȱJoséȱMujica,ȱwhoȱhasȱexpressedȱthatȱtheȱtheȱissueȱ
isȱimportantȱenoughȱtoȱallowȱaȱpopularȱvoteȱonȱtheȱmatter.ȱ
http://diario.laprensa.com.uy/index.php/nacionales/337
89-mujica-apoya-referendum-sobre-ley-del-aborto
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AmericasBarometer:ȱ
TopicalȱBriefȱ–ȱJulyȱ29,ȱ2013ȱ
PublicȱOpinionȱandȱTrustȱinȱtheȱSupremeȱCourtȱinȱArgentinaȱȱ
ByȱGermánȱLodola,ȱUniversidadȱTorcuatoȱDiȱTellaȱ

Lȱ

astȱ month,ȱ Argentina’sȱ Supremeȱ Courtȱ
ruledȱ asȱ “unconstitutional”ȱ severalȱ
articlesȱ ofȱ aȱ CongressionallyȬapprovedȱ
judicialȱ reformȱ thatȱ wouldȱ allowȱ citizensȱ toȱ
electȱ underȱ partyȱ ballotsȱ theȱ membersȱ ofȱ theȱ
Magistrates’ȱ Councilȱ –ȱ currentlyȱ aȱ nonȬelectedȱ
bodyȱ responsibleȱ forȱ overseeingȱ theȱ
appointmentȱ andȱ removalȱ ofȱ federalȱ judges.ȱ
Theȱhighȱcourt’sȱdecisionȱwasȱmetȱwithȱstrongȱ
disapprovalȱ fromȱ theȱ executiveȱ branch,ȱ whichȱ
hadȱ ferventlyȱ promotedȱ theȱ reformȱ asȱ aȱ
mechanismȱ toȱ “democratize”ȱ theȱ oldȱ andȱ
corporatistȱ judiciaryȱ system.ȱ Thisȱ politicalȱ
schismȱ betweenȱ theȱ twoȱ institutionsȱ isȱ
particularlyȱinterestingȱfromȱtheȱperspectiveȱofȱ
publicȱ opinion,ȱ asȱ thisȱ Topicalȱ Briefȱ willȱ showȱ
thatȱ atȱ leastȱ throughȱ 2012ȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ
presidentȱ hasȱ beenȱ stronglyȱ linkedȱ toȱ trustȱ inȱ
theȱSupremeȱCourt.ȱȱ
Inȱ theȱ 2012ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ
surveyȱbyȱLAPOP,1ȱaȱtotalȱofȱ41,626ȱpersonsȱinȱ
26ȱ countriesȱ wereȱ askedȱ “Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ doȱ
youȱ trustȱ theȱ Supremeȱ Court?”ȱ Thisȱ questionȱ
wasȱ originallyȱ askedȱ onȱ aȱ scaleȱ fromȱ 1ȱ toȱ 7,ȱ
whereȱ 1ȱ representsȱ “Notȱ atȱ all”ȱ andȱ7ȱ “Aȱ lot”,ȱ
andȱhereȱisȱrecalibratedȱonȱaȱ0 100ȱscale.ȱȱ

Figureȱ1.ȱTrustȱinȱtheȱSupremeȱCourtȱinȱtheȱ
Americas,ȱ2012ȱ
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1ȱFundingȱforȱtheȱ2012ȱroundȱmainlyȱcameȱfromȱtheȱUnitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
ImportantȱsourcesȱofȱsupportȱwereȱalsoȱtheȱInterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
DevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ
Priorȱ issuesȱ inȱ theȱ Insightsȱ seriesȱ canȱ beȱ foundȱ at:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.ȱ
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Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ meanȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
trustȱ inȱ theȱ Supremeȱ Courtȱ inȱ
Figureȱ2.ȱIndividualȱDeterminantsȱofȱTrustȱinȱtheȱSupremeȱ
eachȱ country.ȱ Asȱ canȱ beȱ
CourtȱinȱArgentina,ȱ2012ȱ
appreciated,ȱ thereȱ isȱ wideȱ
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Perception of Corruption
F=22.221
N =1013
variationȱ
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Interestingly,ȱ Argentina’sȱ scoreȱ
ofȱ 49ȱ placesȱ itȱ nearȱ theȱ regionalȱ
averageȱ andȱ closeȱ toȱ suchȱ countriesȱ asȱ theȱ
Court.3ȱ Third,ȱ evaluationsȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȱ
Unitedȱ Statesȱ andȱ Chile,ȱ whoseȱ judicialȱ
economicȱ situationȱ areȱ positivelyȱ associatedȱ
branchesȱ areȱ consideredȱ amongȱ theȱ bestȱ
withȱ trustȱ inȱ thisȱ institution.ȱ Thereȱ isȱ noȱ
developedȱinȱtheȱregion.ȱ
relationship,ȱ however,ȱ betweenȱ one’sȱ ownȱ
economicȱ situationȱ andȱ levelsȱ ofȱ trust.ȱ Fourthȱ
Toȱ explainȱ differencesȱ inȱ individualȱ attitudesȱ
andȱ mostȱ importantly,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ indicateȱ thatȱ
withinȱ Argentina,ȱ Iȱ estimatedȱ aȱ linearȱ
respondentsȱwhoȱvotedȱforȱCristinaȱFernándezȱ
regressionȱ modelȱ thatȱ includesȱ theȱ followingȱ
deȱ Kirchnerȱexpressȱsubstantiallyȱ higherȱ levelsȱ
ofȱtrustȱinȱtheȱSupremeȱCourtȱthanȱrespondentsȱ
variables:ȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ andȱ
insecurity,ȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ theȱ economyȱ (bothȱ
whoȱ castȱ theirȱ votesȱ forȱ otherȱ presidentialȱ
nationalȱandȱpersonal),ȱwhetherȱtheȱrespondentȱ
candidates.4ȱȱ
votedȱ forȱ Presidentȱ Cristinaȱ Fernándezȱ deȱ
Kirchnerȱ inȱ theȱ 2011ȱ election,ȱ educationȱ level,ȱ
Therefore,ȱitȱappearsȱthatȱinȱArgentina,ȱatȱleastȱ
ageȱ(codedȱinȱnumberȱofȱyears),ȱgender,ȱwealth,ȱ
inȱ 2012,ȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ executiveȱ andȱ theȱ
skinȱ color,ȱ andȱ urban/ruralȱ residence.ȱ Theȱ
SupremeȱCourtȱmovedȱinȱtandem.ȱThisȱresultȱisȱ
coefficientsȱ areȱ standardizedȱ forȱ easeȱ ofȱ
consistentȱ withȱ theȱ generalȱ tendencyȱ notedȱ forȱ
comparison.ȱ
theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ andȱ Caribbeanȱ regionȱ byȱ
Maldonadoȱ (2011).ȱ Inȱ Argentina,ȱ thisȱ tendencyȱ
mayȱ haveȱ beenȱ fueledȱ toȱ aȱ largeȱ extentȱ byȱ theȱ
Theȱ resultsȱ indicateȱ thatȱ fourȱ setsȱ ofȱ variablesȱ
factȱ thatȱ formerȱ Presidentȱ Néstorȱ Kirchnerȱ inȱ
areȱ statisticallyȱ significant.ȱ First,ȱ amongȱ theȱ
2003ȱ ledȱ anȱ overhaulȱ ofȱ theȱ Supremeȱ Court,ȱ
socioȬdemographicȱ variables,ȱ onlyȱ theȱ
whichȱ hadȱ beenȱ packedȱ byȱ Presidentȱ Carlosȱ
respondents’ȱ placeȱ ofȱ residenceȱ obtainsȱ
statisticalȱ significance:ȱ urbanȱ dwellersȱ haveȱ
Menemȱ inȱ 1990ȱ andȱ wasȱ widelyȱ perceivedȱ asȱ
moreȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ Supremeȱ Courtȱ thanȱ personsȱ
politicizedȱandȱcorrupt.ȱSponsoredȱbyȱKirchner,ȱ
whoȱ liveȱ inȱ aȱ ruralȱ setting.ȱ Second,ȱ asȱ oneȱ
theȱ Argentineȱ Congressȱ impeachedȱ orȱ forcedȱ
wouldȱ expect,ȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ andȱ
3ȱ Iȱ alsoȱ estimatedȱ regressionȱ modelsȱ includingȱ individualȱ
crimeȱ erodeȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ Argentina’sȱ Supremeȱ

2ȱItemȱnonresponseȱwasȱ4.4%ȱacrossȱtheȱsampleȱasȱaȱwhole;ȱ
thoseȱwhoȱdidȱnotȱanswerȱareȱnotȱanalyzedȱinȱthisȱreport.ȱ

experiencesȱ (victimization)ȱ withȱ corruptionȱ andȱ crime.ȱ Noȱ
matterȱ howȱ Iȱ estimatedȱ theseȱ models,ȱ victimizationȱ byȱ
corruptionȱandȱcrimeȱneverȱobtainedȱstatisticalȱsignificance.ȱȱ
4ȱ Includingȱ aȱ variableȱ ofȱ presidentialȱ popularityȱ insteadȱ ofȱ
thisȱvariableȱleadsȱtoȱvirtuallyȱtheȱsameȱstatisticalȱresults.ȱ
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theȱ resignationȱ ofȱ sixȱ ofȱ theȱ nineȱ Supremeȱ
Courtȱ membersȱ andȱ substitutedȱ themȱ withȱ
highlyȱrespectedȱjurists.ȱȱ
But,ȱ whereȱ inȱ 2012ȱ Argentineȱ citizensȱ linkedȱ
theirȱelectoralȱsupportȱofȱtheȱpresidentȱtoȱtheirȱ
trustȱ inȱ Supremeȱ Court,ȱ weȱ mightȱ expectȱ thisȱ
dynamicȱtoȱshiftȱinȱtheȱcurrentȱcontext.ȱIndeed,ȱ
aȱnewȱchapterȱwillȱopenȱinȱtheȱmonthsȱtoȱcomeȱ
asȱtheȱArgentineȱSupremeȱCourtȱhasȱtoȱruleȱonȱ
theȱ constitutionalityȱ ofȱ anotherȱ controversialȱ
lawȱpromotedȱbyȱtheȱnationalȱgovernmentȱandȱ
passedȱinȱ2009:ȱtheȱbroadcastingȱlaw.ȱAlthoughȱ
thisȱlegislationȱdoesȱnotȱregulateȱmediaȱcontent,ȱ
itȱ doesȱ indirectlyȱ affectȱ privateȱ mediaȱ profitsȱ
(Kitzbergerȱ2012).ȱȱȱȱȱȱ

Dr.ȱ Germánȱ Lodolaȱ (glodola@utdt.edu)ȱ isȱ Associateȱ
ProfessorȱatȱUniversidadȱTorcuatoȱDiȱTella,ȱmemberȱofȱ
theȱ Consejoȱ Nacionalȱ deȱ Investigacionesȱ Científicasȱ yȱ
Técnicasȱ(CONICET),ȱandȬleaderȱofȱtheȱLAPOPȱteamȱinȱ
Argentina.ȱ

Fullȱresultsȱofȱtheȱ2012ȱAmericasBarometerȱ–ȱArgentinaȱ
surveyȱ andȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ 2012ȱ comparativeȱ
studyȱ
canȱ
beȱ
consultedȱ
onȬlineȱ
atȱ
www.LapopSurveys.org.ȱ Theȱ fullȱ dataȱ setȱ isȱ availableȱ
forȱ onȬlineȱ analysisȱ orȱ downloadȱ (inȱ SPSSȱ andȱ Stataȱ
formats)ȱatȱnoȱcost.

Inȱ sum,ȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ toȱ considerȱ howȱ publicȱ
attitudesȱ towardȱ theȱ executiveȱ andȱ theȱ
judiciaryȱpowerȱwillȱevolveȱinȱanȱenvironmentȱ
markedȱbyȱpoliticalȱdisputesȱbetweenȱtheseȱtwoȱ
separateȱ branchesȱ ofȱ government.ȱ Onlyȱ timeȱ
willȱ tellȱ whetherȱ theȱ recentȱ riftȱ betweenȱ theȱ
executiveȱ andȱ judicialȱ branchȱ overȱ theȱ
Magistrates’ȱCouncilȱreformȱwillȱescalateȱinȱtheȱ
nearȱ futureȱ andȱ affectȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ Supremeȱ
CourtȱinȱArgentina.ȱ
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AmericasBarometer:ȱ
TopicalȱBriefȱ–ȱAugustȱ19,ȱ2013ȱ
PoliceȱReformsȱSpurȱSecurityȱandȱTrustȱinȱJamaicaȱȱ
ByȱElizabethȱJ.ȱZechmeisterȱ(Vanderbilt),ȱMitchellȱA.ȱSeligsonȱ(Vanderbilt),ȱAnthonyȱA.ȱHarriottȱȱ
(UniversityȱofȱWestȱIndiesȬMona),ȱandȱBalfordȱA.ȱLewisȱ(UniversityȱofȱWestȱIndiesȬMona)ȱ

Tȱ

InȱeachȱyearȱofȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱsurvey,ȱ
weȱ haveȱ askedȱ respondentsȱ “Speakingȱ ofȱ theȱ
neighborhoodȱ whereȱ youȱ liveȱ andȱ thinkingȱ ofȱ
theȱpossibilityȱofȱbeingȱassaultedȱorȱrobbed,ȱdoȱ
youȱ feelȱ veryȱ safeȱ (0),ȱ somewhatȱ safeȱ (33),ȱ
somewhatȱ unsafeȱ (66)ȱ orȱ veryȱ unsafeȱ (100)?”ȱ
(AOJ11,ȱ recoded).ȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ documentsȱ thatȱ

Figureȱ1.ȱInsecurityȱinȱJamaicaȱHasȱDecreasedȱ
OverȱTime,ȱ2006Ȭ2012ȱ
38.4
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heȱNewȱYorkȱTimesȱthisȱSundayȱreportedȱ
onȱ importantȱ gainsȱ inȱ securityȱ inȱ
Jamaica,ȱ citingȱ LAPOP’sȱ 2012ȱ Jamaicaȱ
countryȱreport,ȱwhichȱtheȱTimesȱcorrespondentȱ
Damienȱ Caveȱ characterizedȱ (p.ȱ 6)ȱ as,ȱ “aȱ
respectedȱ study.”ȱ Theȱ inȬdepthȱ articleȱ ȱ tookȱ
noteȱ ofȱ theȱ supportȱ Jamaicaȱ hasȱ receivedȱ fromȱ
theȱ Unitedȱ States’ȱ governmentȬsupportedȱ
Caribbeanȱ Basinȱ Securityȱ Initiativeȱ (CBSI),ȱ aȱ
programȱ carriedȱ outȱ inȱ partnershipȱ withȱ
USAIDȱ andȱ theȱ governmentȱ ofȱ Jamaica,ȱ andȱ
importantȱ reformsȱ toȱ communityȬbasedȱ
policingȱ asȱ agentsȱ forȱ increasedȱ securityȱ inȱ theȱ
islandȱ country.ȱ Thisȱ conclusionȱ isȱ inȱ accordȱ
withȱ ourȱ ownȱ asssessmentȱ ofȱ theȱ situation,ȱ
expressedȱ inȱ theȱ 2012ȱ AmericasBarometerȱ
countryȱ reportȱ asȱ follows:ȱ “Communityȱ
policingȱ offersȱ muchȱ potentialȱ forȱ buildingȱ theȱ
confidenceȱ andȱ trustȱ ofȱ theȱ people,ȱ
transformingȱ policingȱ andȱ makingȱ theȱ JCFȱ
moreȱ effectiveȱ inȱ controllingȱ andȱ preventingȱ
crimeȱ (p.ȱ 192).”ȱ Inȱ thisȱ Topicalȱ Briefȱ weȱ reviewȱ
someȱ ofȱ theȱ keyȱ empiricalȱ findingsȱ relatedȱ toȱ
thisȱconclusion,ȱbasedȱonȱanalysesȱofȱdataȱfromȱ
ourȱ AmericasBarometerȱ project,ȱ whichȱ hasȱ
conductedȱ nationalȱ surveysȱ inȱ Jamaicaȱ everyȱ
twoȱyearsȱsinceȱ2006.ȱȱ
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meanȱ valuesȱ onȱ thisȱ insecurityȱ measureȱ haveȱ
decreasedȱsteadilyȱoverȱtime.ȱ
Someȱ ofȱ thisȱ decreaseȱ inȱ insecurityȱ appearsȱ
correlatedȱwithȱreformsȱtoȱtheȱpoliceȱforce.ȱForȱ
example,ȱ weȱ findȱ thatȱ bribeȱ solicitationȱ byȱ
policeȱ officersȱ hasȱ decreasedȱ overȱ timeȱ exactlyȱ
inȱ stepȱ withȱ theȱ decreasesȱ inȱ insecurityȱ shownȱ
inȱ Figureȱ 1.ȱ Inȱ eachȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometer,ȱ weȱ haveȱ askedȱ “Hasȱ aȱ
policeȱ officerȱ askedȱ youȱ forȱ aȱ bribeȱ inȱ theȱ lastȱ
twelveȱ months?”ȱ (EXC2).ȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ showsȱ thatȱ
theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ individualsȱ whoȱ respondedȱ
“yes”ȱhasȱdecreasedȱfromȱ7.1%ȱinȱ2006ȱtoȱ4.4%ȱ
inȱ2012.ȱ
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Anotherȱ factorȱ thatȱ mayȱ haveȱ helpedȱ increaseȱ
trustȱinȱtheȱpoliceȱinȱtheȱmostȱrecentȱyearȱofȱtheȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ surveyȱ isȱ theȱ communityȱ
policingȱ effortsȱ thatȱ haveȱ increasedȱ inȱ theȱ lastȱ
severalȱ years.ȱ Asȱ theȱ Newȱ Yorkȱ Timesȱ articleȱ
noted,ȱtheseȱreformsȱwereȱcatalyzedȱinȱpartȱbyȱ
theȱ dramaticȱ andȱ deadlyȱ raidȱ byȱ authoritiesȱ toȱ
arrestȱ drugȱ lordȱ Christopherȱ M.ȱ Cokeȱ inȱ aȱ
Jamaicanȱ neighborhoodȱ inȱ 2010,ȱ anȱ eventȱ inȱ
whichȱapproximatelyȱ70ȱpeopleȱwereȱkilled.ȱ

Figureȱ3.ȱTrustȱinȱtheȱJamaicanȱNationalȱPolice,ȱ2006Ȭ2012
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Figureȱ2. BribeȱSolicitationȱbyȱtheȱJamaicanȱPoliceȱHasȱ
DecreasedȱOverȱTime,ȱ2006Ȭ2012ȱ
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Weȱ alsoȱ findȱ evidenceȱ thatȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ policeȱ
increasedȱ significantlyȱ inȱ 2012ȱ comparedȱ toȱ
priorȱ years,ȱ andȱ especiallyȱ whenȱ comparedȱ toȱ
2010,ȱ whenȱ trustȱ levelsȱ experiencedȱ aȱ
significantȱ dip.ȱ Eachȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ hasȱ askedȱ Jamaicansȱ “Toȱ
whatȱextentȱdoȱyouȱtrustȱtheȱNationalȱPolice?”ȱ
(B18).ȱ Figureȱ 3ȱ showsȱ theseȱ results.ȱ Thatȱ theȱ
resultsȱdoȱnotȱtrackȱperfectlyȱwithȱdecreasesȱinȱ
insecurityȱ andȱ briberyȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ otherȱ
factorsȱmatterȱasȱwellȱinȱpredictingȱtrustȱinȱtheȱ
police.ȱ Someȱ ofȱ theseȱ factorsȱ weȱ showȱ inȱ ourȱ
2012ȱ AmericasBarometerȱ Jamaicaȱ reportȱ
includeȱ ageȱ (olderȱ peopleȱ areȱ moreȱ trusting)ȱ
andȱ confidenceȱ inȱ courtsȱ andȱ theȱ judicialȱ
system.ȱȱ
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Theȱ2012ȱAmericasBarometerȱsurveyȱinȱJamaicaȱ
alsoȱaskedȱaȱseriesȱofȱquestionsȱaboutȱgangsȱinȱ
theȱ country.ȱ Forȱ example,ȱ weȱ askedȱ
respondentsȱ howȱ theyȱ wouldȱ “rateȱ theȱ
performanceȱ ofȱ theȱ policeȱ inȱ theirȱ effortȱ toȱ
dismantleȱ gangsȱ inȱ yourȱ neighbourhood?”ȱ
(JAMGANG9).ȱAsȱreportedȱinȱtheȱ2012ȱJamaicaȱ
countryȱ report,ȱ weȱ findȱ thatȱ onlyȱ 17.3%ȱ reportȱ
theȱ policeȱ areȱ doingȱ aȱ poorȱ job.ȱ ȱ Inȱ contrast,ȱ
44.3%ȱ andȱ 38.4%,ȱ respectively,ȱ believeȱ theȱ
policeȱareȱdoingȱaȱfairȱorȱaȱgoodȱjob.ȱȱȱ
Theȱempiricalȱevidenceȱpresentedȱhereȱfromȱtheȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ projectȱ providesȱ onlyȱ aȱ
glimpseȱ intoȱtheȱ waysȱ inȱwhichȱ theseȱdataȱ canȱ
beȱ usedȱ toȱ trackȱ changesȱ inȱ citizens’ȱ security,ȱ
experiences,ȱ andȱ evaluationsȱ overȱ timeȱ (and,ȱ
thoughȱ notȱ shownȱ here,ȱ acrossȱ countries).ȱ Ourȱ
conclusionȱ basedȱ onȱ analysesȱ ofȱ theȱ Jamaicaȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ dataȱ isȱ thatȱ policeȱ reformȱ
andȱ relatedȱ effortsȱ inȱ Jamaicaȱ haveȱ hadȱ
significantȱ positiveȱ effects.ȱ Ofȱ course,ȱ thereȱ isȱ
alwaysȱ moreȱ workȱ toȱ beȱ done.ȱ Inȱ theȱ 2012ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱJamaicaȱcountryȱreport,ȱweȱ
drewȱ theȱ conclusionȱ thatȱ deepeningȱ theȱ
reformsȱ inȱ theȱ policeȱ andȱ judicialȱ systemȱ inȱ
Jamaicaȱ wouldȱ goȱ aȱ longȱ wayȱ towardȱ
continuingȱtoȱbuildȱbondsȱofȱtrustȱbetweenȱtheȱ
communityȱ andȱ theȱ policeȱ and,ȱ atȱ theȱ sameȱ
time,ȱ helpȱ toȱ decreaseȱ violenceȱ andȱ increaseȱ
citizenȱsecurity.ȱ
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LegislatorsȱandȱtheȱPresidentȱClashȱinȱEcuadorȱoverȱAbortionȱIssue:ȱȱ
ȱ
Whoȱhasȱtheȱsupportȱofȱtheȱpeople?

oȱ

nȱOctoberȱ13,ȱ2013,ȱseventyȬsevenȱchangesȱ
toȱ theȱ Ecuadorianȱ Penalȱ Codeȱ wereȱ
approvedȱ byȱ theȱ unicameralȱ Nationalȱ
Assembly,ȱ theȱ country’sȱ legislature,ȱ andȱ nowȱ
waitȱtoȱbeȱsignedȱbyȱPresidentȱRafaelȱCorreaȱ(Elȱ
Comercio,ȱ2013).ȱIncludedȱamongȱtheseȱreformsȱ
wasȱ aȱ proposal—byȱ legislatorsȱ ofȱ theȱ
President’sȱ rulingȱ party,ȱ Alianzaȱ País—toȱ
decriminalizeȱabortionȱinȱallȱcasesȱofȱrape.ȱTheȱ
currentȱ lawȱ allowsȱ theȱ procedureȱ whenȱ theȱ
victimȱ isȱ mentallyȱ incapacitated,ȱ orȱ whenȱ theȱ
mother’sȱ healthȱ isȱ inȱ dangerȱ dueȱ toȱ theȱ
pregnancy.ȱDuringȱaȱshortȱlegislativeȱstandȬoffȱ
withȱ Presidentȱ Correa,ȱ theȱ entireȱ judicialȱ
reformȱ packageȱ wasȱ jeopardizedȱ byȱ thisȱ singleȱ
proposedȱ modificationȱ toȱ theȱ country’sȱ
abortionȱlaw,ȱwithȱPresidentȱCorreaȱtakingȱtheȱ
followingȱstanceȱagainstȱabortion:1ȱ

ȱ
ByȱDianaȱOrcés,ȱVanderbiltȱUniversity
ȱ

Figureȱ1.ȱSupportȱforȱAbortionȱwhenȱtheȱMother’sȱ
HealthȱisȱinȱDangerȱacrossȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ2012ȱ
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“Ifȱ theseȱ betrayalsȱ andȱ disloyaltyȱ
continue…ȱIȱwillȱpresentȱmyȱresignationȱ...ȱ
theyȱ canȱ doȱ whateverȱ theyȱ want,ȱ Iȱ willȱ
neverȱ approveȱ theȱ decriminalizationȱ ofȱ
abortion”ȱ(ElȱComercioȱ2013,ȱElȱUniverso,ȱ
2013).ȱȱ

1

Fundingȱforȱtheȱ2012ȱroundȱmainlyȱcameȱfromȱtheȱUnitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
ImportantȱsourcesȱofȱsupportȱwereȱalsoȱtheȱInterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
DevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ
ThisȱTopicalȱ BriefȱreportȱisȱsolelyȱproducedȱbyȱLAPOPȱandȱ
theȱopinionsȱexpressedȱareȱthoseȱofȱtheȱauthorsȱandȱdoȱnotȱ
necessarilyȱ reflectȱ theȱ pointȱ ofȱ viewȱ ofȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ
Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Development,ȱ orȱ anyȱ otherȱ
supportingȱagency.ȱ
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Support for an abortion when the
mother's health is in danger

Inȱ theȱ faceȱ ofȱ Correa’sȱ immenseȱ popularity,ȱ
legislatorsȱ fromȱ hisȱ ownȱ partyȱ backedȱ downȱ
andȱ removedȱ theȱ proposalȱ fromȱ theȱ reformȱ
package.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ Topicalȱ Briefȱ Iȱ exploreȱ
Ecuadorians’ȱ viewsȱ onȱ theȱ issueȱ ofȱ allowingȱ
abortionȱcasesȱwhereȱtheȱhealthȱofȱtheȱmotherȱisȱ
threatenedȱinȱanȱeffortȱtoȱunderstandȱtheȱextentȱ
toȱ whichȱ Presidentȱ Correa’sȱ positionȱ reflectsȱ
thoseȱ ofȱ hisȱ supportersȱ andȱ theȱ Ecuadorianȱ
publicȱmoreȱgenerally.ȱȱ
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Iȱanalyzeȱaȱquestionȱaskedȱinȱtheȱ2012ȱroundȱofȱ
theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ survey,ȱ whichȱ
interviewedȱoverȱ 42,000ȱ peopleȱ inȱ26ȱ countriesȱ
inȱ theȱ Americas,ȱ includingȱ aȱ nationallyȱ
representativeȱ sampleȱ ofȱ 1,500ȱ ofȱ votingȱ ageȱ
Ecuadorians.ȱ Respondentsȱ wereȱ askedȱ aboutȱ
theirȱsupportȱforȱanȱabortionȱwithȱtheȱfollowingȱ
yes/noȱquestion:2ȱȱ

Figureȱ2.ȱSupportȱforȱabortionȱwhenȱtheȱmother’sȱ
healthȱisȱinȱdangerȱbyȱsexȱinȱEcuadorȱ
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Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ theȱ percentagesȱ ofȱ citizensȱ inȱ
theȱ Americasȱ whoȱ wouldȱ allowȱ anȱ abortionȱ
whenȱ theȱ mother’sȱ healthȱ isȱ inȱ danger.ȱ
Ecuadoriansȱexpressȱamongȱtheȱlowestȱlevelȱofȱ
supportȱ forȱ abortionȱ inȱ theȱ Americasȱ andȱ alsoȱ
exhibitȱ aȱ highlyȱ polarizedȱ publicȱ opinionȱ
landscape,ȱ withȱ anȱ evenȱ splitȱ ofȱ Ecuadorianȱ
respondentsȱsupportingȱandȱopposingȱabortionȱ
inȱcasesȱwhereȱtheȱmother’sȱhealthȱisȱinȱdanger.ȱ
Onlyȱ Panamaniansȱ (39%)ȱ andȱ Honduransȱ
(33%)ȱ areȱ significantlyȱ lessȱ supportiveȱ ofȱ anȱ
abortionȱ thanȱ Ecuadorians,ȱ withȱ Paraguay,ȱ
Belize,ȱNicaragua,ȱandȱGuyanaȱallȱfallingȱinȱtheȱ
sameȱ statisticalȱ rangeȱ asȱ Ecuador.ȱ Conversely,ȱ
moreȱthanȱ80%ȱofȱUruguayansȱandȱU.S.ȱcitizensȱ
supportȱ theȱ rightȱ toȱ anȱ abortionȱ whenȱ theȱ
mother’sȱhealthȱisȱinȱdanger.3ȱȱ
Whatȱ theseȱ initialȱ resultsȱ suggestȱ isȱ thatȱ bothȱ
Correaȱ andȱ legislativeȱ proponentsȱ ofȱ evenȱ
limitedȱ abortionȱ rightsȱ haveȱ aȱ strongȱ baseȱ ofȱ
popularȱsupportȱamongȱtheȱEcuadorianȱpublic,ȱ
butȱ alsoȱ faceȱ aȱ significantȱ percentageȱ ofȱ theȱ
populationȱ whoȱ opposeȱ theirȱ respectiveȱ
positions.ȱ Inȱ sum,ȱ theȱ legislativeȱ pushȱ toȱ
decriminalizeȱ abortionȱ inȱ certainȱ situationsȱ
revealsȱ aȱ starkȱ andȱ divisiveȱ splitȱ runningȱ
throughȱEcuadorianȱsociety.ȱȱ

ȱPriorȱissuesȱinȱtheȱInsightsȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.ȱȱ
Theȱdataȱonȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱatȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveyȬdata.php.ȱ
3ȱItemȱnonresponseȱwasȱ7%;ȱthoseȱwhoȱdidȱnotȱanswerȱareȱ
notȱanalyzedȱinȱthisȱshortȱreport.
2
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Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Inȱ orderȱ toȱ betterȱ understandȱ theȱ contoursȱ ofȱ
thisȱissueȱamongȱtheȱEcuadorianȱpublic,ȱIȱnowȱ
turnȱ toȱ anȱ analysisȱ ofȱ theȱ characteristicsȱ ofȱ
thoseȱwhoȱsupportȱexpandedȱabortionȱrightsȱinȱ
Ecuador.ȱInȱanotherȱrecentȱLAPOPȱTopicalȱBrief,ȱ
BoidiȱandȱCorralesȱ(2013)ȱfindȱthatȱsupportȱforȱ
abortionȱ rightsȱ acrossȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ andȱ
Caribbeanȱ publicsȱ isȱ lowerȱ amongȱ thoseȱ whoȱ
feelȱ religionȱ isȱ importantȱ inȱ theirȱ livesȱ whileȱ
supportȱ isȱ higherȱ amongȱ women,ȱ wealthierȱ
citizens,ȱ thoseȱ withȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ education,ȱ
andȱ thoseȱ livingȱ inȱ urbanȱ areas.ȱ Iȱ takeȱ theseȱ
findingsȱasȱaȱpointȱofȱdepartureȱforȱanȱanalysisȱ
ofȱtheȱsocioeconomicȱandȱattitudinalȱprofilesȱofȱ
abortionȱopponentsȱandȱsupportersȱinȱEcuadorȱ
inȱ anȱ effortȱ toȱ identifyȱ theȱ competingȱ basesȱ ofȱ
popularȱ supportȱ onȱ whichȱ Correaȱ andȱ hisȱ
legislativeȱ opponentsȱ haveȱ stakedȱ theirȱ
positionsȱonȱthisȱhotlyȱcontestedȱissue.ȱ
Beginningȱ withȱ aȱ breakdownȱ ofȱ supportersȱ ofȱ
expandedȱ abortionȱ rightsȱ byȱ sex,ȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ
reveals,ȱ perhapsȱ surprisingly,ȱ noȱ statisticallyȱ
significantȱ differencesȱ betweenȱ Ecuadorianȱ
malesȱ (53.5%)ȱ andȱ Ecuadorianȱ femalesȱ (46.2%)ȱ
inȱ theirȱ supportȱ forȱ anȱ abortionȱ whenȱ theȱ
mother’sȱ healthȱ isȱ inȱ danger.ȱ Forȱ aȱ moreȱ
completeȱ assessmentȱ ofȱ supportersȱ andȱ
opponentsȱofȱthisȱprovision,ȱthough,ȱIȱturnȱtoȱaȱ
multivariateȱ analysisȱ inȱ whichȱ variousȱ factorsȱ
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relatedȱ toȱ Ecuadorians’ȱ viewsȱ onȱ abortionȱ areȱ
considered.ȱȱ
Figureȱ 3ȱ showsȱ aȱ graphicalȱ representationȱ ofȱ aȱ
logisticȱ regressionȱ modelȱ thatȱ seeksȱ toȱ identifyȱ
theȱ mainȱ socioȬeconomicȱ andȱ attitudinalȱ
characteristicsȱ ofȱ abortionȱ rightsȱ supporters.ȱ
Whenȱtheȱdotȱfallsȱtoȱtheȱrightȱofȱtheȱgreenȱaxisȱ
(0.0),ȱ thatȱ variableȱ isȱ positivelyȱ relatedȱ toȱ
supportȱforȱabortion;ȱwhenȱitȱfallsȱtoȱtheȱleft,ȱitȱ
isȱ negativelyȱ relatedȱ toȱ thisȱ support.ȱ Theȱ
horizontalȱlinesȱsurroundingȱeachȱdotȱrepresentȱ
95%ȱconfidenceȱintervalȱforȱtheȱestimate.ȱWhenȱ
theȱ confidenceȱ intervalsȱ doȱ notȱ overlapȱ theȱ
greenȱ axis,ȱ weȱ canȱ beȱ 95%ȱ confidentȱ thatȱ theȱ
variableȱ isȱ statisticallyȱ significantȱ relatedȱ toȱ
supportȱ forȱ abortionȱ (forȱ theȱ sakeȱ ofȱ clarity,ȱ
theseȱvariablesȱareȱhighlightedȱinȱred).ȱȱ
TheȱresultsȱinȱFigureȱ3ȱindicateȱthatȱthereȱareȱnoȱ
statisticallyȱ significantȱ differencesȱ acrossȱ
variousȱ socioȬdemographicȱ indicatorsȱ asȱ sex,ȱ
religion,ȱ civilȱ status,ȱ age,ȱ education,ȱ areaȱ ofȱ
residencyȱandȱethnicȱselfȬidentification.ȱNorȱareȱ
thereȱdifferencesȱamongȱthoseȱwhoȱapproveȱofȱ
Presidentȱ Correa’sȱ performance,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ
locateȱ themselvesȱ toȱ theȱ rightȱ orȱ leftȱ ofȱ theȱ
ideologicalȱ spectrum,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ trustȱ theȱ
Catholicȱ Church,ȱ thinkȱ thatȱ religionȱ isȱ
importantȱ inȱ theirȱ livesȱ orȱ attendȱ churchȱ
frequently.ȱ Theȱ onlyȱ statisticallyȱ significantȱ
differencesȱ areȱ wealth,ȱ whichȱ echoesȱ resultsȱ
foundȱ byȱ Boidiȱ andȱ Corralesȱ (2013)ȱ forȱ theȱ
generalȱ populationȱ inȱ theȱ Americas,ȱ andȱ
marginallyȱforȱthoseȱrespondentsȱwithȱchildren.ȱ
Wealthyȱ individualsȱ andȱ thoseȱ withȱ kidsȱ areȱ
significantlyȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱsupportȱtheȱrightȱforȱ
anȱ abortionȱ whenȱ theȱ mother’sȱ healthȱ isȱ inȱ
dangerȱ comparedȱ toȱ thoseȱ withȱ lowerȱ incomesȱ
andȱthoseȱwithoutȱkids.ȱȱ

Figureȱ3.ȱDeterminantsȱofȱEcuadorians’ȱsupportȱforȱ
abortionȱwhenȱtheȱmother’sȱhealthȱisȱinȱdangerȱ
F=1.209
N =559
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anotherȱ acrossȱ subgroupsȱ inȱ theȱ population.ȱ
Further,ȱheȱisȱnotȱtakingȱaȱpositionȱsignificantlyȱ
atȱ oddsȱ withȱ hisȱ supportersȱ butȱ neitherȱ isȱ heȱ
takingȱ aȱ positionȱ thatȱ isȱ inȱ lineȱ withȱ hisȱ
supporters.ȱ Atȱ theȱ timeȱ ofȱ theȱ writingȱ ofȱ thisȱ
Topicalȱ Brief,ȱ variousȱ women’sȱ organizationsȱ
haveȱexpressedȱtheirȱviewsȱopposingȱPresidentȱ
Correa’sȱ effortsȱ toȱ haltȱ theȱ liberalizationȱ ofȱ theȱ
currentȱcriminalizationȱofȱabortionȱlaws,ȱthisȱinȱ
aȱcountryȱwhereȱoneȱinȱeveryȱfourȱwomenȱhasȱ
sufferedȱ someȱ kindȱ ofȱ sexualȱ violenceȱ (Elȱ
Comercio,ȱ 2013,ȱ lineȱ 7).ȱ Itȱ remainsȱ toȱ beȱ seenȱ
whetherȱ Ecuadorȱ willȱ remainȱ aȱ countryȱ withȱ
oneȱofȱtheȱmostȱrestrictiveȱabortionȱrightsȱlawsȱ
inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ orȱ willȱ eventuallyȱ followȱ theȱ
pathȱofȱcountriesȱlikeȱUruguay,ȱwhereȱtheȱrightȱ
toȱ anȱ abortionȱ isȱ protectedȱ byȱ lawȱ andȱ whereȱ
moreȱthanȱ80%ȱofȱtheȱpopulationȱsupportsȱsuchȱ
rights.ȱȱ

Itȱ remainsȱ toȱ beȱ seenȱ howȱ theȱ debateȱ overȱ theȱ
decriminalizationȱ ofȱ abortionȱ unfoldsȱ inȱ
Ecuador.ȱ Whatȱ theȱ aboveȱ analysisȱ suggests,ȱ
givenȱ theȱ relativeȱ absenceȱ ofȱ manyȱ significantȱ
correlatesȱofȱEcuadorians’ȱviewsȱofȱtheȱabortionȱ
debate,ȱ isȱ thatȱ Presidentȱ Correaȱ mayȱ riskȱ veryȱ
littleȱ inȱ makingȱ hisȱ stanceȱ againstȱ abortionȱ
becauseȱtheȱissueȱdoesȱnotȱcutȱoneȱwayȱorȱȱ

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

314

Referencesȱ

“Advertenciaȱ deȱ Correaȱ bajóȱ elȱ tonoȱ deȱ
discusiónȱ porȱ elȱ aborto.”ȱ 2013.ȱ Elȱ

Boidi,ȱ Maríaȱ Fernandaȱ andȱ Margaritaȱ Corral.ȱ
2013.ȱ “Publicȱ Opinionȱ andȱ Abortionȱ
Rightsȱ
inȱ
theȱ
Americas.”ȱ
AmericasBarometer:ȱ Topicalȱ Briefȱ 8.ȱ
VanderbiltȱȱUniversity.ȱLAPOP.ȱ

Universoȱ (12ȱ October).ȱ Retrievedȱ from:ȱȱ
http://www.eluniverso.com/noticias/2013
/10/12/nota/1571806/advertenciaȬcorreaȬ
bajoȬtonoȬdiscusionȬaborto.ȱȱ
ȱȱȱLastȱaccessedȱ14ȱOctoberȱ2013.ȱ

“Organizacionesȱ
femeninasȱ
rechazaronȱ
penalizaciónȱ delȱ abortoȱ enȱ Ecuador.”ȱ
2013.ȱ Elȱ Comercioȱ (14ȱ October).ȱ Retrievedȱ
from:ȱ
http://www.elcomercio.com/politica/Cod
igoPenalȬ_AsambleaȬabortoȬEcuadorȬ
mujeres_0_1010899064.html.ȱȱ
ȱȱLastȱaccessedȱ14ȱOctoberȱ2013.ȱ

Dr.ȱ Dianaȱ Orcésȱ (diana.m.orces@vanderbilt.edu)ȱ isȱ
ResearcherȱatȱLAPOP.ȱ
Fullȱ resultsȱ ofȱ theȱ 2012ȱ AmericasBarometerȱ Ȭȱ surveyȱ
andȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ 2012ȱ comparativeȱ studyȱ
canȱ beȱ consultedȱ onȬlineȱ atȱ www.LapopSurveys.org.ȱ
Theȱ fullȱ dataȱ setȱ isȱ availableȱ forȱ onȬlineȱ analysisȱ orȱ
downloadȱ(inȱSPSSȱandȱStataȱformats)ȱatȱnoȱcost.

“77ȱ fueronȱ losȱ cambiosȱ finalesȱ deȱ laȱ Asambleaȱ
enȱelȱCódigoȱPenal.”ȱ2013.ȱElȱComercioȱ(14ȱ
October).ȱ
Retrievedȱ
from:ȱ
http://www.elcomercio.com/politica/cam
biosȬCodigoȬPenalȬAsambleaȬleyȬmalaȬ
practicaȬmedicaȬtransitoȬlicenciaȬ
conduccionȬconducirȬcontrabandoȬ
violencia_0_1010899031.html.ȱȱ
ȱȱLastȱaccessedȱ14ȱOctoberȱ2013.ȱ
“Presidenteȱ anunciaȱ suȱ renunciaȱ siȱ seȱ
despenalizaȱ elȱ aborto.”ȱ 2013.ȱ Elȱ Comercioȱ
(11ȱ
October).ȱ
Retrievedȱ
from:ȱȱ
http://www.elcomercio.com/politica/corr
eaȬrenunciarȬabortoȬcodigoȬpenalȬ
ecuador_0_1009099174.htmlȱ
ȱȱLastȱaccessedȱ14ȱOctoberȱ2013.ȱ
“Mujeresȱoficialistasȱretrocedenȱsobreȱelȱaborto,ȱ
luegoȱdeȱadvertenciaȱpresidencial.”ȱ2013.ȱȱ
ElȱUniversoȱ(11ȱOctober).ȱRetrievedȱfrom:ȱȱ
http://www.eluniverso.com/noticias/2013
/10/11/nota/1570371/mujeresȬoficialistasȬ
retrocedenȬsobreȬabortoȬluegoȬ
advertencia.ȱȱ
Lastȱaccessedȱ14ȱOctoberȱ2013.ȱ

© 2012 -2013, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume III

315

AmericasBarometer:ȱ
TopicalȱBriefȱ–ȱNovemberȱ18,ȱ2013ȱ
ȱ

ȱ
ȱ
ȱ

ȱ

DominicansȱorȱNot?ȱSupportȱforȱCitizenshipȱofȱDominicanȬbornȱ
ȱ
ȱ
ȱChildrenȱofȱHaitianȱImmigrantsȱ ȱ ByȱDianaȱOrcés,ȱVanderbiltȱUniversity

Tȱ

ȱheȱ Dominicanȱ Republicȱ hasȱ recentlyȱ
experiencedȱ aȱ profoundȱ immigrationȱ
reformȱ thatȱ affectsȱ thousandsȱ ofȱ
individualsȱ residingȱ inȱ Dominicanȱ soil.ȱ Theȱ
backdropȱ toȱ thisȱ policyȱ shiftȱ isȱ aȱ longȱ historyȱ
ofȱ Haitianȱ migrantsȱ providingȱ theȱ bulkȱ ofȱ theȱ
Dominicanȱ Republic’sȱ seasonalȱ agriculturalȱ
laborȱ force.ȱ Todayȱ moreȱ thanȱ 200,000ȱ
Dominicansȱ ofȱ Haitianȱ originsȱ (amongȱ whichȱ
manyȱ areȱ children)ȱ liveȱ inȱ theȱ Dominicanȱ
Republicȱ andȱ identifyȱ asȱ Dominicans.ȱ Thus,ȱ
whileȱ debateȱ continuesȱ inȱ theȱ U.S.ȱ overȱ
immigrationȱreformsȱtargetedȱtowardȱmigrantȱ
workersȱ andȱ theirȱ children,ȱ inȱ theȱ Dominicanȱ
Republicȱ newȱ legislationȱ revokesȱ citizenshipȱ
rightsȱ andȱ possibilitiesȱ forȱ manyȱ immigrantsȱ
andȱtheirȱfamilies.ȱȱ

Onȱ Septemberȱ 23,ȱ 2013,ȱ theȱ Dominicanȱ
Republic’sȱ Constitutionalȱ Courtȱ ruledȱ thatȱ
childrenȱ ofȱ undocumentedȱ Haitianȱ migrantsȱ
(includingȱ thoseȱ bornȱ inȱ theȱ Dominicanȱ
Republic)ȱ willȱ noȱ longerȱ beȱ entitledȱ toȱ
citizenship.ȱMoreover,ȱtheȱcourtȱhasȱorderedȱanȱ
auditȱ ofȱ allȱ birthȱ recordsȱ datingȱ backȱ toȱ Juneȱ
1929,ȱ inȱ orderȱ toȱ identifyȱ individualsȱ whoȱ noȱ
longerȱqualifyȱforȱcitizenship.ȱCurrently,ȱmanyȱ
adultsȱ andȱ childrenȱ findȱ themselvesȱ inȱ aȱ
citizenshipȱ“limbo”ȱ(Archibold,ȱ2013).ȱUntilȱtheȱ
situationȱ isȱ solved,ȱ aȱ shortȬtermȱ fixȱ toȱ theȱ
problemȱ byȱ governmentȱ migrationȱ officialsȱ isȱ
theȱ grantingȱ ofȱ temporaryȱ residencyȱ toȱ theseȱ
individuals,ȱ butȱ strippingȱ themȱ ofȱ allȱ theȱ
benefitsȱ ofȱ citizenshipȱ includingȱ theȱ rightȱ toȱ
vote,ȱ accessȱ toȱ publicȱ healthȱ insurance,ȱ andȱ
lowȬcostȱ collegeȱ tuitionȱ (Archibold,ȱ 2013;ȱ
VargasȱLlosa,ȱ2013).ȱ

Figureȱ1.ȱDominicans’ SupportȱforȱCitizenshipȱofȱHaitianȱ
Immigrants’ȱChildrenȱBornȱonȱDominicanȱsoilȱ
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To what extent would you agree that the children of Haitian immigrants
born in the Dominican Republic are Dominican citizens?
Source: © AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

HowȱdoȱDominicansȱviewȱtheȱissueȱofȱmigrantȱ
statusȱ forȱ DominicanȬbornȱ childrenȱ ofȱ Haitianȱ
immigrants?ȱ Inȱ thisȱ Topicalȱ Brief1ȱ Iȱ exploreȱ
publicȱ opinionȱ onȱ theȱ questionȱ ofȱ citizenshipȱ
statusȱ forȱ theȱ childrenȱ ofȱ Haitianȱ immigrantsȱ
thatȱareȱbornȱinȱtheȱDominicanȱRepublic,ȱinȱanȱ
effortȱ toȱ understandȱ ifȱ theȱ nation’sȱ

1

Fundingȱforȱtheȱ2012ȱroundȱmainlyȱcameȱfromȱtheȱUnitedȱ
Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ
ImportantȱsourcesȱofȱsupportȱwereȱalsoȱtheȱInterȬAmericanȱ
Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Nationsȱ
DevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ
ThisȱTopicalȱ BriefȱreportȱisȱsolelyȱproducedȱbyȱLAPOPȱandȱ
theȱopinionsȱexpressedȱareȱthoseȱofȱtheȱauthorsȱandȱdoȱnotȱ
necessarilyȱ reflectȱ theȱ pointȱ ofȱ viewȱ ofȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ
Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Development,ȱ orȱ anyȱ otherȱ
supportingȱagency.
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ConstitutionalȱCourtȱrulingȱechoesȱtheȱopinionsȱ
ofȱtheȱgeneralȱDominicanȱpublic.ȱ
Asȱ partȱ ofȱ theȱ 2012ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometer,ȱ inȱ whichȱ aȱ nationallyȱ
representativeȱ sampleȱ ofȱ 1,512ȱ ofȱ votingȱ ageȱ
Dominicansȱ wereȱ interviewed,ȱ respondentsȱ
wereȱaskedȱtheȱfollowingȱquestion:ȱȱ
DOMHAI1.ȱ Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ wouldȱ youȱ agreeȱ
thatȱtheȱchildrenȱofȱHaitianȱimmigrantsȱbornȱinȱ
theȱ Dominicanȱ Republicȱ areȱ Dominicanȱ
citizens?ȱ2ȱ
Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ theȱ percentagesȱ ofȱ responsesȱ
thatȱfallȱintoȱeachȱcategoryȱwithinȱtheȱ1Ȭ7ȱscale,ȱ
whereȱ 1ȱ representsȱ stronglyȱ disagreeȱ andȱ 7ȱ
representsȱ stronglyȱ agree.ȱ Responsesȱ inȱ theȱ
middleȱ representȱ moreȱ moderateȱ positions.ȱ
Immediatelyȱapparentȱfromȱtheseȱresultsȱisȱthatȱ
theȱ Dominicanȱ publicȱ isȱ highlyȱ polarizedȱ overȱ
thisȱissue.ȱTheȱmajorityȱofȱDominicansȱselectedȱ
oneȱofȱtheȱtwoȱextremeȱresponseȱoptionsȱonȱtheȱ
sevenȱ pointȱ scale,ȱ withȱ aȱ thirdȱ ofȱ theȱ
populationȱ stronglyȱ agreeingȱ thatȱ theȱ childrenȱ
ofȱ Haitianȱ immigrantsȱ bornȱ inȱ theȱ countryȱ areȱ
Dominicanȱ citizensȱ andȱ aȱ fourthȱ ofȱ theȱ
Dominicanȱ populationȱ stronglyȱ disagreeingȱ
withȱ theȱ statement.ȱ Givenȱ thisȱ strikingȱ publicȱ
opinionȱ divide,ȱ itȱ seemsȱ unlikelyȱ thatȱ theȱ
ConstitutionalȱCourtȱrulingȱrepresentsȱtheȱfinalȱ
resolutionȱofȱthisȱissueȱforȱDominicanȱsociety.ȱȱ

issue.3ȱ Inȱ theȱ figure,ȱ theȱ dotȱ representsȱ theȱ
standardizedȱ regressionȱ coefficient.ȱ Ifȱ theȱ dotȱ
fallsȱ toȱ theȱ rightȱ ofȱ theȱ greenȱ axisȱ (0.0),ȱ thatȱ
variableȱ isȱ positivelyȱ relatedȱ toȱ supportȱ forȱ
immigrantȱ rights;ȱ whenȱ itȱ fallsȱ toȱ theȱ left,ȱ itȱ isȱ
negativelyȱ relatedȱ toȱ thisȱ support.ȱ Theȱ
horizontalȱlinesȱsurroundingȱeachȱdotȱrepresentȱ
95%ȱconfidenceȱintervalȱforȱtheȱestimate.ȱWhenȱ
theȱ confidenceȱ intervalsȱ doȱ notȱ overlapȱ theȱ
greenȱ axis,ȱ weȱ canȱ beȱ 95%ȱ confidentȱ thatȱ theȱ
variableȱisȱaȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱpredictorȱofȱ
opinionsȱ
regardingȱ
whetherȱ
Haitianȱ
immigrants’ȱ childrenȱ bornȱ inȱ theȱ Dominicanȱ
RepublicȱareȱDominicanȱcitizens.ȱ

Figureȱ2.ȱPredictors ofȱDominicans’ȱSupportȱforȱ
CitizenshipȱofȱChildrenȱBornȱonȱDominicanȱSoilȱtoȱȱ
HaitianȱImmigrantsȱ
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Inȱ orderȱ toȱ betterȱ understandȱ theȱ contoursȱ ofȱ
thisȱopinionȱdivide,ȱIȱturnȱtoȱanȱanalysisȱofȱtheȱ
socioȬeconomicȱ characteristicsȱ ofȱ thoseȱ whoȱ
supportȱ andȱ opposeȱ citizenshipȱ rightsȱ forȱ theȱ
childrenȱofȱHaitianȱimmigrantsȱwhoȱwereȱbornȱ
inȱ theȱ Dominicanȱ Republic.ȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ showsȱ aȱ
graphicalȱ representationȱ ofȱ aȱ linearȱ regressionȱ
modelȱ thatȱ identifiesȱ thoseȱ socioȬeconomicȱ
factorsȱ thatȱ helpȱ explainȱ one’sȱ positionȱ onȱ thisȱ

TheȱresultsȱinȱFigureȱ2ȱindicateȱthatȱonlyȱaȱfewȱ
ofȱ theȱ manyȱ variablesȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ modelȱ
emergeȱ asȱ statisticallyȱ significantȱ (seeȱ thoseȱ
variablesȱidentifiedȱwithȱredȱfontȱinȱtheȱfigure).ȱ
Dominicansȱ whoȱ areȱ educated,ȱ wealthy,ȱ andȱ
identifyȱasȱblackȱreportȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱsupportȱ
forȱ citizenshipȱ rightsȱ forȱ migrants’ȱ childrenȱ
whenȱ comparedȱ toȱ respondentsȱ whoȱ areȱ lessȱ
3ȱ

2

PriorȱissuesȱinȱtheȱInsightsȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:ȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/insights.php.ȱȱ
Theȱdataȱonȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱatȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/surveyȬdata.php.

Theȱ originalȱ variableȱ wasȱ recodedȱ ontoȱ aȱ 0Ȭ100ȱ scaleȱ
whereȱ higherȱ valuesȱ representȱ “stronglyȱ agree”ȱ withȱ theȱ
statementȱ thatȱ Haitianȱ immigrants’ȱ childrenȱ bornȱ inȱ theȱ
Dominicanȱ Republicȱ areȱ Dominicanȱ citizensȱ andȱ lowerȱ
valuesȱrepresentȱ“stronglyȱdisagree”.
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beenȱ putȱ inȱ aȱ stateȱ ofȱ uncertaintyȱ withȱ respectȱ
toȱ theirȱ citizenshipȱ rightsȱ andȱ possibilitiesȱ
(Archibold,ȱ 2013).ȱ Asȱ Marioȱ Vargasȱ Llosaȱ
statedȱinȱaȱrecentȱopinionȱarticleȱinȱtheȱSpanishȱ
newspaperȱElȱPaís:ȱ

educated,ȱ poorer,ȱ andȱ identifyȱ asȱ white.ȱ Thoseȱ
respondentsȱ whoȱ identifyȱ asȱ Catholics,ȱ asȱ wellȱ
asȱthoseȱwhoȱdoȱnotȱhaveȱaȱreligionȱbutȱbelieveȱ
inȱ aȱ higherȱ beingȱ showȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ thisȱ
supportȱ comparedȱ toȱ Evangelicalsȱ (theȱ
comparisonȱcategoryȱforȱtheȱanalysis).ȱȱ

“Internationalȱ organizationsȱ don’tȱ
ruleȱ here…Iȱ don’tȱ acceptȱ anybodyȱ
comingȱ hereȱ toȱ decreeȱ anything.ȱ Noȱ
country,ȱ notȱ theȱ Unitedȱ States,ȱ notȱ
France,ȱ nobody.ȱ Here,ȱ weȱ areȱ inȱ
charge”ȱ(Archibold,ȱ2013,ȱp.2).ȱ
Itȱ remainsȱ toȱ beȱ seenȱ howȱ theȱ Constitutionalȱ
rulingȱ proceedsȱ inȱ aȱ countryȱ whereȱ moreȱ thanȱ
200,000ȱ individualsȱ ofȱ Haitianȱ originsȱ haveȱ
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Inȱ consideringȱ religion,ȱ Figureȱ 3ȱ showsȱ thatȱ
Dominicansȱ whoȱ identifyȱ asȱ Evangelicalsȱ andȱ
whoȱ belongȱ toȱ otherȱ religionsȱ showȱ
significantlyȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ
migrantȱ rightsȱ comparedȱ toȱ Catholicsȱ andȱȱ
thoseȱwithȱnoȱreligiousȱaffiliation.ȱThisȱdivideȱ
betweenȱ Catholicsȱ andȱ otherȱ religiousȱ
adherentsȱ isȱ consistentȱ withȱ recentȱ messagesȱ
sentȱ toȱ parishionersȱ byȱ Churchȱ elites.ȱ Forȱ
example,ȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ mostȱ influentialȱ figuresȱ
withinȱ theȱ country,ȱ theȱ archbishopȱ ofȱ Santoȱ
Domingo,ȱ Cardinalȱ Nicolásȱ deȱ Jesúsȱ Lópezȱ
Rodríguez,ȱ recentlyȱ spokeȱ inȱ supportȱ ofȱ theȱ
Court’sȱ rulingȱ andȱ againstȱ foreignȱ pressureȱ onȱ
theȱissue:ȱ

ȱ“Ifȱ suchȱ legalȱ fallacyȱ prevails,ȱ tensȱ ofȱ
thousandsȱ ofȱ Dominicansȱ familiesȱ ofȱ
Haitianȱ originȱ (nearȱ orȱ remote)ȱ wouldȱ
beȱ turnedȱ intoȱ zombies,ȱ notȱ toȱ people,ȱ
beingsȱ unableȱ toȱ getȱ aȱ legalȱ job,ȱ enrollȱ
inȱaȱschoolȱorȱpublicȱuniversity,ȱreceiveȱ
healthȱ insurance,ȱ retirement,ȱ leaveȱ theȱ
country,ȱ andȱ thereforeȱ potentialȱ
victimsȱofȱallȱabuseȱandȱassaults”4.ȱ

Support for Children of Haitian Immigrants
to Be Dominican Citizens

Theȱ relevanceȱ ofȱ educationȱ andȱ religiousȱ
affiliationȱ forȱ attitudesȱ onȱ thisȱ issueȱ isȱ
illustratedȱinȱFigureȱ3,ȱwhichȱwasȱcreatedȱbasedȱ
onȱ theȱ rawȱsurveyȱ data.ȱ Theȱ figureȱ showsȱ thatȱ
Dominicansȱ withȱ secondaryȱ andȱ higherȱ
educationȱshowȱaverageȱlevelsȱofȱ59.8ȱandȱ59.2ȱ
points,ȱrespectively,ȱonȱaȱ0Ȭ100ȱscaleȱinȱcontrastȱ
toȱ Dominicansȱ withȱ primaryȱ education,ȱ whoȱ
exhibitȱsignificantlyȱlowerȱlevelsȱofȱsupportȱbyȱ
moreȱ thanȱ 10ȱ pointsȱ onȱ thatȱ sameȱ scaleȱ (47.9ȱ
points).ȱ Thoseȱ withȱ noȱ educationȱ alsoȱ presentȱ
lowerȱlevelsȱofȱsupportȱonȱaverage,ȱthoughȱtheȱ
confidenceȱ intervalȱ aroundȱ thisȱ estimateȱ doesȱ
notȱallowȱusȱtoȱconcludeȱthatȱthisȱdifferenceȱisȱ
statisticallyȱsignificant.ȱȱ

Religion

95% Confidence Interval (Design-Effect Based)

Manyȱofȱtheȱbenefitsȱthatȱcomeȱwithȱcitizenshipȱ
haveȱ beenȱ temporarilyȱ putȱ onȱ holdȱ whileȱ
governmentȱofficialsȱidentifyȱwhichȱindividualsȱ
doȱnoȱlongerȱqualifyȱforȱcitizenship.ȱThisȱrulingȱ
hasȱ aȱ paradoxicalȱ qualityȱ inȱ aȱ countryȱ whereȱ
approximatelyȱ 13ȱ percentȱ ofȱ itsȱ populationȱ
currentlyȱlivesȱabroad,ȱwithȱaȱmajorityȱresidingȱ
inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ (OECDȱ 2009),ȱ andȱ whereȱ
theȱ publicȱ isȱ clearlyȱ dividedȱ betweenȱ twoȱ
extremeȱ viewsȱ onȱ theȱ issue,ȱ withȱ neitherȱ sideȱ
holdingȱ aȱ clearȱ majority.ȱ Asȱ debateȱ overȱ
4

Author’sȱtranslationȱ
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immigrationȱ reformȱ continuesȱ inȱ theȱ U.S.,ȱ weȱ
canȱ alsoȱ expectȱ debateȱ overȱ aȱ similarȱ setȱ ofȱ
issues,ȱ alongsideȱ theȱ newȱ legislation,ȱ toȱ beȱ
debatedȱ forȱ yearsȱ toȱ comeȱ inȱ theȱ Dominicanȱ
Republic.ȱȱ
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